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I. INTRODUCTION 

The Department of Education (DOE) presents this report as part of the requirements under the provisions of 
the No Child Left Beh;"d (NCLB) Act, 2001, and described in the adopted District Actio" Pia" (DAP), 
stating that, "No later tlrall thirty (30) days following the end of each fiscal year, the Superintendent shall 
issue a School Performance Report Card (SPRC) on the state of the public schools and the progress towards 
achieving their goals and mission." 

Public Law 26-26 § 3106 also addresses this report and specifically requires DOE to include the following 
information in the Annual State of Public Education Report (ASPER): 

(i) Demographic information on public school children in the community; 

(ii) Information pertaining to student achievement, including Guam-wide assessment data, 
graduation rates and dropout rates, including progress toward achieving the education 
benchmarks established by the Board; 

(iii) Information pertaining to special program otTerings; 

(iv) Information pertaining to the characteristics of the schools and schools' statT, including 
certification and assignment of teachers and statT experience; 

(v) Budget information, including source and disposition of school operating funds and salary 
data; 

(vi) Examples of exemplary programs, proven practices, programs designed to reduce costs or 
other innovations in education being developed by the schools that show improved student 
learning 

In summary, the purpose of the ASPER is twofold: (I) to share information about the progress of the Guam 
Department of Education towards meeting education goals, which are embodied in the District Action Plan 
(DAP), and, (2) to inform educators and the community-at-Iarge of programs and activities that atTect the 
quality of educational services and its impact on student achievement. 

The Department of Education first initiated the collection and reporting of student, staff and administrative 
data in 1996 when the first Annual District and School Report Cards were developed and disseminated. In 
reporting the characteristics of schools and performance of students, reports of this nature, have served as a 
means for identifying strengths and challenges of the District, while highlighting the collaborative etTorts to 
bring DOE's mission and vision statement to life. 

The Department will focus on making a difference in the lives of all students. It is imperative that 
addressing the challenges within our schools, collaborating with our partners, and maintaining the focus on 
learning will result in positive outcomes for our schools. 
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The vision statement of DOE holds finn to its goal, that is, to prepare ALL students for life, promote 
excellence, and provide support! 

10I P.~c 
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II. DISTRICT PROFILE 

A. Student Demographic Information 

During School Year (SY) 2012-2013, there were thirty nine (39) public schools which provided educational 
services for 31,698 students. Further breakdown by levels showed twenty-six (26) elementary schools 
(grades K-5 and Head Start) totaling 14,459 students, eight (8) middle schools (grades 6-8) totaling 7,219 
students and five (5) high schools (grades 9-12) totaling 10,020 students. 

Table 1 represents the student enrollment comparison between school years 2011-2012 and 2012-2013. 
Over the last two school years, the student population increased by 337. Within grade levels, there were 
noticeable variances in enrollment, specifically in grade 10 which showed an increase by over five hundred 
(500) students while grade 12 showed a decrease by two hundred twenty students. These differences may be 
attributed to the date range used when calculating the official enrollment for both school years. 
Nonetheless, a longitudinal study of enrollment data over time may help in determining whether these 
variations are consistent from year to year or whether it is unique to just this reporting period. 

Table 1 
DOE Comparative Student Enrollment Distribution by Grade for SY 11-12& 12-)3 

GRADE LEVEL 
SY 11 -12 SY 12- COMPARATIVE 

ENROLLMENT )3ENROLLMENT DIFFERENCE 
Head Start 528 525 -3 
Kindergarten 2,106 2,207 +101 
Grade I 2,263 2,329 +66 
Grade 2 2,387 2,31 7 -70 
Grade 3 2,303 2,408 +105 
Grade 4 2,330 2,325 -5 
Grade 5 2,430 2,348 -82 
Grade 6 2,412 2,364 -48 
Grade 7 2,443 2,383 -60 
Grade 8 2,397 2,472 +75 
Grade 9 3,099 3,101 +2 
Grade 10 2,757 3,269 +512 
Grade II 2,125 2,089 -36 
Grade 12 1,781 1,561 -220 
Alternative 102· 104- +2-
TOTAL DOE ENROLLMENT 31,361 31,698 +337 

(Note: SlIIdents enrolled in the Jederally jilllded Head Start program are included in the total student 
population. however. participation is limited to income- eligible Jamilies. ) 
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Figure 1 
Student Enrollment by Grade Level 

• Headstart 

• K·5 

• Grade 6·8 

13,934 (44%) • Grade 9·12 

• Alt. Ed. 

Figure 1 represents the student population distribution of all forty schools by grade level. Elementary level 
students comprise the highest percentage (44%) of all students enrolled. Middle school students represent 
23% of the total student enrollment and high school students comprise 31 %. 

Figure Z 

Student Enrollment by Gender 

14,986 Iq "~I_ 
16,712 (53%) 

• Male 

• Female 

Figure 2 represents the student enrollment by gender inclusive of the Head Start and K-12 enrollment. 
Male students comprise 53% of the total student population with an enrollment of,16,712, while female 
students comprise 47% of the population with an enrollment of 14,986. 

12 1Pace 
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Table 2 represents the distribution of students enrolled in Special Programs. 

SPECIAL PROGRAMS NUMBER OF STUDENTS 

Gifted and Talented Education (K-5) 1,306 
Special Education 1,815 
English Language Learners (ELL) 14,215 
DEED 1,129 
Head Start 525 
Eskllelall Pllell~i (Night School) 1,495 
TOTAL 20,485 . (Note: Numbers reflect studellts ellrolled III more thall olle specIal program.) 

Table 3 represents the distribution of students by ethnicity. In SYI2-I3, there were 31,698 students 
enrolled in DOE, representing at least 21 ethnic groups. The Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana 
Islands (CNMI) includes students from Rota, Saipan and Tinian. Asians include the Japanese, Chinese, 
Korean, Indonesian and Vietnamese ethnic groups. Pacific Islander includes Hawaiian, Samoan, Kosraean, 
Pohnpeian, Chuukese, Yapese, Marshallese, Palauan, and Fijian. "Other" is comprised of African 
American, Hispanic, American Indian-Native Alaskan, Unknown and Unclassified categories. Unaccounted 
represents students who did not officially report their ethnicity information. 

