
Mountain View Whisman School District 
750-A San Pierre Way • Mountain View • CA 94043 • 650-526-3500 x 1023 

Regular Meeting of the Board of Trustees 

Strategic Goal 1 

September 17, 2015 
6:45 p.m. 

MVWSD Mission: 
Demonstrate, daily, a relentless commitment 

to the success of every child. 

Every child meets or exceeds academic standards 

Strategic Goal 2 
Operate with integrity, efficiency, effectiveness and transparency 

Strategic Goal 3 
Attract and retain a diverse, talented and caring workforce 

Strategic Goal 4 
Everyone in our district values and feels connected to our diverse community 

Strategic Goal 5 
Engage students, parents, and the community, including businesses and our city, as partners in 
our mission 

Strategic Goal 6 
Operate as a Continuous Improvement District 
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Mountain View Whisman School District 
Education for the World Ahead 

Board of Trustees - Regular Meeting 

750-A San Pierre Way 
September 17, 2015 

6:45 p.m. 

(Live streaming available at www.mvwsd.org) 

Demonstrate, daily, a relentless commitment to the success of every child. 

Academic Excellence * Strong Community * Broad Wor/dview 

As a courtesy to others, please turn of/your cell phone upon entering. 

Under Approval of Agenda, item order may be changed. All times are approximate. 

I. CALL TO ORDER 
A. Roll Call 
B. Approval of Agenda 

II. OPPORTUNITY FOR MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE 
BOARD CONCERNING ITEMS ON THE CLOSED SESSION AGENDA 

III. CLOSED SESSION 
A. Public Employee Discipline/Dismissal/Release 

IV. RECONVENE OPEN SESSION 
A. Pledge 
B. Closed Session Report 

V. CONSENT AGENDA 

6:45 

6:50 

7:00 

The following items will be handled with one action; however, any item may be removed from consideration by 
individual Board Members or the Superintendent. Copies of the applicable documents have been sent to the Board 
and will be available at the meeting. 

A. Personnel Report 

B. Contracts 

C. Certification to the State Allocation Board that Housing and Communitv Development 
(HCD) Relocatable Buildings Are No Longer Being Used For School Buildings 

D. Board Policy and Administrative Regulation No. 6145, Extracurricular and 
Cocurricular Activities 
The Board must annually review Board Policy and Administrative Regulation 
No. 6145, Extracurricular and Cocurricular Activities. 

Mountain View Whisman School District 
Page2 

September 17, 2015 
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Mountain View Whisman School District 
Education for the World Ahead 

Board of Trustees - Regular Meeting 

750-A San Pierre Way 
September 3, 2015 

6:45 p.m. 

(Live streaming available at www.mvwsd.org) 

Demonstrate, daily, a relentless commitment to the success of every child. 

Academic Excellence * Strong Community * Broad Worldview 

As a courtesy to others, please turn off your cell phone upon entering. 

Under Approval of Agenda, item order may be changed. All times are approximate. 

I. CALL TO ORDER 
A. Roll Call 
B. Approval of Agenda 

II. OPPORTUNITY FOR MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE 
BOARD CONCERNING ITEMS ON THE CLOSED SESSION AGENDA 

III. CLOSED SESSION 
A. Public Employee Discipline/Dismissal/Release 

IV. RECONVENE OPEN SESSION 
A. Pledge 
B. Closed Session Report 

V. CONSENT AGENDA 

6:45 

6:50 

7:00 

The following items will be handled with one action; however, any item may be removed from consideration by 
individual Board Members or the Superintendent. Copies of the applicable documents have been sent to the Board 
and will be available at the meeting. 

A. Personnel Report 

B. Contracts 

C. Certification to the State Allocation Board that Housing and Community Development 
(HCD) Relocatable Buildings Are No Longer Being Used For School Buildings 

D. Board Policy and Administrative Regulation No. 6145, Extracurricular and 
Cocurricular Activities 
The Board must annually review Board Policy and Administrative Regulation 
No. 6145, Extracurricular and Cocurricular Activities. 

Mountain View Whisman School District 
Page2 

September 17, 2015 
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VI. 

VII. 

E. Corrected Salary Schedules for Certificated Management and Classified 
Management and Inclusion of Both Mileage and Cell Phone Allowances 
Into Salary 

COMMUNICATIONS 
A. Employee Organizations 

1. Mountain View Educators Association 
2. California School Employees Association 

B. District Committees 

c. Superintendent 

COMMUNITY COMMENTS 
This is the time reserved for community members to address the Board on items that are 
not on the agenda. The Board and Administration welcome this opportunity to listen; 
however, in compliance with the Brown Act, the Board is not permitted to take action on 
non-agenda items. 

Speakers are requested to complete a speaker card and state their name for the record. 

If there are additional comments after 10 minutes have elapsed, this item may be 
continued after all the action and discussion items are completed. 

Notes on Community Comments on Agendized Items 

7:10 

7:20 

The staff presentation to the Board will occur first for each item. The Board will then ask clarifying questions. 
Afterwards, the community will be invited to comment. Any person wishing to speak will be granted up to three (3) 
minutes at the time the item appears on the agenda. Comments will be taken for up to 10 minutes, with extra time 
allowed for translation, as needed. Prior to addressing the Board, each speaker is requested to complete a speaker 
card (located on the counter near the door), give it to the Superintendent's Executive Assistant, and state his/her 
name for the record. We ask that you speak from the podium so that we may better hear you. At the conclusion of 
remarks or after 10 minutes has elapsed, the public comment portion is closed for that item and the Board will return 
to their own deliberations and comments. Please see the Board's "Welcome" brochure for more specifics on how 
Board meetings are run. The Board is grateful to have district personnel in the audience. These personnel may be 
consulted during the Board's discussion on any item. 

VIII. REVIEW AND DISCUSSION 
A. 2014-15 Assessment Report: California Assessment of Student Performance 

and Progress 
The Board will hear results from the spring Smarter Balanced Assessments. 

IX. REVIEW AND ACTION 
A. Certificated Staff Recommended for Permanent Status 

The Board will consider granting permanent status to teachers who have 
successfully completed their probationary period. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: That the Board grant the certificated staff members 
permanent status in the Mountain View Whisman School District beginning with 
the 2015-2016 school year. 

7:30 

8:15 

B. Resolution No. 1568.9/15, Resolution on Sufficiency of Pupil Textbooks and 8:30 
Instructional Materials Aligned to the Academic Content Standards and 
Consistent with Content and Cycles of State Frameworks 2015-16 

Mountain View Whisman School District 
Page 3 

September 17, 2015 
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The Board will consider approval of a resolution certifying the sufficiency of 
instructional materials for the 2015-16 school year. 

Public Hearing 
The Board will hold a Public Hearing on Sufficiency of Pupil Textbooks. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: That the Board approve and adopt Resolution 
No. 1568.9/15, Resolution on Sufficiency of Pupil Textbooks and 
Instructional Materials Aligned to the Academic Content Standards and 
Consistent with Content and Cycles of State Frameworks 2015-16, as presented. 

C. Letter of Support for Assembly Bill 47, The Preschool of All Act of2015 
The Board will determine if it wishes to send a letter of support for 
Assembly Bill 4 7. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: That the Board determine ifit wishes to send 
a letter of support for Assembly Bill 47. 

8:40 

D. School Facilities Improvement Plan Guiding Principles 8:50 
A majority of the Board members have asked to prioritize the Guiding Principles 
for the School Facilities Improvement Plan. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: That the Board determine ifit wishes to prioritize 
the Guiding Principles for the School Facilities Improvement Plan 

X. BOARD UPDATES 

XI. ITEMS FOR FUTURE AGENDAS 

XII. FUTURE BOARD MEETING DATES 
Date Antic!I!!tted T~cs~ubject to cha~ 

October 8, 2015 Overnight and Out of State Field Trips, Budget 
for Measure G 

October 22, 2015 PT A Goals, Audit R~ort 
November 5, 2015 School Site Plans, Emollment Policies Review 
November 19, 2015 School Site Plans, CSEA Sunshine 

XIII. ADJOURNMENT 

NOTICES FOR AUDIENCE MEMBERS 

I. RECORDING OF MEETINGS: 
The open session will be video recorded and live streamed on the District's website (www.mvwsd.org). 

2. CELL PHONES: 
As a courtesy to others, please turn off your cell phone upon entering. 

3. FRAGRANCE SENSITIVITY: 

9:20 

9:40 

Persons attending Board meetings are requested to refrain from using perfumes, colognes or any other products that 
might produce a scent or chemical emission. 

Mountain View Whisman School District 
Page4 

September 17, 2015 
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4. SPECIAL ASSISTANCE FOR ENGLISH TRANSLATION/INTERPRETATION: 
The Mountain View Whisman School District is dedicated to providing access and communication for all those who 
desire to attend Board meetings. Anyone planning to attend a Board meeting who requires special assistance or English 
translation or interpretation is asked to call the Superintendent's Office at (650) 526-3552 at least 48 hours in advance 
of the time and date of the meeting. 

El Distrito Escolar de Mountain View Whisman esta dedicado a proveer acceso y comunicaci6n a todas las personas 
que deseen asistir a las reuniones de la Junta. Se pide que aquellas personas que planean asistir a esta reuni6n y 
requieren de asistencia especial llamen a la Oficina del Superintendente al (650) 526-3552 con par lo menos 48 horas 
de anticipaci6n del horario y fecha de esta reunion, para asi poder coordinar las arreglos especiales. 

5. DOCUMENT AVAILABILITY: 
Documents provided to a majority of the Governing Board regarding an open session item on this agenda will be made 
available for public inspection in the District Office, located at 750-A San Pierre Way during normal business hours. 

Los documentos que se les proveen a la mayorfa de las miembros de la Mesa Directiva sabre las temas en la sesi6n 
abierta de este orden del dia estaran disponibles para la inspecci6n publica en la Oficina del Distrito, localizada en el 
750-A San Pierre Way durante las horas de oficinas regulares. 