Table 3 
SY 12-13 Distribution of Students by Ethnicity (Data Source: PoJtlerSchoo/) 
ETHNICITY NUMBER OF STUDENTS PERCENT OF TOTAL 

Chamorro 14,549 48% 
Filipino 6,830 22% 
Pacific Islander 7,263 24% 
Asian 480 2% 
CNMI 441 1% 
White Non- Hispanic 203 1% 
Other 760 2% 
TOTAL 30,526 100·/. 
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Figure 3 
_Dlstrlbul:lon of Students by Ethnicity 

760 (2%) 
7,263 \L~~/ ___ _ 

'- "',~." (48%) 

6,830 (22%) 

• Chamorro 

• Filipino 

• Pacific Islander 

• Asian 

. CNMI 

• Whit Non-Hispanic 

Other 

Figure 3 shows Chamorro students comprise the majority of the total student population with an enrollment 
of 14,549 (48%), while White Non-Hispanic and CNMI students show the lowest proportions, respectively 
comprising 2% of the total population. Pacific Islanders make up the second highest proportion with 7,263 
(24%) students. 

Table 4 represents the attendance rate for the district which is determined by dividing the average daily 
attendance by the average daily membership. Further examination shows that the high schools had the 
highest average daily attendance rate at 96% when compared to the middle schools, at 82%, and elementary 
schools, at 94%. 

Table 4 
SY 12-13 Student Average Daily Membership/ AttendancelRate 

AVERAGE DAILY AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE 
SCHOOL LEVEL MEMBERSHIP ATTENDANCE RATE 

Elementary Schools 13,911.02 13,116.13 94% 

Middle Schools 7,216.02 7,063.5 82% 

High Schools 9,674.37 9,411.33 96% 

TOTAL 30,801.41 29,590.96 96% 
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III. STANDARDS AND ASSESSMENT 

This section describes the overall strengths and weaknesses of students in basic content areas, and presents 
the dropout and graduation rates by school and the entire district. 

Information presented in this section can best be understood relative to Public Law 28-45 and the adopted 
Department of Education (DOE) District Action Plan Standards and Assessment objectives. 

• Public Law 28-45 states, "Every Child is Entitled to An Adequate Education Act" Section 10. Guam 
Public School System. 5 GCA §3107 is hereby amended to read: "§3107. Guam Public School 
System. There is within the Executive Branch of the government of Guam a Guam Public School 
System. It is the mission of the Guam Public School System and the duty of all public officials of 
the Executive Branch of the government of Guam to provide an adequate public educational system 
as required by Section 29(b) of the Organic Act, as amended, and to that end provide an adequate 
public education for all public school students as those terms are defined at I GCA §715; and to 
effectuate an increase in the percentage of the students at Level 3, which demonstrates solid 
academic pelformance as measured by SAT J 0, by at least five percent (5%) each grade level per 
year llIltiithe Guam Education Policy Board's adopted goal of ninety percent (90%) at Level 3 in 
ten (10) years is reached. " (Italics added). 

• As stated in the DAP: "Beginning SY 2008-2009, GDOE will increase the percentage of students 
performing at Level III by at least 5% each grade level as measured by SA TI 0 or adopted norm 
reference test per year." 

• By the end of school year 2008-2009, using SAT9 2004 scores as the baseline data, at least 50% of 
students in the grades tested will reach the 50th percentile in reading, math and language arts. 

• All students in the GDOE will successfully progress from grade to grade and from one level to 
another in order to maximize opportunities to successfully graduate from high school. 

The Department of Education administers an annual district-wide testing program usmg the Stanford 
Achievement Test, tentlr edition (SA TI 0) for the following reasons: 

• Guam Public Law 13-101 GCS § 11220-11223, regarding Basic Education, requires appropriate 
evaluation procedures to assess student performance. 

• Testing provides technically sound information about how students perform relative to Guam 
content standards and to national norms, which helps gauge the success of our schools. 

• Testing serves as one of the indicators in the Guam educational accountability system. 

DOE administered the SAT9 to students from SY 1995-1996 to SY 2003-2004, and began testing students 
with the SA TI 0 in SY 2004-2005. As a norm-referenced test, student scores are compared to the 
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perfonnance of a nonn group, comprised of a national sample. Student scores indicate the proportion of 
students in the nonn group that the student out-scored. The SA Tl 0 multiple-choice fonnat is typically 
administered to students in grades 1-12 in May of each year. 

As noted earlier, the department's objective for improving student achievement is to have at least 90% of 
students perfonning at the proficient or above levels within a 10-year period, beginning with the first year 
the test is administered. Because the DOE currently does not have a Criterion Reference Test, the SATIO 
perfonnance standards are used to monitor student progress with SY 04-05 as the baseline year. 

A. SAT 10 Participants 

Each school year the DOE administers a district-wide assessment for all students using the Stanford 
Achievement Test, Tenth Edition. 

Tables 5-8 depict the SY 12-13 number of students tested with SATlO. The percentages indicate the 
participation rates by grade level in comparison to the total number of students tested. (Note: Percellttotals 
may not add to J 00% due to rounding oj grade level percelltages.) 

Table S represents the distribution of students who took the SA Tl 0 Test. The table shows that grade nine 
had the highest number of students who look the test. The lowest number tested were grades I I and 12 al 
six percent. 

TableS 
SY 12-13 SATlO Distribution of Students Tested by Grade Levels 

GRADE LEVELS NUMBER OF PERCENT OF TOTAL TESTED 
STUDENTS TESTED 

Grade 1 2,250 8% 
Grade 2 2,257 8% 
Grade 3 2,366 9% 
Grade 4 2,290 8% 
Grade 5 2,315 8% 
Grade 6 2,293 8% 
Grade 7 2,330 9% 
Grade 8 2,414 9% 
Grade 9 2,862 10% 
Grade 10 2,550 9% 
Grade 11 1,778 6% 
Grade 12 1,667 6% 
TOTAL 27,372 100% 
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Table 6 represents the percent of students tested by grade level. Ninety-four percent (94%) of all students 
enrolled in grades 1-12 participated in the SY 12-13 SA Tt 0 test.. 

Table 6 
SATtO Comparison of Students Tested & Average Membership By Grade 

GRADE LEVELS SEPT. 30, 2012 NUMBER OF PERCENT OF TOTAL 
OFFICIAL STUDENTS TESTED 

ENROLLMENT TESTED 
Grade I 2,329 2,250 97% 
Grade 2 2,317 2,257 97% 
Grade 3 2,408 2,366 98% 
Grade 4 2,325 2,290 98% 
Grade 5 2,348 2,315 99% 
Grade 6 2,364 2,293 97% 
Grade 7 2,383 2,330 98% 
Grade 8 2,472 2,414 98% 
Grade 9 3,101 2,862 92% 
Grade 10 3,269 2,550 78% 
Grade II 2,089 1,778 85% 
Grade 12 1,561 1,667 107% 
TOTAL 28,966 27372 94% 

B. Participation Rates of Subgroups 

The Department of Education, in compliance with Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) and 
provisions of the No Child Left Behind Act, monitors the participation rates of students with special needs 
and other subgroups that school districts throughout the nation have historically excluded from testing. 
Participation rates are generally designed to address two major questions: I) What proportion of the total 
number of a given subgroup (e.g. special education) participated in the DOE annual SATtO assessment? 
and, 2) Of the total number of students tested in SY 12-13, what proportion was comprised of a given 
subgroup? 
There are generally two methods used to compute the participation rates: 

• By dividing the total number of students tested of a given subgroup by the subgroup's total number 
enrolled; and 

• By dividing the subgroup's total number tested by the DOE total number tested. 
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Participation Rates by Education Program: 

Over the years, the school system has made a concerted effort to include as many students as possible in the 
annual norm-referenced testing. Students receiving Special Education services and those who are English 
Language Learners (ELL) were provided accommodations when stipulated in either the Individualized 
Education Plan (IEP) or by the teachers. The folJowing data tables present the participation rates of students 
by educational program, gender, and lunch program. 

Table 7 represents the SA TI 0 participation rate by program A total of 17,258 students across ELL, 
Special Education, and GATE programs participated in the State-wide Assessment. 90 % all of ELL, 79% 
of all Special Education students, and 100% of all GATE students participated in taking the SAT 10 for 
SY201 2-20 J3 . 

Table 7 
SA TI 0 Participation Rates by Education Program 
NUMBER OF NUMBER OF PARTICIPATION RATE 
STUDENTS STUDENTS (BASED ON TOTAL 

Program TESTED ENROLLED IN PROGRAM ENROLLMENT 
PROGRAM 

ELL 14,215 12,780 90% 
Special Education 1,815 1,440 79% 
GATE 1,189 1,189 100% 
TOTAL 17,258 15,409 89% 

(Note: Tlte "lImber of students enrolled m each program was prol'lded by staff from Ihe different programs and based on ClIr r ellt 

enrollment oli/arOlmd May 2013). 

Figure 4 
Distribution of Students Tested by Education 

1,189 (8%) Program 

1,440 (9%) 

12,780 (83%) 

Figure 4 represents the distribution of students tested by 3 educational programs. 

• Special 
Education 

• GATE 
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Participation Rates by Gender: 

Table 8 represents the participation rates in SATIO tested by gender. Of the 13,700 females enrolled, 94% 
were tested and of the 15,226 males enrolled, 95% were tested. 

TableS 
SY 12-13 SATIO Participation Rates by Gender Based on Total DOE Enrollment 

NUMBER OF 
NUMBER OF STUDENTS PARTICIPATION RATE 

GENDER STUDENTS ENROLLED BASED ON TOTAL 
TESTED (1 S1_12'h) NUMBER ENROLLED 

Female 12,921 \3,700 94% 
Male 14,451 15.226 95% 
TOTAL 27,372 31.173 88% 

{Note: Data used III tIllS sectlOlI IS 1I0t based 011 the publzshed officlOl ellrollmellt of September 30. 2012 as 

it excludes the HeadStart alld Kindergarten population. 

Figure 5 
Distribution of Students Tested by 

Gender 

Figure 5 shows that 14,451 (53%) of the total number of students tested were males while 12,921 (47%) 
were females . 
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Participation Rates by Eligible Free & Reduced (FIR) Lunch Program: 

Participation in the Free or Reduced Lunch Program is an indicator of student socio-economic status. 
Eligibility for this program is based on the number of people in the household and the total household 
income. 

Table 9 represents the distribution of freelreduced lunch participation. A total of 17,512 (82%) 
Free/Reduced students in grades 1-12 participated in the SA TI O. 

Table 9 
SY 12-13Student Distribution of Free or Reduced Lunch Participation 

SCHOOL LEVEL NO. OF NO. OF STUDENTS PERCENTAGE OF 
STUDENTS ELIGIBLE FIR Program STUDENTS 
ENROLLED TESTED TESTED 

Elementary School (151 - 5'" ) 11,153 8,662 78% 
Middle School (61n _ 81n) 5,335 4,619 87% 
High School (91n - 12'n) 4,845 4,231 87% 
Total (1-12) 21,333 17,512 82% 

Figure 6 
Distribution of Eligible Free/Reduced Lunch 

Participants by Level 

4.231 (24%) 8.662 (50%) 

4.619 (26%) 

,..------, 

• Elementary 
School (lst-5th) 

• Middle School 
(6th-8th) 

• High School (9th-
12th) 

Figure 6 shows the distribution of Free/Reduced Lunch students who participated in the SA TI 0 by 
Elementary, Middle, and High Schools. 
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C. SATIO RESULTS BY PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

The SATIO peiformollce standards are cOlltent-referellced scores that reflect what students know and 

should be able to do ill givell subject areas. Expert panels of educators, who judged each test question on 

the basis of how students at different levels of achievement should perform, determined the Stanford 

Achievement Standards. The four performance standards or levels are: 

Below Basic: 

Basic: 

Projicient: 

Advanced: 

Indicates little or no mastery of fundamental knowledge and skills. 

Indicates partial mastery of the knowledge and skills that are 
fundamental for satisfactory work. 

Represents solid academic performance, indicating that students are 
prepared for the next grade. 

Signifies superior performance, beyond grade-level mastery. 

Figures 7-42 on the following pages illustrate the SATIO performance standards results for reading, 
mathematics and language arts by grade levels over the last five years. Percentage calculations may contain 
sligbt differences due to rounding of decimal places. 

Figure 7 

DOE SAT10 Performance Levels Grade 1 Reading: 
SY08-09 to SY12-13 

100 

80 39 
• Advanced 

42 38 41 38 
60 Proficient 

40 . 33 30 33 36 35 Basic 

20 
15 17 16 7 16 • Below Basic 

0 
SY 2008-2009 SY 2009·2010 SY 2010·2011 SY 2011·2012 SY 2012·2013 

Figure 7 shows that in SY 11-12, 47% of 1st graders performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in 
reading as compared to 48% in SY 12-13, an increase of I percentage point. 
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Figure 8 
DOE SAllO Performance Levels Grade 1 Math: 

SY08-09 to SY12-13 

/ -i3 --r 24 ..". --23 25 29 -
58 64 

I 
56 56 54 

V 17 """"- 17_ US- /' 
SY 2008·2009 SY 2009·2010 5Y 2010·2011 SY 2011·2012 SY 2012·2013 

• Advanced 

Proficient 

• Basic 

• Below Basic 

Figure 8 shows that in SY 11-12,28% of 1st graders performed at the Proficient and Advanced levels in 
math as compared to 33% in SY 12-13, an increase of5 percentage points. 