Mountain View Whisman School District 
Page 5 

September 17, 2015 
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First Name Last Name Position 
Rebecca Cruz Teacher 

Special Education 

Heather Kelley Instructional Assistant 
Daniel Myers School Nurse 

Special Education 

Tia Pennywell Instructional Assistant 
Special Education 

Corinne Pfister Instructional Assistant 
Special Education 

Yolanda Rivera Instructional Assistant 

Helen Wong Teacher 
Special Education 

Stephen Johnson Instructional Assistant 
Loe Kerwin Preschool Teacher 

Special Education 

Roberta Puschinsky Instructional Assistant 
Zaida Rullan Account Technician IV 

Status 
Temporary 

Temporary 

Temporary 

MOUNTAIN VIEW WHISMAN SCHOOL DISTRICT 

PERSONNEL REPORT TO THE BOARD 09171S 

Site FTE Action 
Stevenson Elementary 1.0000 New Hire 

Huff Elementary 0.6250 New Hire 
Bubb Elementary 1.0000 New Hire 

Landels Elementary 0.6250 New Hire 

Landels Elementary 0.6250 New Hire 

Huff Elementary 0.6250 New Hire 

Huff Elementary 1.0000 New Hire 

Monta Loma 0.6250 Rehire 
Castro Resignation 

Monta Loma Resignation 
District Office Resignation 

Effective 
Ad min. Date of 

Details of Action From To Rec. Action 

9/3/lS 

9/8/15 
9/3/15 

9/1/15 

9/2/15 

9/8/15 
9/3/15 

8/14/15 
9/30/15 

8/26/15 
9/30/15 
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' 
Agreements/Contracts/Memorandums of Understanding 

Meeting of Board of Trustees, September 17, 2015 
Date to Board Person Submitting Name Purpose of Contract Amount Source of Funding Term of Agreement Coding 

1 9/17/2015 Robert Clark Myers Restaurant l~!tcnen equ1pmemupgraae-
$29,612.96 Measure G Fall 2015 Fund 211 

Supply, LLC ~ast Chiller/Shock Freezer Phase Ill Object 6410 CR 

2 9/17/2015 Robert Clark Myers Restaurant Kitchen equipment upgrade - $16,830.69 Measure G Fall 2015 Fund 211 
Supply, LLC Dishwasher @ GR Phase Ill Object 6410 

3 9/17/2015 Robert Clark NorBay Consulting 
I HazMa!lhspec:ror - pro~e 

$380.00 Measure G 2015-16 SY Fund 211 asbestos monitoring at ~DO Phase II Object 6235 wi!!9£libr~ demolition CR 
I HaZMa!TnspeC!Or - provide 

Measure G Fund 211 4 9/17/2015 Robert Clark NorBay Consulting pre-demoht1on asbestos $1,985.00 2015-16 SY ~spection of back portables Phase I Object 6235 
CA/Ml 

HaZMa!TnspeC!Or - provTcfe 
Measure G Fund 211 5 9/17/2015 Robert Clark NorBay Consulting pre-renovation HazMat $4,690.00 2015-16 SY 

inspecti~@f main campus Phase I Object 6235 
buildi~ Ml 

6 9/17/2015 Robert Clark Palace Office Interiors 
[Furm ureTof111E> 11orary, 

$123,149.41 Measure G Summer2015 Fund 211 cafeteria, staff lou~?:· & Phase II Object 6432 science classroom GR 

7 9/17/2015 Carmen Mizell Reflectx Staffing Staff finding/placement fee $15,000.00 Special Ed 2015-16 SY Fund 080 
agreement Object 5830 

9/17/2015 Carmen Mizell Skylar Hadden 
I Basic ~ducatlon program 

$35,250.00 Special Ed 2015-16 SY Fund 080 
8 and ES~@ add! fees lo ESY2016 Object 5830 student 1 NPS 
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Mountain View Whisman School District 

Agenda Item for Board Meeting of September 17, 2015 

Agenda Category: 

Agenda Item Title: 

Estimated Time: 

Person Responsible: 

Background: 

Consent Agenda 

Certification to the State Allocation Board that Housing and Community 
Development (HCD) Relocatable Buildings Are No Longer Being Used For 
School Buildings 

Dr. Robert Clark, Associate Superintendent/Chief Business Officer 

As required by Senate Bill 1324, Chapter 308, as enacted on September 18, 2006, and Education Code 
Section 17292 ( c ), the Governing Board of each school district shall certify that commencing 
September 30, 2015, the HCD relocatable buildings are no longer being used as school buildings. 

The school district currently owns one HCD relocatable building, which is being used for storage at 
Crittenden. The guidelines for maintaining these buildings for storage are as follows: 

• Building will not be used for educational purpose and not entered by students or teachers 
• Building sign must be posted stating it does not comply with the Field Act 
• Building must be separated from campus circulation 
• The School Board must pass a resolution indicating that the buildings will not be used for 

school purposes 

The attached resolution certifies that the HCD relocatable buildings are no longer being used as a 
school building at the Mountain View Whisman School District. 

Fiscal Implication: 

None. 

Recommended Action: 

The Board adopt Resolution No.1574.9/15 and certify to the State Allocation Board that Housing and 
Community Development relocatable buildings are no longer being used as school buildings in the 
Mountain View Whisman School District. 
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Mountain View Whisman School District 

Resolution No. 1574.9/15 

Resolution of the Mountain View Whisman School District Certifying That Housing And 
Community Development Relocatable (HCD) Buildings Are No Longer Being Used For 

School Purposes 

WHEREAS, SB 1324 was enacted into law on Setpebmer 18, 2006 and requires that 
commending September 30, 2015 any Housing and Community Development (HCD) approved 
relocatables as outlined in Section 17292 be removed from use as a school building; and 

WHEREAS, a resolution must be approved by the School District Board of the Mountain 
View Whisman School District by October 15, 2015 certifying that any HCD relocatables as 
outlined in Section 17292 of the education Code have been removed from use as a school 
building commending September 30, 2015; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Governing Board of the Mountain View 
Whisman School District, certifies to the State Allocation Baord that any HCD relocatable buildingas 
outlined in section 17292 of the Education Code have been removed from use as a school building. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY the Governing Board of the Mountain View Whisman 
School District this l 71

h day of September, 2015, by the following vote: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTENTIONS: 

Clerk of the Board of Trustees 
Mountain View Whisman School District 
Santa Clara County, California 
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Agenda Category: 

Agenda Item Title: 

Estimated Time: 

Person Responsible: 

Background: 

Mountain View Whisman School District 

Agenda Item for Board Meeting of September 17, 2015 

Consent Agenda 

Board Policy and Administrative Regulation No. 6145, Extracurricular and 
Cocurricular Activities 

Cathy Baur, Assistant Superintendent 

Education Code requires that the Board annually review Board Policy and Administrative Regulation 
No. 6145, Extracurricular and Cocurricular Activities. No changes have been made to the policy since 
the last review on September 18, 2014. 

Fiscal Implication: 

None. 

Recommended Action: 

That the Board approve Board Board Policy No. 6145, Extracurricular and Cocurricular Activities and 
review Administrative Regulation No. 6145, Extracurricular and Cocurricular Activities, as presented. 

11



Instruction BP 6145 (a) 

EXTRACURRICULAR AND COCURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 

The Governing Board recognizes that extracurricular and cocurricular activities enrich the educational and 
social development and experiences of students. The district shall encourage and support student 
participation in extra/cocurricular activities without compromising the integrity and purpose of the 
educational program. 

No extracurricular or cocurricular program or activity shall be provided or conducted separately and no 
district student's participation in extracurricular and cocurricular activities shall be required or refused 
based on the student's gender, sexual orientation, ethnic group identification, race, ancestry, national origin, 
religion, color, or mental or physical disability. Requirements for participation in extracurricular and 
cocurricular activities shall be limited to those that are essential to the success of the activity. 

Any complaint regarding the district's extracurricular and cocurricular programs or activities shall be filed 
in accordance with Board Policy and Administrative Regulation No. 1312.3--Uniform Complaint 
Procedures. 

(cf 1312.3 - Uniform Complaint Procedures) 

Unless specifically authorized by law, no fee shall be charged to students for participation in extracurricular 
and cocurricular activities related to the educational program, including materials or equipment related to 
the activity. 

(cf 0410 -Nondiscrimination in District Programs and Activities) 

Eligibility Requirements 

To be eligible to participate in extracurricular and cocurricular activities, students in grade 6-8 must 
demonstrate satisfactory educational progress in the previous grading period including but not limited to: 

1. Maintenance of a minimum of 2.0 grade point average on a 4.0 scale or "C" grade point average with 
no "F" grade within the grading period. 

2. Maintenance of minimum progress toward meeting high school graduation requirements 

The Superintendent or designee may grant ineligible students a probationary period of not more than one 
trimester. Students granted probationary eligibility must meet the required standards by the end of the 
probationary period in order to remain eligible for participation. (Education Code 35160.5) 

Any decision regarding the eligibility of any child in foster care or a child of a military family for 
extracurricular or cocurricular activities shall be made by the Superintendent or designee in accordance 
with Education Code 48850 and 49701. 

Policy 
adopted: (September 18, 2014) 

MOUNTAIN VIEW WHISMAN SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Mountain View, California 
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Instruction BP 6145 (b) 

EXTRACURRICULAR AND COCURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 

The Superintendent or designee may revoke a student's eligibility for participation in extracurricular and 
cocurricular activities when a student's poor citizenship is serious enough to warrant loss of this privilege. 

(cf 5144 - Discipline) 

Student Conduct at Extracurricular/Cocurricular Events 

When attending or participating in extracurricular and/or cocurricular activities on or off campus, district 
students are subject to district policies and regulations relating to student conduct. Students who violate 
district policies and regulations may be subject to discipline including, but not limited to, suspension, 
expulsion, transfer to alternative programs, or denial of participation in extracurricular or cocurricular 
activities in accordance with Board policy and administrative regulations. When appropriate, the 
Superintendent or designee shall notify local law enforcement. 

(cf 513 I - Conduct) 
(cf 5131.1 - Bus Conduct) 
(cf 5144 - Discipline) 
(cf 5 I 44. I - Suspension and Expulsion/Due Process) 
(cf 5144.2 -Suspension and Expulsion/Due Process (Students with Disabilities)) 

The Board shall annually review this policy and implementing regulations. (Education Code 35160.5) 

Legal Reference: 
EDUCATION CODE 
35145 Public meetings 
35160.5 District policy rules and regulations; requirements; matters subject to regulation 
35179 Interscholastic athletics; associations or consortia 
35181 Students' responsibilities 
48850 Participation of foster youth in extracurricular activities and interscholastic sports 
48930-48938 Student organizations 
49024 Activity Supervisor Clearance Certificate 
49700-49704 Education of children of military families 
CALIFORNIA CONSTITUTION 
Article 9, Section 5 Common school system 
CODE OF REGULATIONS, TITLE 5 
350 Fees not permitted 
4900-4965 Nondiscrimination in elementary and secondary education programs receiving state financial assistance 
553 I Supervision of extracurricular activities of pupils 
UNITED STATES CODE, TITLE 42 
2000h-2-2000h-6 Title IX, I 972 Education Act Amendments 
COURT DECISIONS 

Hartzellv. Connell, (1984) 35 Cal. 3d 899 

Policy 
adopted: (September 18, 2014) 

MOUNTAIN VIEW WIDSMAN SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Mountain View, California 
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Instruction AR 6145 (a) 

EXTRACURRICULAR AND COCURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 

Definitions 

For purposes of applying eligibility criteria for student participation, extracurricular and cocurricular 
activities shall be defined as follows: (Education Code 35160.5) 

I. Extracurricular activities are not part of the regular school curriculum, are not graded, do not offer 
credit, do not take place during classroom time, and have all of the following characteristics: 

a. The program is supervised or financed by the school district. 

b. Students participating in the program represent the school district. 

c. Students exercise some degree of freedom in the selection, planning, or control of the program. 

d. The program includes both preparation for performance and performance before an audience or 
spectators. 