Figure 9 

DOE SAT10 Performance Levels Grade 1 Language: 

SY08-09 to SY12-13 

100 
23 • Advanced 

80 

60 64 60 62 Proficient 

40 
63 Basic 

20 28 25 • Below Basic 

o . 
SY 2008·2009 SY 2009·2010 SY 2010·2011 SY 2011·2012 SY 2012·2013 

Figure 9 shows that in SY 11-12, 10% of I st graders performed at the Proficiellt and Advallced levels in 
language as compared to 13% in SY 12-13, an increase of3 percentage points. 
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Figure 10 
DOE SATtD Performance levels Grade 2 Reading: SYD8-09 t o SY12-13 
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Figure 10 shows that in SY 11-12, 21 % of 2nd graders perfonned at the Projiciellt alld Advallced levels in 
reading as compared to 17% in SY 12-13, a decrease of 4 percentage points. 
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Figure 11 
DOE SATtD Performance levels Grade 2 Math: SYD8-09 to SY12-13 
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Figure 11 shows that in SY 11-12, 13% of 2nd graders perfonned at the Projiciellt alld Advallced levels in 
math as compared to 19% in SY 12-13, an increase of6 percentage points. 
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FigurelZ 
DOE SATlD Performance Levels Grade 2 Language: SYD8-09 to SY12-13 
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Figure 12 shows thai in SY 11-12,3% of 2nd graders performed at the Projiciellt alld Advallced Levels in 
language as compared to 4% in SY 12-13, an increase of I percentage point. 

Figure13 
DOE SATlD Performance Levels Grade 3 Reading: 5YD8-09 to SY12-13 

100 ./ 
, - , 
13 ""in 14 19 ;) 

37 
32 

35 34 
r-- 37 

r--- i-- ~ 

80 

60 

r---

49 57 49 50 42 

~ - 7 

40 

20 

o 
5Y 2008·2009 5Y 2009·2010 5Y 2010-2011 5Y 2011-2012 5Y 2012-2013 

• Advanced 

Proficient 

• Basic 

• Below Basic 

Figure 13 shows that in SY 11-12, 21 % of 3rd graders performed at the Projiciellt alld Advallced levels in 
reading as compared to 15% in SY 12-13, a decrease of 6 percentage points. 
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Figure 14 
DOE SATlD Performance Levels Grade 3 Math: SYDB-09 to SY12-13 
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Figure 14 shows that in SY 11-12. 12% of 3rd graders performed at the Projiciellt alld Advallced levels in 
math as compared to 14% in SY 12-13. a decrease of I percentage point. 
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Figure 15 
DOE SATlD Performance Levels Grade 3 Language: SYDB-D9 to SY12-13 
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Figure 15 shows that in SY 11-12 and SY 12-13. 11 % of3'd graders performed at the Projiciellt alld 
Advallced levels in language. 
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Figure 16 
DOE SAllD Performance Levels Grade 4 Reading: SVD8-D9 to SV12-13 
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Figure 16 shows that in SY 11-12, 19% of 4th graders performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in 
reading as compared to 16% in SY 12-13, a decrease of 3 percentage points. 
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Figure 17 
DOE SAllO Performance Levels Grade 4 Math: SV08-09 to SV12-13 
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Figure 17 shows that in SY 11-12, 12% of 411> graders performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in 
math as compared to 16% in SY 12-13, an increase of 4 percentage points. 



120 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

o 

SY12-13 Annual State of Public Education Report 

Figure 18 
DOE SATtO Performance Levels Grade 4 Language: SY08-09 to SY12-13 
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Figure 18 shows that in SY 11-12, 16% of 4th graders performed at the Proficient and Advanced levels in 
language as compared to 14% in SY 12-13, a decrease of2 percentage points. 
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Figure 19 
DOE SATtO Performance Levels Grade 5 Reading: SYOB-09 to SY12-13 

/' - _ ... 
to "T 11 1[: 11 

48 45 46 48 46 

~ - ~ 

42 47 43 41 43 

V -
.~ 

SY 2008-2009 SY 2009-2010 SY 2010-2011 SY 2011-2012 SY 2012·2013 

• Advanced 

Proficient 

Basic 

• Below Basic 

Figure 19 shows that in SY 11-12, 10% of5'h graders performed only at the Proficient level in reading as 
compared to II % in SY 12-13, an increase of I percentage point. 
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Figure 20 

DOE SAnO Performance levels Grade 5 Math: SYOB-09 to SY12-13 
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Figure 20 shows that in SY 11 -12, 7% of Slh graders performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in 
math as compared to 9% in SY 12-13, an increase of 2 percentage points. 
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Figure 21 
DOE SATlO Performance Levels Grade 5 Language: SYOS..Q9 to SYlZ-13 
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Figure 21 shows that in SY 11-12, 13% of 51b graders perfonned at the Projicient and Advanced levels in 
language compared to 12% in SY 12-13, a decrease of 1 percentage point. 

Figure 22 
DOE SATlO Performance Levels Grade 6 Reading: SYOS-09 to SY12-13 
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Figure 22 shows that in SY 11-12 and SY 12-13, 13% of 6'h graders perfonned at the Projiciellt alld 
Advanced levels in reading. There was no difference in perfonnance. 
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Figure Z3 
DOE SAnD Performance levels Grade 6 Math: SYD8-D9 to SY12-13 
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Figure 23 shows that in SY 11-12, 6% of 6th graders perfonned at the Projiciellt alld Advallced levels in 
math as compared to 8% in SY 12-13, an increase of 2% percentage points. 

Figure Z4 
DOE SAnD Performance levels Grade 6 language: SYD8-09 to SY12-13 

Figure 24 shows that in SY 11-12, 12% of 6th graders perfonned at the Projiciellt alld Advallced levels in 
math as compared to 13% in SY 12-13, an increase of 1 % percentage point. 
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Figure 25 
DOE SAllO Performance Levels Grade 7 Reading: SYOB-09 to SY12-13 
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Figure 2S shows that in SY 11-12, 12% of 7'h graders performed at the Projicient and Advanced 
levels in reading as compared to 16% in SY 12-13, an increase of 4 percentage points. 
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Figure 26 
DOE SAllO Performance Levels Grade 7 Math: SYOB-09 to SY12-13 
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Figure 26 shows that in SY 11 -12, 7% of 7th graders performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in 
math as compared to 4% in SY 12-13, a decrease of3 percentage points. 
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Figure 27 
DOE SATlO Performance Levels Grade 7 Language: SY08-09 to SY12-13 
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Figure 27 shows iliat in SY 11-12, 12% of 7th graders performed at the Proficient and Advanced levels in 
language as compared to 14% in SY 12-13, an increase of2 percenlage points. 

Figure 28 
DOE SATlO Performance Levels Grade 8 Reading: SY08-09 to SY12-13 
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Figure 28 shows iliat in SY 11-12, 17% of 8th graders performed at ilie Proficient and Advanced levels in 
reading as compared to 20% in SY 12-13. an increase 00 percentage points. 
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Figure 29 
DOE SATlO Performance Levels Grade 8 Math: SY08-09 to SY12-13 
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Figure 29 shows that in SY 11-12, 7% of 8th graders perfonned at the Projicient and Advanced levels in 
math as compared to 3% in SY 12-13, a decrease of 4 percentage points. 

Figure 30 
DOE SATlD Performance Levels Grade 8 Language: SY08-09 to SY12-13 
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Figure 30 shows that in SY 11-12, 13% of 8th graders perfonned at the Projicient and Advanced levels in 
language compared to 16% in SY 12-13, an increase of3 percentage points. 
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Figure 31 
DOE SATlD Performance Levels Grade 9 Reading: SYD8-09 to SY12-13 
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Figure 31 shows that in SY 11-12, 10% of 9th graders performed at Projicient and Advanced levels in 
reading in comparison to 13% in SYI2-13, an increase of3 percentage points. 

Figure 32 
DOE SATlD Performance Levels Grade 9 Math: SYD8-09 to SY12-13 
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Figure 32 shows that in SY 11-12 and SY 12-13, 2% of 9th graders performed at the Projiciellt level in 
math. 
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Figure 33 
DOE SATlD Performance levels Grade 9 language: 5YD8-09 to SY12-13 
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Figure 33 shows that in SY 11-12, 5% of 9th graders perfonned at the Projiciellt level in language as 
compared to 6% in SY 12-13, an increase of I percentage point. 

120 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

o 

Figure 34 
DOE SATlO Performance levels Grade 10 Reading: SY08-09 to 5Y12-13 
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Figure 34 shows that in SY 11-12, 7% of lO,h graders perfonned at the Projiciellt level in reading as 
compared to 9% of 10th graders perfonning at Projiciellt alld Advallced levels in SY 12-13, an increase of 
2 percentage points. 
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Figure 35 
DOE SATlO Performance Levels Grade 10 Math: SY08-09 to SY12-13 
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Figure 35 shows that in SY 11-12 and SY 12-13, only I % of loth graders performed only at the Projiciellt 
level in math. 
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Figure 36 
DOE SATlO Performance Levels Grade 10 Language: SYOB-09 to SY12-13 
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Figure 36 shows that in SY 11-12, 3% of 10th graders performed at the Projiciellt level in language as 
compared to 4% in SY 12-13, an increase of I percentage point. 
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Figure 37 

DOE SAnO Performance Levels Grade 11 Reading: SY08-09 to SV12-13 
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Figure 37 shows that in SY 11-12, 10% of 11 th graders performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in 
reading as compared to 11 % in SY 12-13, an increase of 1 percentage point. 
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Figure 38 

DOE SAno Performance Levels Grade 11 Math: SYOB-09 to SV12-13 
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Figure 38 shows that in SY 11-12, 1 % of 11 th graders performed at the Projicient level in math as 
compared to 2% in SY 12-13, an increase of 1 percentage point. 
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Figure 39 
DOE SATlD Performance Levels Grade 11 Language: SYD8-D9 to SY12-13 
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Figure 39 shows that in SY 11-12, 4% of 11th graders perfonned at the Projicient and Advanced levels in 
language as compared to 5% in the Projicient levels in SY 12-13, an increase of I percentage point. 
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Figure 40 
DOE SATlD Performance Levels Grade 12 Reading: SYDB-D9 to SY12-13 
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Figure 40 shows that in SY 11-12, 13% of 12th graders perfonned at the Projicient and Advanced levels in 
reading as compared tol4% in SY 12-13, an increase of I percentage point. 
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Figure 41 
DOE SATlO Performance levels Grade 12 Math: SY08-09 to SY12-13 
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Figure 41 shows that in SY 11-12 and SY 12-13, only 1% of 12th graders performed at the Projiciellt level 
in math. 
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Figure 42 
DOE SATlO Performance levels Grade 12 language: SY08-09 to SY12-13 
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Figure 42 shows thai in SY 11-12 and SY 12-13, 5% of 12th graders performed at the Projiciellt alld 
Advallced Levels in language. 
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D. SAT 10 RESULTS BY COHORT GROUPS 

Another way to monitor the progress of students is to conduct a cohort analysis of the performance levels 
over a period of years. The cohort analysis answers the following question: Is there a difference in the 
performance levels of a group of students as they progress from one grade to another? The cohort analysis 
assumes that performance levels are reflective of most students who maintain enrollment within the Guam 
Department of Education given the student withdrawals and entries that typically occur within and between 
school years. 

Table 10 represents the reading performance levels of the Grade I to Grade 2 cohort group. In 2012, 47% 
of students in Grade I performed at the Projiciellt alld Advallced levels in reading. In 2013, 17% of Grade 2 
students performed at Projiciellt alld Advallced levels for reading. There was a 30% decrease in Proficient 
and Advanced levels for reading in this cohort group. 

Table 10 
DOE SATlO READING PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Groups: Grade I (2012) to Grade 2 (20J3) 
Grade I Grade 2 

LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-20 J3 DIFFERENCE 

Level 4 Advanced 8% 1% -7% 

Level 3 Proficient 39% 16% -23% 

Level 2 Basic 36% 46% 10% 

Level 1 Below Basic 17% 38% 21% 

Table 11 represents the math performance levels of the Grade I to Grade 2 cohort group. In 2012, 28% of 
students in Grade I performed at the Projiciellt alld Advallced levels in math. In 2013, 19% of Grade 2 
students performed at Projiciellt alld Advallced levels for math. There was a 9% decrease in Projiciellt alld 
Advallced levels for math in this cohort group. 

Table 11 
DOE SATlO MATH PERFORMANCE LEVELS 
Cohort Groups: Grade I (2012) to Grade 2 (2013) 

GRADEl GRADE 2 
LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 

Level 4 Advanced 3% 2% -1% 
Level 3 Proficient 25% 17% -8% 
Level 2 Basic 56% 46% -10% 
Level 1 Below Basic 16% 35% 19% 
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Table 12 represents the language perfonnance levels of the Grade I to Grade 2 cohort group. In 2012, 10% 
of students in Grade I perfonned at the Projicient and Advanced levels in language. In 2013, 4% of Grade 
2 students perfonned at Projicient and Advanced levels in language. There was a 6% decrease in Projicient 
and Advanced levels for language in this cohort group. 

Table 12 
DOE SATlO LANGUAGE PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Groups: Grade I (2012) to Grade 2 (2013) 
GRADEl GRADE 2 

LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 
Level 4 Advanced 1% 0% -1% 
Level 3 Proficient 9% 4% -5% 
Level 2 Basic 61 % 41% -20% 
Levell Below Basic 29% 55% 26% 

Table 13 represents the reading perfonnance levels of the Grade 2 to Grade 3 cohort group. In 2012, 21% 
of students in Grade 2 perfonned at the Projicient and Advallced levels in reading. In 2013, 15% of Grade 3 
students perfonned at Projicient and Advanced levels for reading. There was a 6% decrease in Projicient 
and Advanced levels for reading in this cohort group. 