2. Cocurricular activities are programs that may be associated with the curriculum in a regular 
classroom. 

An activity is not an extracurricular or cocurricular activity if either of the following conditions applies: 
(Education Code 35160.5) 

1. It is a teacher-graded or required program or activity for a course which satisfies the entrance 
requirements for admission to the California State University or the University of California. 

(cf. 6143 - Courses of Study) 

2. It is a program that has as its primary goal the improvement of academic or educational achievement 
of students. 

Eligibility Requirements 

The grade point average (GP A) used to determine eligibility for extracurricular and cocurricular activities 
shall be based on grades of the last previous grading period during which the student attended class at least 
a majority of the time. If a student was not in attendance for all, or a majority of, the grading period due to 
absences excused by the school for reasons such as serious illness or injury, approved travel, or work, the 
GPA used to determine eligibility shall be the grading period immediately prior to the excluded grading 
period(s). (Education Code 35160.5) 

When a student becomes ineligible to participate in the upcoming school year, or when he/she is subject to 
probations, the principal or designee shall provide written notice to the student and his/her 
parents/guardians. 

Regulation 
reviewed: (September 18, 2015) 

MOUNTAIN VIEW WHISMAN SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Mountain View, California 
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Instruction AR6145 (b) 

EXTRACURRICULAR AND COCURRlCULAR ACTIVITIES 

Supervision 

All extracurricular activities conducted under the name or auspices of a district school or any class or 
organization of the school, regardless of where the activities are held, shall be under the direct supervision 
of certificated employees. (5 CCR 5531) 

Any noncertificated person working with students in a district-sponsored extracurricular student activity 
program shall possess an Activity Supervisor Clearance Certificate from the Commission on Teacher 
Credentialing or shall have cleared a Department of Justice and Federal Bureau oflnvestigation criminal 
background check prior to beginning his/her duties, in accordance with BP 4127 /4227 /4327 - Temporary 
Athletic Team Coaches. (Education Code 49024) 

Regulation 
approved: (September 5, 2013) 

MOUNTAIN VIEW WHISMAN SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Mountain View, California 
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Mountain View Whisman Sc/tool District 

Agenda Item for Board Meeting of September 17, 2015 

Agenda Category: 

Agenda Item Title: 

Estimated Time: 

Person Responsible: 

Background: 

Consent Agenda 

Corrected Salary Schedules for Certificated Management and Classified 
Management and Inclusion of Both Mileage and Cell Phone Allowances into 
Salary 

Dr. Robert Clark, Associate Superintendent/Chief Business Officer 
Karen Robinson, Assistant Superintendent/ Administrative Services 

In Spring 2015, the Board approved the salary schedules for Management to reflect the 4% increase 
and the inclusion of the Masters stipend in the base salary. The updated schedules were brought to the 
Board for action. Over the summer, an error was found in the Board-adopted schedules. It was 
discovered the documents presented to the Board did not include the Masters stipend of $1500 in the 
actual cell of both salary schedules. 

The salary schedules presented include the $1500 Masters stipend in the salary schedule. 

The change above does not result in any cost to the District. 

Fiscal Implication: 

None. 

Recommended Action: 

That the Board approve the revised salary schedules for Certificated Management and Classified 
Management, as presented. 
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Position Days 

Preschool 
Program 210 
Director 

Psychologist 190 

Elementary 
Asst. 213 

Principal 

Middle 
Asst. 215 

Principal 

Program 
224 Coordinator 

Elementary 
213 Principal 

Middle 
Principal 215 

Director I 224 

Director II 224 

Assistant 
Supt. 224 

Associate 
Supt. 224 

MOUNTAIN VIEW WHISMAN SCHOOL DISTRICT 
750-A San Pierre Way 

Cell 
Phone 

50 

50 

50 

50 

50 

50 

50 

50 

50 

50 

50 

Mountain View, CA 94043 

CERTIFICATED MANAGEMENT 
SALARY SCHEDULE 

2015-2016 
(4% increase effective 07/01/15) 

(1 % one-time off the schedule increase) 

Mileage Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level4 
(base) 

150 92,531 94,805 97,137 99,526 

Log 93,447 95,744 98,099 100,513 

150 104,570 107,145 109,784 112,491 

150 105,537 108,136 110,801 113,532 

150 109,891 112,599 115,374 118,220 

300 115,699 118,552 121,477 124,474 

300 122,531 125,555 128,654 131,832 

400 121,593 124,594 127,669 130,823 

400 127,594 130,746 133,975 137,285 

400 133,896 137,204 140,596 144,071 

400 140,515 143,989 147,550 151,199 

Level 5 

101,975 

102,987 

115,263 

116,331 

121,136 

127,548 

135,089 

134,054 

140,679 

147,634 

154,940 

• The base salary includes a $1500 stipend for Masters Degree. 
• Sick leave accrual at the rate of 1 day per month of work 

Board Presented 17 S~ 2015 

Level6 Level? Level 8 

104,486 107,059 109,696 

105,523 108,122 110,785 

118,107 121,020 124,006 

119,201 122,142 125,156 

124,126 127,190 130,331 

130,697 133,926 137,235 

138,427 141,849 145,356 

137,366 140,762 144,242 

144,156 147,722 151,375 

151,286 155,030 158,866 

158,775 162,705 166,734 

• Benefits (medical, dental, vision); Contributions for premium costs are shared between employee and District 
• Life Insurance policy up to $300 premium cost per year (district-paid) 

J> Section 125 Flex Plan, Section 403(b) Plan and Section 457 Plan available 
• Placement on this schedule is determined by the Superintendent. Factors impacting placement are experience, market 

conditions, and longevity. Movement from one step to another step is dependent on effective school/department 
leadership performance and positive contributions to district-wide efforts. Movement from one step to another does not 
automatically correspond to one year of service in the district. 

• Discretionary factors and merit bonuses as decided by Superintendent; up to $2000. 
• The positive work year consists of a designated number of days (no holiday or vacation accrual). 
• District contribution for ACSA dues is 50% for Principals/Assistant Principals/Directors; 100% for Asst Supt/Assoc Supt 
• Expense Allowance: $50 per month for cell phone+ mileage allowance (equal to the base# of miles x the IRS rate in 

effect January 1 prior to the start of the school year). The expense allowance for cell phones is intended to reimburse 
the employee for work-related use, including phone calls, texts, and data, of his/her personal cell phone. If an employee 
receives a District cell phone and/or automobile, he/she shall not receive a cell phone and/or mileage allowance, as 
appropriate. District-provided cell phones shall be used for District-related business only. 
NOTE: Director I salary based on Elementary Principal per diem x 224 work days. 

Director II salary based on Middle School Principal per diem x 224 work days 
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MOUNTAIN VIEW WHISMAN SCHOOL DISTRICT 
750-A San Pierre Way 

Mountain View, CA 94043 

CLASSIFIED MANAGEMENT 
SALARY SCHEDULE 

2015-2016 
(4% increase effective 07/01/15) 

(1 % one-time off the schedule increase) 
Board Presented 17 Sept 2015 

Position Days Cell Mileage Level 1 Level2 Level 3 Level4 Levels Level 6 Level? 
Phone (base) 

Director I 224 50 400 109,891 112,599 115,374 118,220 121,136 124,126 127,190 

Director II 224 50 400 121,593 124,594 127,669 130,823 134,054 137,366 140,762 

Assistant 
224 50 400 133,896 137,204 140,596 144,071 147,634 151,286 155,030 

Supt. 

Associate 
224 50 400 140,515 143,989 147,550 151,199 154,940 158,775 162,705 

Supt. 

• The base salary includes a $1500 stipend for Masters Degree. 
• Sick leave accrual at the rate of 1 day per month of work 

Level 8 

130,331 

144,242 

158,866 

166,734 

• Health Benefits (medical, dental, vision); Contributions for premium costs are shared between employee and 
District 

• Life Insurance policy up to $300 premium cost per year (district-paid) 
)> Section 125 Flex Plan available 
)> Section 403(b) Plan available 
)> Section 457 Plan available 

• Placement on this schedule is determined by the Superintendent dependent upon experience, market conditions and 
longevity. 

• Movement from one step to another step is dependent on effective school/department leadership and positive contributions 
to district-wide efforts. Movement from one step to another does not automatically correspond to one year of service in the 
district. Movement from step to step may be made in incremental salary increases dependent upon effective performance. 

• Discretionary factors and merit bonuses as decided by Superintendent; up to $2000. 
• The positive work year consists of a designated number of days (no holiday or vacation accrual). 
• Expense Allowance: $50 per month for cell phone + mileage allowance (equal to the base# of miles x the IRS rate in effect 

January 1 prior to the start of the school year). The expense allowance for cell phones is intended to reimburse the 
employee for work-related use, including phone calls, texts, and data, of his/her personal cell phone. If an employee 
receives a District cell phone and/or automobile, he/she shall not receive a cell phone and/or mileage allowance, as 
appropriate. District-provided cell phones shall be used for District-related business only. 

• Assistant Superintendent salary based on Assistant Superintendent of the Certificated Management Salary Schedule 
• Director 11 salary based on Director I of the Certificated Management Salary Schedule 
• Director I salary based on Program Coordinator of the Certificated Management Salary Schedule 

Classified Management titles include the following and are not limited by positions: 
)> Chief Business Officer 
)> Director of MOT (Maintenance, Operations, & Transportation) 
)> Director of Finance 
)> Director of Technology 
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Mountain View Whisman School District 

Agenda Item for Board Meeting of September 17, 2015 

Agenda Category: 

Agenda Item Title: 

Estimated Time: 

Person Responsible: 

Background: 

Review and Discussion 

2014-15 Assessment Report: California Assessment of Student 
Performance and Progress 

45 minutes 

Cathy Baur: Assistant Superintendent of Educational Services 
Tara Vikjord: Educational Services Coordinator 

"We believe California's implementation of the Common Core standards and aligned 
assessments has the potential to dramatically improve college readiness and help close 
the preparation gap that exists for California students." - Higher education leaders, 
California 

New assessments are part of California's comprehensive plan for supporting high quality 
teaching and learning, which includes more challenging academic standards in English 
Language Arts/literacy and mathematics designed to foster college and career readiness. 
This report shows student's achievement on these new tests. The scores should not be 
compared to results from the Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) program tests 
in these subject areas. Because this is the first year that all California students in grades 
3-8 and 11 are taking these new tests, student's overall scores may be viewed as a basis 
from which to compare performance in future years. 

The Smarter Balanced assessments replaced the STAR CST tests in English Language 
Arts and mathematics for grades 3-8 and high school beginning in the 2014-15 school 
year. These new assessments measure critical thinking with questions that ask students to 
demonstrate their research, writing, and problem solving skills. With Smarter Balanced, 
parents, teachers, and policymakers will have better tools and information to monitor 
student progress and help them succeed. 

The new assessments in English Language Arts/literacy and mathematics include the 
following components: 

English Language Arts and Mathematics Computer Adaptive Tests (CAT) 
• Each student is administered a set of test questions that is appropriately 

challenging. 
• The student's performance on the test questions determines if subsequent 

questions are harder or easier. 
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• The test adapts to the student item-by-item. 
• Fewer test questions are needed as compared to a fixed form to obtain precise 

estimates of students' ability. 

English Language Arts and Mathematics Performance Task (PT) 
• In Smarter Balanced, a PT and classroom activity on a given topic are 

administered as well as the CAT. 
• PTs are administered at the classroom/group level so they are not targeted to 

students' specific ability level. 
• The items associated with the PTs may be scored by machine or by human raters. 

Final Scoring 
• For each student, the responses from the PT and CAT portions are merged to 

create a final scaled score ranging between 2,000 and 3,000. 
• Resulting ability estimates are based on the specific test questions that a student 

answered, not the total number of items answered correctly. 
• Higher scaled scores are associated with test takers who correctly answer difficult 

and more discriminating items. 
• Lower scaled scores are associated with test takers who correctly answer easier 

and less discriminating items. 
• Two students will have the same ability estimate if they have the same set of test 

questions with the same responses. 
• It is possible for students to have the same ability estimate through different 

response patterns. 
• This type of scoring is called "Item Pattern Scoring." 
• Final scaled scores fall into one of four achievement levels in English Language 

Arts and mathematics 
o Standard Exceeded 
o Standard Met 
o Standard Nearly Met 
o Standard Not Met 

Smarter Balanced Scaled Score Ranges by Grade Level 
Scaled scores are combined results from the CAT and PT assessments for each student 
and fall along a continuous vertical scale the increases across grade levels. They can be 
used to illustrate students' current level of achievement and their growth over time. 
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English Language Arts/Literacy 

3 2114 2623 2114-2366 2367-2431 2432-2489 2490-2623 

4 2131 2663 2131-2415 2416-2472 2473-2532 2533-2663 

5 2201 2701 2201-2441 2442-2501 2502-2581 2582-2701 

6 2210 2724 2210-2456 2457-2530 2531-2617 2618-2724 

7 2258 2745 2258-2478 2479-2551 2552-2648 2649-2745 

8 2288 2769 2288-2486 2487-2566 2567-2667 2668-2769 

11 2299 2795 2299-2492 2493-2582 2583-2681 2682-2795 

Mathematics 

3 2189 2621 2189-2380 2381-2435 2436-2500 2501-2621 

4 2204 2659 2204-2410 2411-2484 2485-2548 2549-2659 

5 2219 2700 2219-2454 2455-2527 2528-2578 2579-2700 

6 2235 2748 2235-2472 2473-2551 2552-2609 2610-2748 

7 2250 2778 2250-2483 2484-2566 2567-2634 2635-2778 

8 2265 2802 2265-2503 2504-2585 2586-2652 2653-2802 

11 2280 2862 2280-2542 2543-2627 2628-2717 2718-2862 

Individual Student Reports 

In the fall, parents of students in grades 3-8 and 11 will be mailed individual student 
score reports for the California Assessment of Student Performance and Progress 
(CAASPP). These reports will include detailed information about their child's 
performance on new, computer-based tests in English Language Arts/literacy and 
mathematics, which replaced the former paper-based exams. Reports for students in 
grades 5, 8 and 10 will also include results from the STAR CST Science Assessment. 
The science results will be reported based on the old five point performance scale: 

• Far Below Basic 

• Below Basic 

• Basic 

• Proficient 

• Advanced 
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The new CAASPP reports will also highlight students' strengths in key areas for both 
English Language Arts and mathematics. ELA results will include information about the 
students' performance in the areas ofreading, writing, listening, and research/inquiry. 
Reports of mathematics results will include information about student's performance in 
problem solving, using concepts and procedures, and in communicating mathematical 
reasoning. The student's performance in these key areas for each subject will be reported 
using the following three indicators: 

• Below standard 

• At or near standard 

• Above standard 

An example of an individual student report can be found at the end of this report. To 
date, the District has not received the individual student reports. They will be mailed 
home as soon as they are received. 

Results 

The following charts display the baseline results in English Language Arts and 
mathematics from the 2014-15 administration of the Smarter Balanced summative 
assessments that are part of the California Assessment of Student Performance and 
Progress. 

Results - State/District Comparison 

The following charts display statewide baseline results compared to District baseline 
results for both English Language Arts and mathematics both overall and by major 
subgroups. The major subgroups in MVWSD include students who are identified as 
English Language Learners (ELL), Socioeconomically Disadvantaged (SED), White, 
Asian, Hispanic/Latino, and Students with Disabilities (SWD). Please note that the way 
the State calculates scores for English Language Learners has changed. In the past 
students who were reclassified as Fluent English Proficient (FEP) were in included in the 
totals for English Language Learners for three years. Now, the score for English 
Language Learners only reflects students who have not been reclassified. 
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CAASPP Test Results - Math 2014-2015 
State/ District Comparison 

by Ethnicity 

Overall students in MVWSD outperformed students across the state in both English 
Language Arts and mathematics in all subgroups with the exception of 
Socioeconomically Disadvantaged students in English Language Arts, where the level of 
proficiency was the same, at 31 percent of students meeting or exceeding standard. 
Similar to the state, MVWSD has a large achievement gap when comparing subgroups. 
The most significant gap is for our English Language Learners and Students with 
Disabilities. The gap is wider than with the previous assessments, however, it is difficult 
to compare due to changes in the assessments and reporting. Please note that overall 
scores for State include results from students in 11th grade. 
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Results - Santa Clara County/District Comparison 

The following charts display baseline results from Santa Clara County compared to 
baseline results from MVWSD for both English Language Arts and mathematics both 
overall and by major subgroup. Please note that overall scores for Santa Clara County 
include results from students in 11th grade. 
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CAASPP Test Results - Math 2014-2015 
County/ District Comparison 

by Ethnicity 

Overall, students in MVWSD outperformed students across Santa Clara County in 
English Language Arts with the exception of English Language Learners, 
Socioeconomically Disadvantaged students, and Students with Disabilities. Results for 
these three subgroups in MVWSD were 4 percentage points, 2 percentage points, and 4 
percentage points lower than the same subgroups from Santa Clara County respectively. 

I 

Results in mathematics were very similar to those in English Language Arts although 
MVWSD students outperformed students from across Santa Clara County in all major 
subgroups except English Language Learners and Students Disabilities where there was a 
3 percentage point and 5 percentage point difference respectively. Scores for Asian 
students in both Districts were the same at 80% standard met or exceeded. 
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Results - Comparison of Neighboring Districts 

The following charts compare results of neighboring districts including MVWSD in 
English Language Arts and mathematics. The only district in this group that has similar 
demographics and ethnicities to MVWSD is Sunnyvale. For example, Los Altos has 5% 
of students identified as English Language Learners and 5% identified as 
Socioeconomically Disadvantaged in grades 3-8 as compared to MVWSD at 23% and 
42% respectively. 
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CAASPP Test Results· Math 2014-2015 
Comparison of Neighboring Districts 
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Students in MVWSD were outperformed by students in neighboring districts in English 
Language Arts and mathematics with the exception of Sunnyvale. 

27



Results - Comparison of Similar Districts in California 

The following charts compare MVWSD to Districts with similar enrollment, 
demographics, and ethnicities. The schools were selected using Ed-Data, which contains 
fiscal, demographic, and performance data on California's K-12 schools. Ed-Data can be 
accessed through the California Department of Education website. 
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CAASPP Test Results - ELA - 2014-2015 
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CAASPP Test Results - Math 2014-2015 
Comparison of Similar Districts 

Students in MVWSD outperformed other districts in California with similar enrollment, 
demographics, and ethnicities. 
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Results - District and Grade Level 

The following charts include overall District results by grade level and by subgroup as 
well as overall results for individual schools and by subgroup. Please note, if there are 
zero's instead of percentages for any subgroup at a particular school, it means there were 
not a significant number of students in that particular group and the state did not calculate 
scores ( 10 or fewer students per the State). 
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CAASPP Test Results · ELA· 2014-2015 
District wide by Grade Level 

CAASPP Test Results· Math· 2014-2015 
District wide by Grade Level 

Overall, 60% of students in MVWSD met or exceeded standard in English Language 
Arts. Students in grades five and eight had the highest levels of proficiency at 63% and 
64% respectively. Students in grade three had the largest percentage of students not 
meeting standard. 
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Students in grades 3, 4, and 5 had higher percentages of students who met or exceeded 
standards in math than in middle school, grades 6, 7, and 8. 

Results - District by School 
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Percentages of students meeting or exceeding standards in English Language Arts varied 
greatly by school site across the District. Huff, Stevenson, and Bubb all had much higher 
levels of proficiency in English Language Arts with 88%, 82%, and 71% of students 
meeting or exceeding standards. Both Castro and Theuerkaufhad very low levels of 
achievement with 81 % and 71 % of students not meeting standard. The middle schools 
had fairly similar results with 55% and 64% of students meeting or exceeding standard at 
Crittenden and Graham respectively. 
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Again, percentages of students meeting or exceeding standards in mathematics varied 
greatly across the district. Huff and Stevenson each had overall proficiency percentages 
of 85 while Castro and Theuerkauf student proficiency percentages were 16 and 24 
respectively. The middle schools mathematics results were less similar. Crittenden had 
41 % of students meeting or exceeding standards while Graham had 58%. 
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Results - Demographics by School 
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Overall, English Language Learners, Socioeconomically Disadvantaged, and Students 
with Disabilities had very low levels of achievement as compared to All, Not 
Socioeconomically Disadvantaged and English-Only speaking students. Our largest 
number of students not meeting standards in ELA and mathematics are English Language 
Learners and Students with Disabilities. These results hold true for both the District and 
schools. Huff has the best results for students who are English Language Learners and 
Socioeconomically Disadvantaged. 

CAASPP Test Results· ELA· 2014-2015 
Ethnicity - White - by School 
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CAASPP Test Results - Math - 2014-2015 
Ethnicity· Hispanic/Latino· by School 

Overall, approximately 80% of our White and Asian students met or exceeded standards 
in English Language Arts and mathematics. The latgest number of students not meeting 
standatds in English Language Arts and mathematics are our Hispanic/Latino students. 
These results hold true for both the District and schools. Huff has the highest results for 
the Hispanic/Latino subgroup. 

Next Steps 

Baseline results from the first administration of the CAASPP Assessments in English 
Language Arts/Literacy and mathematics revealed both strengths and areas of 
opportunity and growth across the District. As we move into the fall, the District and sites 
will be further analyzing results, shating them with stakeholders, and developing plans to 
improve instruction and achievement. 