Table 13 
DOE SATlO READING PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Groups: Grade 2 (2012) to Grade 3 (2013) 
GRADE 2 GRADE 3 

LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 
Level 4 Advanced 1% 2% 1% 
Level 3 Proficient 20% 13% -7% 
Level 2 Basic 48% 34% -14% 
Levell Below Basic 32% 50% 18% 

Table 14 represents the math perfonnance levels of the Grade 2 to Grade 3 cohort group. In 2012, 13% of 
students in Grade 2 perfonned at the Projicient and Advanced levels in math. In 2013, 14% of Grade 3 
students perfonned at Projicient and Advanced levels for math. There was a I % increase in Projicient and 
Advanced levels for math in this cohort group. 

Table 14 
DOE SATlO MATH PERFORMANCE LEVELS 
Cohort Groups: Grade 2 (2012) to Grade 3 (2013) 

GRADE 2 Grade 3 
LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 

Level 4 Advanced 1% 2% 1% 
Level 3 Proficient 12% 12% 0% 
Level 2 Basic 48% 38% -10% 
Levell Below Basic 39% 47% 8% 
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Table 15 represents the language performance levels of the Grade 2 to Grade 3 cohort group. In 2012,3% 
of students in Grade 2 performed at the Projicient alld Advanced levels in language. In 2013, I I % of Grade 
3 students performed at Projicient and Advanced levels for language. There was an 8% increase in 
Projicient and Advanced levels for language in this cohort group. 

Table 15 
DOE SATIO LANGUAGE PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Groups: Grade 2 (2012 to Grade 3 (2013) 
GRADE 2 GRADE 3 

LEVEL SY 201l-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 
Level 4 Advanced 0% 2% 2% 
Level 3 Proficient 3% 9% 6% 
Level 2 Basic 36% 27% -9% 
Level 1 Below Basic 61% 62% 1% 

Table 16 represents the reading performance levels of the Grade 3 to Grade 4 cohort group. In 2012, 21% 
of students in Grade 3 performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in reading. In 2013, 16% of Grade 4 
students performed at Projicient and Advanced levels for reading. There was a 5% decrease in Projicient 
and Advanced levels for reading in this cohort group. 

Table 16 
DOE SATIO READING PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Groups: Grade 3 (2012) to Grade 4 (2013) 
GRADE 3 GRADE 4 

LEVEL SY 201l-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 
Level 4 Advanced 2% 2% 0% 
Level 3 Proficient 19% 14% -5% 
Level 2 Basic 37% 36% - 1% 
Level 1 Below Basic 42% 47% 5% 

Table 17 represents the math performance levels of the Grade 3 to Grade 4 cohort group. In 2012, 12% of 
students in Grade 3 performed at the Projiciellt and Advanced levels in math. In 2013, 16% of Grade 3 
students performed at Projicient and Advanced levels for math. There was a 4% increase in Projicient and 
Advanced levels for math in this cohort group. 

Table 17 
DOE SATIO MATH PERFORMANCE LEVELS 
Cohort Groups: Grade 3 (2012 to Grade 4 (2013) 

GRADE 3 GRADE 4 
LEVEL SY 201 1-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 

Level 4 Advanced 1% 2% 1% 
Level 3 Proficient 11% 14% 3% 
Level 2 Basic 40% 37% -3% 
Level 1 Below Basic 48% 48% 0% 
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Table 18 represents the language performance levels of the Grade 3 to Grade 4 cohort group. In 2012, 
II % of students in Grade 3 performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in language. In 2013, 14% of 
Grade 3 students performed at Projicient and Advanced levels for language. There was a 3% increase in 
Projicient and Advanced levels for language in this cohort group. 

Table 18 
DOE SATlO LANGUAGE PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Groups: Grade 3 (2012) to Grade 4 (2013) 
GRADE 3 GRADE 4 

LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 
Level 4 Advanced 1% 2% 1% 
Level 3 Proficient 10% 12% 2% 
Level 2 Basic 28% 30% 2% 
Levell Below Basic 61 % 56% -5% 

Table 19 represents the reading performance levels of the Grade 4 to Grade 5 cohort group. In 2012, 19% 
of students in Grade 4 performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in reading. In 20 I 3, I I % of Grade 5 
students performed at Projicient and Advanced levels for reading. There was an 8% decrease in Projicient 
and Advanced levels for reading in this cohort group. 

Table 19 
DOE SATlO READING PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Grou)Js: Grade 4 (2012) to Grade 5 (2013} 
GRADE 4 GRADE 5 

LEVEL SY 201 1-2012 SY 20 I 2-20 13 DIFFERENCE 
Level 4 Advanced 2% 0% -2% 
Level 3 Proficient 17% 11 % -6% 
Level 2 Basic 38% 46% 8% 
Levell Below Basic 43% 43% 0% 

Table 20 represents the math performance levels of the Grade 4 to Grade 5 cohort group. In 20 I 2, 12% of 
students in Grade 4 performed at the Projiciellt and Advanced levels in math. In 2013, 9% of Grade 5 
students performed at Projicient and Advanced levels for math. There was a 3% decrease in Projicient and 
Advanced levels for math in this cohort group. 

Table 20 
DOE SATlO MATH PERFORMANCE LEVELS 
Cohort Groups: Grade 4 (2012) to Grade 5 (2013) 

GRADE 4 GRADE 5 
LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 

Level 4 Advanced 1% 1% 0% 
Level 3 Proficient 11 % 8% -3% 
Level 2 Basic 36% 26% -10% 
Levell Below Basic 52% 64% 12% 

431 Page 



SY12-13 Annual State of Public Education Report 

Table 21 represents the language performance levels of the Grade 4 to Grade 5 cohort group. In 2012, 
16% of students in Grade 4 performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in language. In 2013,12% of 
Grade 3 students performed at Projicient and Advanced levels for language. There was a 4% decrease in 
Projicient and Advanced levels for language in this cohort group. 

Table 21 
DOE SATIO LANGUAGE PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Groups: Grade 4 (2012) to Grade 5 (2013) 
GRADE 4 GRADE 5 

LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 
Level 4 Advanced 3% 2% -1% 
Level 3 Proficient 13% 10% -3% 
Level 2 Basic 31% 35% 4% 
Level 1 Below Basic 54% 52% -2% 

T able 22 represents the reading performance levels of the Grade 5 to Grade 6 cohort group. In 2012, 10% 
of students in Grade 5 performed at the Projicient level in reading. In 2013, 13% of Grade 6 students 
performed at Projicient and Advanced levels for reading. There was a 3% increase in Projicient and 
A dvanced levels for reading in this cohort group. 