Next Steps - Site Plans 

All sites will be developing site plans during the months of September and October. The 
plans ate living documents that will drive the instructional progratn at each site 
throughout the school year. All plans will include SMART (Specific, Measurable, 
Attainable, Realistic, and Timely) goals that call for a 20% decrease in the percentage of 
students who ate not meeting standatd in English Language Arts and Mathematics as 
well as for English Language Learners. Each school will also include a School Climate 
goal. For example, if a school has 80% of students not meeting standard, then their 
SMART goal will target a 16-percentage point increase. If a school has only 14% of 
students not meeting standatd, then their SMART goal will target a 2.8 percentage point 
increase. All plans will be developed in collaboration with each school's teachers, School 
Site Councils, and English Leatner Advisory Councils and will include specific, 
measurable action steps that will support the school in achieving its goals. The plans will 
come for Board approval in November and will be revised based on District assessment 
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data and results of the School Quality Review in December and then again in March. 
Sites will have draft plans for the 2016-17 school year ready in June so that plans may be 
approved earlier in fall of 2016. 

Next Steps - School and District Quality Reviews 

All schools and the District will be participating in programmatic reviews in October and 
November conducted by Cambridge Education. Principals will participate in an initial 
training on September I 0th. Elementary Schools will be undergoing the reviews either 
October 1st and 2nd or October 6th and 7th. Middle School reviews will be on October 
15th and 16th. The District Office review will be the week ofNovember 2nd. Reports 
will be shared with the sites, District, and Board of Trustees and will be made available to 
the public. On November 17th - November 20th consultants from Cambridge Education 
will return to plan next steps with site and district teams. 

Next Steps - District Benchmark Assessments 

New district assessments have been developed in all content areas to measure student 
progress toward standards. All students will be taking English Language Arts and 
mathematics assessments online through our new assessment system, SchoolCity at least 
twice during the school year. The English Language Arts and mathematics benchmarks 
are designed to mirror the types of questions students will see on CAASPP tests and 
support the level of rigor expected in the California Standards. Trimester writing 
assessments are designed to reflect the type of work students are asked to do in the 
performance tasks on the State test. Teachers and principals will have access to all of the 
assessments results in SchoolCity and will be able to disaggregate the data and use the 
results to guide instruction and monitor progress toward site plan goals. 

Next Steps - Curriculum 

This year, all teachers in the district are using the newly adopted Eureka Math program. 
All teachers were provided with professional development at the beginning of the school 
year, and a majority of our teachers in grades TK-5 attended a Summer Math Institute to 
grow in their understanding of the new math standards, curriculum, and strategies. The 
District will continue to support the new adoption through coaching, professional 
learning, and support materials throughout the 2015-16 school year. The District will 
also be convening an ELA/ELD Task Force that will be charged to review, pilot, and 
recommend instructional materials to support the ELA, ELD and Literacy standards with 
a similar process to the one used for math. 

Next Steps - Focus 

In order to continue to improve outcomes for our students, MVWSD will be focusing on 
the needs of our English Language Learners and Students with Disabilities during the 
2015-16 school year. While we will not neglect the results for other subgroups and will 
develop strategies to support all students, results are clear that we are not meeting the 
needs of English Language Learners and Students with Disabilities. The District plans to 
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study the problem during leadership meetings, learn more about the research based 
strategies happening within our District, and search out other districts and/or schools that 
are having success with these populations of students to learn from their experiences. 

Conclusion 
The baseline results from the first administration of the CAASPP assessments have 
provided the District with a wealth of knowledge about each of our students. While there 
are some strength areas, there is much work to be done to ensure that all of our students 
leave 8th grade ready for the challenges of high school. 
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• ..,. """(,,... ,,,... ~f Student Performance and Progress STUDENT SCORE REPORT 

Using Assessments to Help Students Learn 

LOCAL ID #: 12357 

STUDENT#: 4444444444 DATE OF BIRTH: 02/01/1986 

Dear Parent/Guardian of Emily King: 

GRADE: 5 TEST DATE: SPRING 2014 
The 2015 California Assessment of Student Performance and Progress (CAASPP) 
Included new tests for English language arts/literacy and mathematics. These new, online 
assessments have replaced former tests In these subject areas to provide better 
information and help students learn. 

FOR THE PARENT/GUARDIAN OF: 
Emily King 
1234 W Zoom Road 5th Building 
Alum Rock Union Elementary School District 
Lancaster, CA 95112-9282 

SCHOOL: Valley Academy of Arts and Sciences High School 

LEA: Hamilton Unified 

New assessments are part of California's comprehensive plan for supporting high-quatlty 
teaching and learning. That plan includes more chatlenging academic standards for English 
language arts/literacy and mathematics designed to foster college and career readiness. 
This report shows Emily's achievement on these new tests. The scores should not be 
compared to results from the Standardized Tesllng and Reporting {STAR) Program tests In 
these subject areas. Because this Is the first year that all Calilornla students in grades 3-8 
and 11 are taking these new tests, Emily's overall scores may be viewed as a basis from 
which to compare the performance in future years. 

Addillonally, children in grades 5, 8, or 10 took a science test. Emlly's results on 
Californ!a's science assessment can be found on the back of this report. 

For a complete picture of your child's progress, I encourage you to discuss these results 
with Emily's teacher(s). 

S!ncerely, 

r;;,;--!Mti-k">l. 
Torn Torlakson, 
State Superintendent of Pub!Jc Instruction 

Emily's Results on California's Assessments 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY 
Emily's overall score is: 2508 

2201-2441 

Standard 
Not Met 

2442-2501 
Standard 

Nearly Met 

MATHEMATICS 

2508 
I-;.--; 

2502-2581 

Standard 
Met 

Emily's overall score is: 2279 

2279 
.-..; 

2219-2454 
Standard 
Not Met 

2455-2527 

Standard 
Nearly Met 

2528-2578 
Standard 

Met 

2582-2701 

Standard 
Exceeded 

2579-2700 
Standard 
Exceeded 

YOUR OVERALL 
SCORE 

YOUR OVERALL 
SCORE 

Emily met the achievement standard and demonstrated 
the knowledge and skills in English language arts/literacy 
needed for success in future coursework. 

Emily's performance on the four areas that comprise this 
overall score can be seen on the back of this report. 

Emily did not meet the achievement standard and needs 
substantial improvement to demonstrate the knowledge 
and skills in mathematics needed for success in future 
coursework. 

Emily's performance on the three areas that comprise this 
overall score can be seen on the back of this report. 

t---+-1 The bar around a score indicates the extent to which the score might have been different had the test been taken again. 

More information about Emily's scores can be found on the back of this report. 

To leam more about these tests, visit the CAASPP Summative Assessments Web page at htto://www.cde.ca.gov/lattWsalsbacsummallv9.asp. 
Find complete results for schools, local education agencies (LEAs), and statewide at htto:/!www aje.ca.gav/lallg/ca/ and your School Accountability Report Card (SARC) on the CDE SARC Web page 

at http://www.cde.ca.gov/lalae/sal or ask for a copy of the SARC at your child's school. 

43



Your Guide to Emily's California Assessment of Student Performance and 
Progress (CAASPP) Score Report 
Callfornla Department of Education (COE) 

A New Kind of Test for Emily; a New Kind of Report for You 

The CAASPP English language arts/literacy (ELA) and mathematics tests that Emily took in the spring more broadly reflect California's state-adopted 
content standards than California's old tests, with content that will be needed to prepare students for college and the 21st century job market. These 
new tests contain a wider variety of questions than traditional multiple-choice tests and include tasks and test items that require students to explain 
how they solve problems. The new tests allow students to demonstrate analytical writing, critical thinking, and problem solving skills along with their 
knowledge of facts in ELA and mathematics. 

These new tests in ELA and mathematics also have a different scoring scale. Because they are based on different academic standards, these 
scores cannot be compared with scores from the Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) Program tests in ELA and mathematics. 

These results are one measure of Emily's academic performance and provide limited information. Like any important measure of your child's 
performance, they should be viewed with other available information-such as classroom tests, assignments, and grades-and they may be used to 
help guide a conversation with Emily's teacher about how to progress in ELA and mathematics. 

During this time of transition to new assessments, you will see additional changes in this report next year. California may also develop new 
assessments in other subjects, including, but not limited to science and history and social science aligned to state-adopted content standards. 

Emily's Results on California's Assessments 

The following chart provides a further breakdown of Emily's overall scores, represented on the front of this report. Each of the following areas may 
be represented as Above Standard, At or Near Standard, or Below Standard. To learn more about these tests, visit CAASPP Summative 
Assessments Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/sa/sbacsummative.asp. 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY 
Emily's overall score is: 2508 

AREA PERFORMANCE 

Reading Above Standard 

Demonstrating understanding of 
literary and non.fiction texts 

Writing Above Standard 
Producing clear and purposeful 
writing 

Listening At or Near Standard 
Demonstrating effective 
communication skilfs 

Research/Inquiry 
Investigating, analyzing and 
presenting information 

Above Standard 

MATHEMATICS 
Emily's overall score is: 2279 

AREA 

Problem Solving & 
Modeling/Data Analysis 

Using appropriate tools and 
strategies to solve real world and 
mathematical problems 

Concepts & Procedures 
Applying mathematical concepts 
and procedures 

Communicating Reasoning 
Demonstrating ability to support 
mathematical conclusions 

PERFORMANCE 

Below Standard 

Below Standard 

Below Standard 

Emily's Results on the California Standards Test (CST) 

SCIENCE 
Emily's score is 250 - Far Below Basic 

250 

! 
Far Below 

Basic 
(150-267) 

Below Basic 
(268-299) 

Basic 
(300-349) 

State target !or all students 

Emily's score of 250 is in the Far Below Basic level on California 
Standards Test for science. 

To meet federal test requirements, California administered the 
Californla Standards Test for science to all students in grades 5. 8, and 
10. This test is not aligned with California's recently adopted Next 
Generation Science Standards (NGSS). Assessments based on these 
standards are being developed. 
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('" (,. ~f Student Performance and Progress STUDENT SCORE REPORT 

Using Assessments to Help Students Learn 

LOCAL ID#: 12356 

STUDENT#: 6666666666 DATE OF BIRTH: 0210111986 Dear Parent/Guardian of Emily Thomas: 
GRADE: 4 TEST DATE: SPRING 2014 

FOR THE PARENT/GUARDIAN OF: 
Emily Thomas 
1234 W Zoom Road 5th Building 
Alum Rock Union Elementary School District 
Lancaster, CA 95112-9282 

SCHOOL: Valley Academy of Arts and Sciences High School 

LEA: Hamllton Unified 

The 2015 Californ!a Assessment of Student Performance and Progress (CAASPP) 
Included new tests for English language arts/literacy and mathematics. These new, online 
assessments have replaced former tests in these subject areas to provide better 
information and help students learn. 

New assessments are part of California's comprehensive plan for supporting high-quality 
teaching and learning. That plan includes more challeng!ng academic standards for Engllsh 
language arts/literacy and mathematics designed to foster college and career readiness. 
This report shows Emily's achievement on these new tests. The scores should not be 
compared to results from the Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) Program tests Jn 
these subject areas. Because this is the first year that all California students in grades 3-8 
and 11 are taking these new tests, Emily's overall scores may be viewed as a basis from 
which to compare the performance In future years. 

For a complete picture of your child's progress, I encourage you to discuss these results 
with Emily's teacher(s). 

Sincerely, 

tnr> /Mz/.lts.o,, 
Tom Torlakson, 
State Superintendent of Public Instruction 

Emily's Results on California's Assessments 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY 
Emily's overall score is: 2500 

2131-2415 
Standard 
Not Met 

2416-2472 
Standard 

Nearly Met 

MATHEMATICS 

2473-2532 

Standard 
Met 

Emily's overall score is: 2450 

2204·2410 
Standard 
Not Met 

2450 

2411-2484 

Standard 
Nearly Met 

2485-2548 
Standard 

Met 

2533-2663 

Standard 
Exceeded 

2549·2659 
Standard 
Exceeded 

YOUR OVERALL 
SCORE 

YOUR OVERALL 
SCORE 

Emily met the achievement standard and demonstrated 
the knowledge and skills in English language arts/literacy 
needed for success in future coursework. 

Emily's performance on the four areas that comprise this 
overall score can be seen on the back of this report. 

Emily nearly met the achievement standard and may 
require further development to demonstrate the 
knowledge and skills in mathematics needed for success 
in future coursework. 

Emily's pertormance on the three areas that comprise this 
overall score can be seen on the back of this report. 

~ The bar around a score indicates the extent to which the score might have been different had the test been taken again. 

More information about Emily's scores can be found on the back of this report. 

To leam more about these tests, visit the CAASPP Summative Assessments Web page at http:flwww.cde ca.govhnltofsn!sbacsummative asp. 
Find complete results for schools, local education agencies {LEAs), and statewide at http://www.cde.ca.govhaltg/cnl and your School Accountability Report Card (SARC) on the CDE SARC Web page 

at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/ac/sp/ or ask for a copy of the SARC at your child's school. 
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Your Guide to Emily's California Assessment of Student Performance and 
Progress (CAASPP) Score Report 
California Department of Education (COE) 

A New Kind of Test for Emily; a New Kind of Report for You 

The CAASPP English language arts/literacy (ELA) and mathematics tests that Emily took in the spring more broadly reflect California's state-adopted 
content standards than California's old tests, with content that will be needed to prepare students for college and the 21st century job market. These 
new tests contain a wider variety of questions than traditional multiple-choice tests and include tasks and test items that require students to explain 
how they solve problems. The new tests allow students to demonstrate analytical writing, critical thinking, and problem solving skills along with their 
knowledge of facts in ELA and mathematics. 

These new tests in ELA and mathematics also have a different scoring scale. Because they are based on different academic standards, these 
scores cannot be compared with scores from the Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) Program tests in ELA and mathematics. 

These results are one measure of Emily's academic performance and provide limited information. Like any important measure of your child's 
performance, they should be viewed with other available information-such as classroom tests, assignments, and grades-and they may be used to 
help guide a conversation with Emily's teacher about how to progress in ELA and mathematics. 

During this time of transition to new assessments, you will see additional changes in this report next year. California may also develop new 
assessments in other subjects, including, but not limited to science and history and social science aligned to state-adopted content standards. 

Emily's Results on California's Assessments 

The following chart provides a further breakdown of Emily's overall scores, represented on the front of this report. Each of the following areas may 
be represented as Above Standard, At or Near Standard, or Below Standard. To learn more about these tests, visit CAASPP Summative 
Assessments Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/sa/sbacsummatlve.asp. 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY 
Emily's overall score is: 2500 

AREA 

Reading 

Demonstrating understanding of 
literary and non-fiction texts 

Writing 
Producing clear and purposeful 
writing 

PERFORMANCE 

Above Standard 

Above Standard 

Listening Below Standard 
Demonstrating effective 
communication skills 

Researchnnquiry Above Standard 
Investigating, analyzing and 
presenting information 

A Comprehensive Plan for Student Success 

MATHEMATICS 
Emily's overall score is: 2450 

AREA 

Problem Solving & 
Modeling/Data Analysis 

Using appropriate tools and 
strategies to solve real world and 
mathematical problems 

Concepts & Procedures 

Applying mathematical concepts 
and procedures 

Communicating Reasoning 

Demonstrating ability to support 
mathematical conclusions 

PERFORMANCE 

Al or Near Standard 

At or Near Standard 

At or Near Standard 

These new assessments are just one part of California's comprehensive plan for supporting high-quality teaching and learning. The plan also 
includes higher academic standards, more decision-making in the hands of schools and communities, and more resources dedicated to schools 
and students with the greatest needs. 

Gradually, California is providing more support for teachers, more resources for students and more access to technology. As a result, exciting 
changes have begun to take place. Along with reading to follow a story, students are learning to read to cite evidence and draw logical 
conclusions. They are learning to use math to solve real-world problems rather than merely pick out the right multiple-choice answer. 

Making these changes will take time and effort, but they are designed to help students succeed in the long run and achieve their dreams of 
college and a career. Find out more at your child's school, or online at http://www.cde.ca.gov/. 
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~atnbc,,,r,,,,;, '""'m'"' 'W 1 (tr {"" ~f Student Performance and Progress STUDENT SCORE REPORT 
Using Assessments to Help Students Learn 

LOCAL ID#: 12348 

STUDENT#: 5555555555 DATE OF BIRTH: 02101/1986 Dear Parent/Guardian of Emily Smith: 
GRADE: 11 TEST DATE: SPRING 2014 

FOR THE PARENT/GUARDIAN OF: 
Emily Smith 
1234 W Zoom Road 5th Building 
Alum Rock Union Elementary School District 
Lancaster, CA 951 t2-9282 

SCHOOL: Valley Academy of Arts and Sciences High School 

LEA: Hamilton Unlfled 

The 2015 Catlfornia Assessment of Student Performance and Progress {CAASPP) 
Included new tests for English language arts/literacy and mathematics. These new, online 
assessments have replaced former tests in these subject areas to prov!de better 
information and help students learn. 

New assessments are part of Ca!lfornia's comprehensive plan for supporting high-quality 
teaching and learning. That plan Includes more challenging academic standards for English 
language arts/!!teracy and mathematics designed to foster college and career readiness. 
This report shows Emily's achievement on these new tests. The scores should not be 
compared to results from the Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) Program tests In 
these subject areas. Because this ls the first year that all California students In grades 3-8 
and 11 are taking these new tests, Emily's overall scores may be viewed as a basis from 
which to compare the performance In future years. 

For a complete picture of your chlld's progress, I encourage you to discuss these results 
with Emlly's teacher(s). 

Sincerely, •----
. .. . ' 
i i 
', i 

. 
-;m. !Mtl"4"'>l. 
Tom Torlakson, 
State Superintendent of Public Instruction 

Emily's Results on California's Assessments 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY 
Emily's overall score is: 2600 

2299-2492 

Standard 
Not Met 

2493-2582 
Standard 

Nearly Met 

MATHEMATICS 

2583-2681 
Standard 

Met 

Emily's overall score is: 2400 

2400 
1-+1 

2280-2542 
Standard 
Not Met 

2543-2627 

Standard 
Nearly Met 

·:· 

2628-2717 
Standard 

Met 

2682-2795 
Standard 
Exceeded 

2718-2862 

Standard 
Exceeded 

YOUR OVERALL 
SCORE 

YOUR OVERALL 
SCORE 

Emily met the achievement standard and demonstrated 
the knowledge and skills in English language arts/literacy 
needed for success in entry-level credit-bearing college 
coursework after high school. 

Emily's performance on the four areas that comprise this 
overall score can be seen on the back of this report. 

Emily did not meet the achievement standard and needs 
substantial improvement to demonstrate the knowledge 
and skills in mathematics needed for success in entry
level credit-bearing college coursework after high school. 

Emily's performance on the three areas that comprise this 
overall score can be seen on the back of this report. 

1-+-1 The bar around a score indicates the extent to which the score might have been different had the test been taken again. 

More information about Emily's scores can be found on the back of this report. 

To learn more about these tests, visit the CAASPP Summative Assessments Web page at h!tp:IJwww.erle.cn.gov/taf!g/safsbacsumm;it!ye.asc. 
Find complete results for schools, local education agencies (LEAs), and statewide at http://www.cde.ca.goy!taltg/ca/ and your School Accountability Report Card (SARC) on the COE SAAC Web page 

at hltp://www.cde.cu.gov/talac/sal or ask for a copy of the SAAC at your child's school. 
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Your Guide to Emily's California Assessment of Student Performance and 
Progress (CAASPP) Score Report 
California Department of Education (COE) 

A New Kind of Test for Emily; a New Kind of Report for You 

The CAASPP English language arts/literacy (ELA) and mathematics tests that Emily took in the spring more broadly reflect California's state-adopted 
content standards than California's old tests, with content that will be needed to prepare students for college and the 21st century job market. These 
new tests contain a wider variety of questions than traditional multiple-choice tests and include tasks and test items that require students to explain 
how they solve problems. The new tests allow students to demonstrate analytical writing, critical thinking, and problem solving skills along with their 
knowledge of facts in ELA and mathematics. 

These new tests in ELA and mathematics also have a different scoring scale. Because they are based on different academic standards, these 
scores cannot be compared with scores from the Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) Program tests in ELA and mathematics. 

These results are one measure of Emily's academic performance and provide limited information. Like any important measure of your child's 
performance, they should be viewed with other available information-such as classroom tests, assignments, and grades-and they may be used to 
help guide a conversation with Emily's teacher about how to progress in ELA and mathematics. 

During this time of transition to new assessments, you will see additional changes in this report next year. California may also develop new 
assessments in other subjects, including, but not limited to science and history and social science aligned to state·adopted content standards. 

Emily's Results on California's Assessments 

The following chart provides a further breakdown of Emily's overall scores, represented on the front of this report. Each of the following areas may 
be represented as Above Standard, At or Near Standard, or Below Standard. To learn more about these tests, visit CAASPP Summative 
Assessments Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/sa/sbacsummative.asp. 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY 
Emily's overall score is: 2600 

AREA PERFORMANCE 

Reading At or Near Standard 

Demonstrating understanding of 
literary and non.fiction texts 

Writing Al or Near Standard 
Producing clear and purposeful 
writing 

Listening Above Standard 
Demonstrating effective 
communication skills 

ResearcMnquiry Above Standard 
Investigating, analyzing and 
presenting information 

Grade 11 - Early Assessment Program Status 

MATHEMATICS 
Emily's overall score is: 2400 

AREA 

Problem Solving & 
Modeling/Data Analysis 

Using appropriate tools and 
strategies to solve real world and 
mathematical problems 

PERFORMANCE 

Below Standard 

Concepts & Procedures Below Standard 
Applying mathematical concepts 
and procedures 

Communicating Reasoning 
Demonstrating ability to support 
mathematical conclusions 

Below Standard 

The California State University (CSU) and participating California Community Colleges (CCCs) will use the English language arts/literacy and 
mathematics assessments of the CAASPP System to determine Emily's 2015 EAP status, which will provide an indicator of Emily's predicted 
readiness to take college·level English and mathematics courses when Emily begins college. 

The CAASPP overall score for English language arts/literacy and mathematics on the front of this report may be used to provide an early indicator 
of Emily's readiness for college·level coursework, as described below. 