Table 22 
DOE SA Tl 0 READING PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Groups: Grade 5 (2012) to Grade 6 (2013) 
GRADE 5 GRADE 6 

LEVEL SY 2011 -2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 
Level 4 Advanced 0% 1% 1% 
Level 3 Proficient 10% 12% 2% 
Level 2 Basic 48% 42% -6% 
Level 1 Below Basic 41% 44% 3% 

Table 23 represents the math performance levels of the Grade 5 to Grade 6 cohort group. In 2012, 7% of 
students in Grade 5 performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in math. In 2013, 8% of Grade 6 
students performed at Projicient and Advanced levels for math. There was a I % increase in Projicient and 
Advanced levels for math in this cohort group. 

Table 23 
DOE SATIO MATH PERFORMANCE LEVELS 
Cohort Groups: Grade 5 (2012 to Grade 6 (2013) 

GRADE 5 GRADE 6 
LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 

Level 4 Advanced 1% 2% 1% 
Level 3 Proficient 6% 6% 0% 
Level 2 Basic 25% 22% -3% 
Level 1 Below Basic 68% 70% 2% 
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Table 24 represents the language performance levels of the Grade 5 to Grade 6 cohort group. In 2012,13% 
of students in Grade 5 performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in language. In 2013, 13% of Grade 
6 students performed at Projicient and Advanced levels. There was a I % decrease in performance in the 
Advanced level, but a I % increase in performance at the Projicient level. 

Table 24 
DOE SATIO LANGUAGE PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Groups: Grade 5 (2012) to Grade 6 (2013) 
GRADE 5 GRADE 6 

LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 
Level 4 Advanced 2% 1% -1% 
Level 3 Proficient 11 % 12% 1% 
Level 2 Basic 36% 35% -1% 
Level 1 Below Basic 52% 52% 0% 

Table 25 represents the reading performance levels of the Grade 6 to Grade 7 cohort group. In 2012, 13% 
of students in Grade 6 performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in reading. In 2013, 14% of Grade 7 
students performed at Projicient and Advanced levels for reading. There was a I % increase in the 
Projicient level for reading in this cohort group. 

Table 25 
DOE SATIO READING PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Groups: Grade 6 (2012) to Grade 7 (2013) 
GRADE 6 Grade 7 

LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 
Level 4 Advanced 1% 1% 0% 
Level 3 Proficient 12% 13% 1% 
Level 2 Basic 43% 31 % -12% 
Levell Below Basic 44% 55% 11% 

Table 26 represents the math performance levels of the Grade 6 to Grade 7 cohort group. In 2012, 6% of 
students in Grade 6 performed at the Projicient alld Advallced levels in math. In 2013, 4% of Grade 7 
students performed at the Projicient level for math. There was a 2% decrease in the Projicient and 
Advanced levels for math in this cohort group. 

Table 26 
DOE SATIO MATH PERFORMANCE LEVELS 
Cohort Groups: Grade 6 (2012) to Grade 7 (2013) 

GRADE 6 GRADE 7 
LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 

Level 4 Advanced 1% 0% -1% 
Level 3 Proficient 5% 4% -1% 
Level 2 Basic 22% 19% -3% 

Levell Below Basic 72% 76% 4% 
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Table 27 represents the language performance levels of the Grade 6 to Grade 7 cohort group. In 2012, 12% 
of students in Grade 6 performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in language. In 2013,14% of Grade 
7 students performed at Projicient and Advanced levels. There was a 2% increase at the Projicient level for 
language in this cohort group. 

Table 27 
DOE SATIO LANGUAGE PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Groups: Grade 6 (2012) to Grade 7 (2013) 
GRADE 6 GRADE 7 

LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 
Level 4 Advanced 1% 1% 0% 
Level 3 Proficient 11% 13% 2% 
Level 2 Basic 38% 31% -7% 
Level 1 Below Basic 50% 46% -4% 

Table 28 represents the reading performance levels of the Grade 6 to Grade 7 cohort group. In 2012, 12% 
of students in Grade 7 performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in reading. In 2013, 20% of Grade 
8 students performed at Projicient and Advanced levels for reading. There was an 8% increase in the 
Projicient level for reading in this cohort group. 

Table 28 
DOE SATIO READING PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Groups: Grade 7 (2012) to Grade 8 (2013) 
GRADE 7 GRADE 8 

LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 
Level 4 Advanced 1% 1% 0% 
Level 3 Proficient 11% 19% 8% 
Level 2 Basic 43% 50% 7% 
Level 1 Below Basic 46% 31% -15% 

Table 29 represents the math performance levels of the Grade 7 to Grade 8 cohort group. In 2012, 7% of 
students in Grade 7 performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in math. In 2013, 3% of Grade 8 
students performed at the Projicient level. There was a 4% decrease in the Projicient and Advanced levels 
for math in this cohort group. 

Table 29 
DOE SATIO MATH PERFORMANCE LEVELS 
Cohort Groups: Grade 7 (2012) to Grade 8 (2013) 

GRADE 7 GRADE 8 
LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 

Level 4 Advanced 1% 0% -1% 
Level 3 Proficient 6% 3% -3% 
Level 2 Basic 17% 19% -2% 
Level 1 Below Basic 77% 78% 1% 
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Table 30 represents the language performance levels of the Grade 7 to Grade 8 cohort group. In 2012, 12% 
of students in Grade 7 performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in language. In 2013, 16% of Grade 
8 students performed at Projicient and Advanced levels for language. There was a 4% increase in the 
Projicient level for language in this cohort group. 

Table 30 
DOE SATIO LANGUAGE PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Groups: Grade 7 (2012) to Grade 8 (2013) 
GRADE 7 GRADE 8 

LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 
Level 4 Advanced 2% 2% 0% 
Level 3 Proficient 10% 14% 4% 
Level 2 Basic 26% 38% 12% 
Levell Below Basic 63% 46% -17% 

Table 31 represents the reading performance levels of the Grade 8 to Grade 9 cohort group. In 2012, 17% 
of students in Grade 8 performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in reading. In 2013,13% of Grade 9 
students performed at Projiciellt and Advanced levels for reading. There was a 4% decrease in the 
Projiciellt level for reading in this cohort group. 

Table 31 
DOE SATIO READING PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Group s: Grade 8 (2012) to Grade 9 (2013) 
GRADE 8 GRADE 9 

LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-20 \3 DIFFERENCE 
Level 4 Advanced 1% 1% 0% 
Level 3 Proficient 16% 12% -4% 
Level 2 Basic 47% 39% -8% 
Levell Below Basic 37% 49% 12% 

Table 32 represents the math performance levels of the Grade 8 to Grade 9 cohort group. In 2012, 7% of 
students in Grade 8 performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in math. In 2013, 2% of Grade 9 
students performed at Projicient and Advanced levels for math. There was a 5% decrease in the Projicient 
level for math in this cohort group. 