Standard Exceeded: Ready for English and/or mathematics Standard Met: Conditionally Ready for English and/or 
college·level coursework. mathematics college-level coursework. 

Standard Nearly Met: Not yet demonstrating readiness for Standard Not Met: Not demonstrating readiness for English 
English and/or mathematics college.Jevel coursework. and/or mathematics college-level coursework. 

Review the information at http://CSUSuccess.org/ to see how this information can help avoid the need for additional testing upon entering a 
CSU or CCC. 

Posted by the California Department of Education, June 5, 2015. 
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• Provide overview of California Assessment of Student 
Performance and Progress (CAASPP) 

• Provide overview of CAASPP scoring and score reports 

• Share highlights from baseline results 

• Next steps 

• Questions 
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• The "umbrella" of assessments in public education in California 

• CAASPP replaces the Standardized Testing and Reporting System 
(STAR) in English Language Arts/literacy and mathematics 

• The Smarter Balanced Summative Assessments are part of the CAASPP 
system and contain two types of tests in both English Language Arts and 
mathematics 

• Computer Adaptive Test (CAT) 
• Performance Task (PT) 

• All Smarter Balanced Summative Assessments are taken online 
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CAASPP for 2015 Includes: 

• Smarter Balanced Assessments 
o ELA and Mathematics in grades 3 - 8 and 11 

• California Standards Tests for Science 
o grades 5, 8 and 10 

• California Modified Assessment for Science 
o grades 5, 8 and 10 

• California Alternative Assessment for Science 
o grades 5, 8 and 10 

Oa;pp 
C;:>slifotnia Assos:Smcnt of 
Sludenl Pettormnnee and Progrc~s 
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• The computer adaptive portion of the online test includes a wide 
variety of item types. 

• Multiple Choice, Drag and Drop, True and False, Multiple 
Response, Short Constructed Response 

• As students progress throughout a CAT, the computer program 
adjusts the difficulty of questions throughout the assessment 
based on their responses. 

• For example, a student who answers a question correctly will 
receive a more challenging item, while an incorrect answer 
generates an easier question. 
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• A PT is a portion of the Smarter Balanced assessment that requires students 
to answer a set of questions that are centered on a common theme or 
problem. Questions include both short and longer, essay type responses 

• The PT is designed to provide students with an opportunity to demonstrate 
their ability to apply their knowledge and higher-order thinking skills to 
explore and analyze a complex, real-world scenario. 

• Prior to the PT, teachers or instructional staff conduct a classroom activity 
for all students to ensure that a lack of understanding of the context of the 
task does not interfere with a student's ability to address the content of the 
task. 
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• Results are considered baseline data 

• Results should not to be compared to STAR scores 

because the tests measure different standards and 

different skills 

• Student score reports will be mailed to Districts by the 

end of September and will then be mailed to parents 
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• For each student, the responses from the PT and CAT portions are 
merged to create a final scaled score ranging between 2,000 and 

3,000. 

• Resulting ability estimates are based on the specific test questions 

that a student answered, not the total number of items answered 

correctly. 

• Higher scaled scores are associated with test takers who correctly 

answer difficult and more discriminating items. 

• Lower scaled scores are associated with test takers who correctly 
answer easier and less discriminating items. 
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Grade Level1 Level 2 Level3 Level4 
3 12114~2366 l 2367-~~-31 2432~2489 2490-2623 

4 2131...c241s I 2416-2412 I 2413-2532 2533-2663 
_J --·~....! 

5 2201-2441 2442-2501 2502:-2581 2582-2701 

6 2210-2456 2457-2530 2531-2617 2618-2724 

7 2258~2478 2479-2551 2552~2648 2649-'2745 

8 2288-2486 2487-2566 2567-2667 2668-2769 

11 2299-'2492 2493-2582 2583-2681 2682~2795 
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Grade Level 1 Level2 Level3 Level4 
3 2189-2380 2381-2435 I 2436-2500 I 2501-2621 

220~2410 4 2411-2484 ! 2485--2548 ! 2549-2659 
'-

5 2219-2454 2455-2s21 I 2528~2518 I 2579-2100 

6 2235-2472 2473-2551 I 2552-260912610-2140 

7 2250-2483 2484-2566 2567-2634 2635--2778 

8 2265-2503 25~2585 2586~2652 2653-2802 

11 2280-2542 2543-2627 2628-2717 2718-2862 
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• Students are given an overall achievement level and scale score for English Language 

Arts and mathematics (4 point scale) 

o Standard Exceeded 

o Standard Met 

o Standard Nearly Met 

o Standard Not Met 

• In addition to an overall score, students also receive a score for each area in reading and 

math 

o ELA: Reading, Writing, Listening, Research/Inquiry 

o Math: Problem Solving & Modeling Data Analysis, Concepts & Procedures, 

Communicating Reasoning 

• Area scores are based on a 3 point scale 

o Below grade level 

o At/Near grade level 
o Above grade level 
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• Parents will receive individual score reports with results from the Smarter Balanced 
Assessments in ELA, math, and science (grades 5 and 8). 

• The score reports can: 

• Help facilitate conversations between parents/guardians and teachers about student 
performance 

• Serve as a tool to help parents/guardians and teachers work together to improve 
student learning 

• A sample score report can be found here 

Sample Score Report 

www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/ca/documents/caaspp15scorerpt.pdf#search=sample%20student%20score%20report&view=FitH&pagemode=none 
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• Overall students in MVWSD outperformed students across the state in both 
English Language Arts and mathematics. The difference in scores between the 
state and district was greater in math than English Language Arts 

• Socioeconomically Disadvantaged students in English Language Arts had the 
same percentage of students meeting or exceeding standard (31%). 

• Similar to the state, MVWSD has a large achievement gap when comparing 

subgroups in both ELA and mathematics. The most significant gap is for English 
Language Learners and Students with Disabilities. 
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• Overall, results from students in MVWSD were similar to or higher 
than those from students across Santa Clara County 

• Results for Hispanic/Latino students in MVWSD were higher than the 
county-wide subgroup in ELA and math. 

• Results for English Language Learners, Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged students and Students with Disabilities were lower 
than county-wide results for these same subgroups 

*Note: Results from Santa Clara county include scores from 11th grade students 
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• The District compared its results with those of neighboring districts as 
well as districts from Santa Clara County and California that have 
similar demographics and enrollments. 

• Overall, students in MVWSD were outperformed by students in 
neighboring districts with the exception of Sunnyvale 

• Overall, students in MVWSD outperformed students in similar 

districts 

• Note: Neighbor districts include districts that are K-8, K-12, and/or 9-12, 
while all similar districts are K-8 only 
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CAASPP Test Results - ELA - 2014-2015 
District wide by Ethnicity 
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• There were more students meeting or exceeding standards in 
English Language Arts than mathematics 

• Students in grades 3-5 had higher levels of proficiency in math than 
students in grades 6-8 

• District-wide, English Language Learners, Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged, and Students with Disabilities were outperformed by 
all other subgroups in both English Language Arts and mathematics 
by a wide margin 
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• Results for individual schools varied greatly across the District in both English 
Language Arts and mathematics 

• Huff, Bubb, and Stevenson had the highest overall scores in the District 

• Theuerkauf and Castro had the lowest overall scores in the District 

• Scores in English Language Arts at both middle schools were somewhat similar, 
however there was a large difference in results for mathematics (17 percentage 
points between Graham and Crittenden) 

• An area of growth for all schools across the District is in providing better instruction 
and supports for our English Language Learners, Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged, and Students with Disabilities 
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Baseline results from the first administration of the CAASPP Assessments in English 
Language Arts/Literacy and mathematics revealed both strengths and areas of 
opportunity across the District. Some next steps include: 

• Continued Data Analysis 

• Site plans 

• Benchmark Assessments 

• School and District Quality Reviews 

• Curriculum 

• Focus 

• Benchmarking 
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CAASPP Results - public site 

http://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2015/Defau!t 

The CAASPP Communications about Smarter Balanced 

http://vvww.cde.ca.qov/ta/tg/sa/caasppcommsb.asp 

The CAASPP Communications frequently asked questions (FAQs) 
document 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/sa/sbcommonqa.asp 

83



en 
c 
0 ·-I ' en 
CD 
::J a 

84



Mountain View Whisman School District 

Agenda Item for Board Meeting of September 17, 2015 

Agenda Category: Review and Action 

Agenda Item Title: Certificated Staff Recommended for Permanent Status 

Estimated Time: 15 minutes 

Person Responsible: Karen Robinson, Assistant Superintendent 

Background 

Staff members named below completed their second probationary year in Mountain View 
Whisman School District at the end of the 2014-15 school year and were recommended 
by their supervisors for permanent status. 

Name Current Site 
Luz Aragon Castro 
Kari Bailey Theuerkauf 
Jasmine Barragan Theuerkauf 
Angela Cary Stevenson 
Jessica Chavez Stevenson 
Natalie Gallagher Castro 
Eileen Ho Graham 
Shelley Hsieh Huff 
Justine Hunter Stevenson 
Stephen Hyde Graham 
Bettina Lee Graham 
Annie Liu Crittenden 
Jessica Peak Crittenden 
Kari Raymer Theuerkauf 
Jessica Rodriguez MontaLoma 
Taylor Savre Theuerkauf 
Erika Valle Guerrero Mistral 

Recommended Action: 

That the Board of Trustees grant these certificated staff members permanent status in the 
Mountain View Whisman School District beginning with the 2015-2016 school year. 
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Agenda Category: 

Agenda Item Title: 

Estimated Time: 

Person Responsible: 

Background: 

Mountain View Whisman School District 

Agenda Item for Board Meeting of September 17, 2015 

Review and Action. 

Public Hearing and Resolution No. 1568.9/15, Resolution on Sufficiency of Pupil 
Textbooks and Instructional Materials Aligned to the Academic Content Standards 
and Consistent with Content and Cycles of State Frameworks 15-16 

10 minutes 

Cathy Baur, Assistant Superintendent 

The Governing Board is required to hold an annual public hearing (see enclosed notice of posted public hearing) 
and adopt a resolution (see enclosed resolution) stating whether each pupil in the district has sufficient textbooks 
or instructional materials. 

"Sufficient textbooks or instructional materials" means that each pupil, including English learners, have 
standards-aligned textbooks or instructional materials, or both, to use in class and to take home. It is not 
required by law to have two sets of textbooks or instructional materials for each pupil. 

This year, as Districts continue to implement the California State Standards, the California Department of 
Education continues to allow Districts to certify using materials that are aligned to the prior standards, or if 
applicable, the new California State Standards. 

The Mountain View Whisman School District reviewed, piloted and adopted new mathematics materails during 
the 2014-15 school year. The District will be using the 2015-16 school year to review, pilot, and recommend 
new California State Standards aligned English Language Arts/Literacy and English Language Development 
materials for adoption by the Board of Trustees. The English Language Arts/Literacy and English Language 
Development adoption process is contingent on the expected release ofrecommended materials from the State 
of California in November of 2015. The District was planning to use the 2016-17 school year to review, pilot, 
and adopt materials for the Next Generation Science Standards however the timeline for review and 
recommendation of materials at the state level will delay the District process. The earliest approved materials 
are expected for science is spring of2018. 

As the District goes through these adoption cycles, all teachers and students will be provided with adopted 
materials aligned to the prior Standards as well as materials aligned to California State Standards that 
supplement the gaps in the older materials. 

The Governing Board shall encourage participation in the public hearing by parents, teachers, members of the 
community interested in the affairs of the school district, and bargaining unit leaders. 

The public hearing will certify compliance with Education Code Section 60119 (as revised by Chapter 118, 
Statutes of2005) and California Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 5, Section 9531. 

Fiscal Implication: None 

Recommended Action: 
That the Board hold a public hearing and approve and adopt Resolution No. 1568.9/15, Pupil Textbooks and 
Instructional Materials Aligned to the Academic Content Standards and Consistent with Content and Cycles of 
State Frameworks, as presented. 
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Mountain View Whisman School District 
Summary of Adopted Instructional Materials 2015-2016 

Transitional Kindergarten-5th Grade 

Social Studies: 

Mathematics: 

Science: 

Language Arts: 

6th.8th Grade 

Social Studies: 

Mathematics: 

Science: 

Language Arts: 

Scott Foresman History-Social Science for California - adopted May 18, 2006 

EUREKA MATH™ - adopted June 4, 2015 

FOSS CA 2007 - adopted June 7, 2007 

Houghton Mifflin Reading California: A Legacy of Literacy - adopted September 5, 2002 
Houghton Miffn Medallion Edition- September 2010 

Teacher's Curriculum lnstitute's (TCI) History Alive- adopted June 15, 2006 
Holt California Social Studies - adopted June 15, 2006 

EUREKA MATH™ - adopted June 4, 2015 

Prentice Hall CA Focus on Science - adopted June 7, 2007 

Holt, Rinehart, & Winston; Literature and Language - adopted May 15, 2003 
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Mountain View Whisman School District 

Resolution No. 1568.9/15, Sufficiency of Pupil Textbooks and Instructional Materials Aligend to the Academic 
Content Standards and Consistent with Content and Cycles of State Frameworks 

2015-2016 

WHEREAS, the Governing Board of Mountain View Whisman School District, in order to comply with 
the requirements of Education Code Section 60119 is required to hold a public hearing, which is on or before the 
eighth week of school, and which did not take place during or immediately following school hours; and 

WHEREAS, the Governing Board provided at least 10 days notice of the public hearing posted in at 
least three public places within the district that stated the time, place, and purpose of the hearing; and 

WHEREAS, the Governing Board encouraged participation by parents, teachers, members of the 
community, and bargaining unit leaders in the public hearing; and 

WHEREAS, information provided at the public hearing and to the Governing Board at the public 
meeting detailed the extent to which textbooks and instructional materials were provided to all students, 
including English learners, in the Mountain View Whisman School District; and 

WHEREAS, the definition of "sufficient textbooks or instructional materials" means that each pupil has 
a textbook or instructional materials, or both, to use in class and to take home; and 

WHEREAS, sufficient textbooks and instructional materials were provided to each student, including 
English learners, in mathematics, science, history-social science, and English/language arts, including the 
English language-development component of an adopted program, are aligned with to the content standards and 
are consistent with the cycles and content of the curriculum frameworks; and 

WHEREAS, sufficient textbooks or instructional materials were provided to each pupil enrolled in 
foreign language or health classes; and, 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that for the 2015-2016 school year, the Mountain View 
Whisman School District has provided each pupil with sufficient textbooks and instructional materials aligned to 
the academic content standards and consistent with the cycles and content of the curriculum frameworks. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mountain View Whisman School District Board of Trustees on the 
17th of September 2015 by the following vote: 

Ayes: 

Noes: 

Absent: 

Abstain: 

Clerk of the Board of Trustees 
Mountain View Whisman School District 
Santa Clara County 
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Mountain View Whisman School District 

Agenda Item for Board Meeting of September 17, 2015 

Agenda Category: Review and Action 

Agenda Item Title: Letter in Support of Assembly Bill 4 7 

Estimated Time: 10 minutes 

Person Responsible: Dr. Ayinde Rudolph, Superintendent 

Background: 

Assembly Bill 47 (The Preschool of All Act of2015) would expand access to the State preschool 
program to children the year before they enter kindergarten. 

Fiscal Implication: 

None. 

Recommended Action: 

That the Board deterimine ifit wishes to send a letter in support of Assembly Bill 47, The Preschool 
for All Act. 
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Superintendent 
Dr. Ayinde Rudolph 

Associate Superintendent/ 
Chief Business Officer 
Dr. Robert Clark 

Assistant Superintendent, 
Educational Services 
Cathy Baur 

Assistant Superintendent, 
Administrative Resources 
Karen Robinson 

September 17, 2015 

Position: SUPPORT AB 47 (McCarty, Preschool) 

Dear Governor Brown: 

We write to you today to urge you to sign AB 47 (McCarty) into law. 

Board of Trustees 

Greg Coladonato 

Jose Gutierrez, Jr. 

William Lambert 

Steven Nelson 

Ellen Wheeler 

Our school district voted unanimously two years ago to place "high quality early childhood 
education" as a priority. We believe the research that states that investing in high quality early 
childhood education is highly effective in promoting student academic success. This investment 
pays off in higher academic success from the crucial elementary school years all the way to higher 
high school graduation rates and college attendance. All of us benefit from children who grow up to 
be productive members of society. 

With the recent release of the state test scores showing a continuing achievement gap we think it's 
even more important for you to sign AB 47 now so our district can prepare for 2018 
implementation. Children who attend high quality preschool learn more words, learn beginning 
math skills, learn how to .interact with their peers, and learn how to pay attention to adults who are 
not their parents. Learning these skills earlier helps create a more even playing field for children 
who too often end up on the low end of the achievement gap. 

We urge you to sign AB 47 into law. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Ellen Wheeler, Board President, 
Mountain View Whisman School District 

750-A San Pierre Way • Mountain View • CA • 94043 I T:[650] 526-3500 I F:[650] 964-8907 
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Mountain View Whisman School District 

Agenda Item for Board Meeting of September 17, 2015 

Agenda Category: Review and Action 

Agenda Item Title: Student Facilities Improvement Plan Guiding Principles 

Estimated Time: 30 minutes 

Person Responsible: Dr. Ayinde Rudolph, Superintendent 

Background: 

In February 2015 a majority of the Board members asked to have a discussion regarding the Guiding 
Principles for the Student Facilities Improvement Plan. 

Fiscal Implication: 

None. 

Recommended Action: 

That the Board determine if it wishes to take any action on the Guiding Principles for the Student 
Facilities Improbement Plan. 
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Student Facilities Improvement Plan 

Guiding Principles 

1. Student Engagement and Achievement 

Schools should provide a variety of spaces, tools, and resources at each level of 
education to promote student engagement and achievement. All schools should 
provide comfortable and inviting learning environments dedicated to the success of 
every child. 

2. Safety and Security 

All school sites and facilities, new or existing, need to have design elements that 
provide safe and secure campuses. 

3. School Size 

The district should explore all alternatives and opportunities for establishing and 
maintaining small school communities and smaller learning environments. 

4. Flexibility 

Facilities should promote flexible use, including space designed to accommodate 
different grade level configurations, physical education, health and social services, 
special education, intervention, conferencing, performing arts, science, career/technical 
education, large and small group meetings and activities, food service and dining, 
professional development, alternative educational programs, and storage. 

5. Classroom Design 

Classrooms should facilitate a variety of learning styles and teaching methodologies. 
Classrooms should be designed to provide multi-use spaces that support small and 
large group learning. Classrooms should promote thinking atmospheres and student 
learning. Classrooms should be of adequate size with good acoustics and should have 
appropriate furniture and technology, individual HVAC controls, water, wall display 
space, and should be handicap-accessible. Additionally, classrooms should provide 
adequate space for storage and teacher preparation. 

GuidingPrinciples121109.doc - 1 -
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6. Safe Routes to School 

Safe and well-marked pedestrian and bicycle pathways should encourage alternative 
access to schools. Designated areas for bus transportation, loading zones, parent pick
up and drop-off, and school parking should be designed to facilitate efficient and safe 
passage through clearly indicated entry points and exits. Parking lots should provide 
adequate lighting for evening activities. 

7. Library Media Center 

There is a continuing need for each school site to have a centralized "library" that is 
accessible to the school community. In light of technological developments, the library 
needs to be able to adapt to and accommodate changing media resources. Where 
possible, libraries should be located near the main entry of the school. 

8. Technology and Communication 

Schools should be designed with "anyone, anytime, anywhere" technology for learning 
and communication, allowing for instantaneous communication between individuals, 
groups and campuses. Available technology should enable efficient and effective 
processes to take full advantage of learning opportunities. 

9. Early Childhood Education and Extended Care 

Adequate space for pre-school and extended care programs (either publicly funded or 
fee-based) should be provided on sites or alternative locations based on assessed 
community needs. 

10. Parent and Community Involvement 

Facilities should demonstrate a friendly and attractive atmosphere for students, families, 
and community members. Resource centers, meeting rooms, athletic and performing 
arts facilities and parent education space should be located and designed for multiple 
uses, with restricted access to other areas of the campus. Sites should provide well
displayed and clearly communicated signage and location maps in appropriate 
languages. 

11. Environmental ("Green") Stewardship 

Facilities should reflect the District's environmental and financial responsibility to the 
community through use of proven design features that maximize energy and water 
efficiency, use sustainable building materials and low-maintenance landscaping, and 
develop student awareness about environmental issues and solutions. 

12. Curb Appeal 

Physical aesthetics of facilities and grounds contribute to improved student 
engagement. All schools should provide attractive and welcoming environments that 
make students and their families feel valued and enhance community pride in the 
neighborhood. 
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13. Ease of Maintenance 

Design should allow ease of maintenance and cleaning and contribute to on-going 
function, safety and aesthetics. It should also be adaptable to changes in building 
standards, technology and educational needs. 

14. Storage 

Facilities should provide adequate secure storage for all academic, athletic and other 
District programs. 

15. Administrative Accessibility 

Centralized services should be housed under one roof, providing adequate office, 
meeting, collaborative and confidential spaces. New facilities should allow ease of 
access. 

16. Fiscal Integrity 

Design and use of facilities should seek to maximize return on fiscal investments, assets 
and resources and to encourage lease revenue, operational savings, and other revenue 
sources and efficiencies. 

17. Adaptability Over Time 

The District should be responsive to changes in demographics, neighborhoods and 
student needs over time. This includes school and class size, potential boundary 
changes, designation of choice and alternative programs, school configuration and lease 
or acquisition of land and facilities. Decisions should reflect a balanced consideration of 
interests, including maintaining diverse schools, balancing total student populations, 
offering choice and alternative programs, providing neighborhood schools, establishing 
small school communities, and ensuring fiscal integrity and administrative efficiency. 
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