Table 32 
DOE SATIO MATH PERFORMANCE LEVELS 
Cohort Groups: Grade 8 (2012 to Grade 9 (2013) 

GRADE 8 GRADE 9 
LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 

Level 4 Advanced 1% 0% -1% 
Level 3 Proficient 6% 2% -4% 
Level 2 Basic 18% 15% -3% 
Levell Below Basic 76% 83% 7% 
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Table 33 represents the language performance levels of the Grade 8 to Grade 9 cohort group. In 2012, 13% 
of students in Grade 8 performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in language. In 2013,6% of Grade 
9 students performed at Projicient and Advanced levels for language. There was a 7% decrease in the 
Projicient and Advanced levels for language in this cohort group. 

Table 33 
DOE SATIO LANGUAGE PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Groups: Grade 8 (2012) to Grade 9 (2013) 
GRADE 8 GRADE 9 

LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 
Level 4 Advanced 1% 0% -1% 
Level 3 Proficient 12% 6% -6% 
Level 2 Basic 34% 35% 1% 
Level 1 Below Basic 52% 59% 7% 

Table 34 represents the reading performance levels of the Grade 9 to Grade \0 cohort group. In 20 \2, 
10% of students in Grade 9 performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in reading. In 2013, 9% of 
Grade 10 students performed at Projicient and AdvOllCed levels for reading. There was a I % decrease in the 
Projicient level for reading in this cohort group. 

Table 34 
DOE SATIO READING PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Groups: Grade 9 (2012) to Grade 10(2013) 
GRADE 9 GRADE 10 

LEVEL SY 2011 -2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 
Level 4 Advanced 1% 1% 0% 
Level 3 Proficient 9% 8% -1% 
Level 2 Basic 38% 34% -4% 
Levell Below Basic 52% 58% 6% 

Table 35 represents the math performance levels of the Grade 9 to Grade 10 cohort group. In 2012, 2% of 
students in Grade 9 performed at the Projiciellt and Advanced levels in math. In 20 J 3, I % of Grade 10 
students performed at Projicient and Advanced levels for math. There was a I % decrease in the Projicient 
level for math in this cohort group. 

Table 35 
DOE SATIO MATH PERFORMANCE LEVELS 
Cohort Groups: Grade 9 (2012) to Grade 10 (2013) 

GRADE 9 GRADE \0 
LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 

Level 4 Advanced 0% 0% 0% 
Level 3 Proficient 2% 1% -1% 
Level 2 Basic 14% \0% -4% 
Level 1 Below Basic 84% 89% 5% 
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Table 36 represents the language performance levels of the Grade 9 to Grade 10 cohort group. In 2012, 
5% of students in Grade 9 performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in language. In 2013, 4% of 
Grade 10 students performed at Projicielll and Advanced levels for language. There was a 1% decrease in 
the Projicient level for language in this cohort group. 

Table 36 
DOE SATtO LANGUAGE PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Groups: Grade 9 (2012) to Grade 10 (2013' 
GRADE 9 GRADE 10 

LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 
Level 4 Advanced 0% 0% 0% 
Level 3 Proficient 5% 4% -1% 
Level 2 Basic 32% 27% -5% 
Levell Below Basic 63% 69% 6% 

Table 37 represents the reading performance levels of the Grade 10 to Grade II cohort group. In 2012, 
7% of students in Grade 10 performed at the Projicient and Advanced levels in reading. In 2013, II % of 
Grade II students performed at Projicient and Advanced levels for reading. There was a 3% increase in 
the Projicient level for reading in this cohort group. 

Table 37 
DOE SATtO READING PERFORMANCE LEVELS 
Cohort Groups: Grade 10 (2012) to Grade II (2013 

GRADE 10 GRADE II 
LEVEL SY 2011 -2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 

Level 4 Advanced 0% 1% 0% 
Level 3 Proficient 7% 10% 3% 
Level 2 Basic 31% 33% 2% 
Levell Below Basic 61 % 56% -5% 

Table 38 represents the math performance levels of the Grade 10 to Grade II cohort group. In 2012, 1% 
of students in Grade 10 performed at the Projicient level in math. In 2013, 2% of Grade II students 
performed at the Projicient level for math. There was a I % increase in the Projicient level for math in this 
cohort group. 

Table 38 
DOE SATtO MATH PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Grou s: Grade 10 (2012) to Grade II (2013) 
GRADE 10 GRADE 11 

LEVEL SY 2011 -2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 
Level 4 Advanced 0% 0% 0% 
Level 3 Proficient 1% 2% 1% 
Level 2 Basic 11 % 6% -5% 
Levell Below Basic 87% 93% 6% 
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Table 39 represents the language performance levels of the Grade 10 to Grade II cohort group. In 2012, 
3% of students in Grade 10 performed at the Projiciellt level in language. In 2013, 5% of Grade II 
students performed at Projiciellt alld Advallced levels for language. There was a 2% increase in the 
Projiciellt level for language in this cohort group. 

Table 39 
DOE SATIO LANGUAGE PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Grou s: Grade 10 (2012 to Grade II (2013) 
GRADE 10 GRADE II 

LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 
Level 4 Advanced 0% 0% 0% 
Level 3 Proficient 3% 5% 2% 
Level 2 Basic 25% 24% -1% 
Level 1 Below Basic 72% 71% -1% 

Table 40 represents the reading performance levels of the Grade II to Grade 12 cohort group. In 2012, 
10% of students in Grade II performed at the Projiciellt alld Advallced levels in reading. In 2013, 14% of 
Grade 12 students performed at Projiciellt alld Advallced levels for reading. There was a 4% increase in 
the Projiciellt alld Advallced levels for reading in this cohort group. 

Table 40 
DOE SA TI 0 READING PERFORMANCE LEVELS 
Cohort Grou os: Grade II (2012) to Grade 12 (2013) 

GRADE II GRADE 12 
LEVEL SY 2011 -2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 

Level 4 Advanced 1% 2% 1% 
Level 3 Proficient 9% 12% 3% 
Level 2 Basic 31% 34% 3% 
Level 1 Below Basic 59% 53% -6% 

Table 41 represents the math performance levels of the Grade II to Grade 12 cohort group. In 2012, 1% of 
students in Grade II performed at the Projiciellt level in math. In 2013, I % of Grade 12 students performed 
at the Projiciellt level for math. There was no difference in the Projiciellt alld Advallced levels for math in 
this cohort group. 

Table 41 
DOE SATIO MATH PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Grou s: Grade II (2012) to Grade 12 (2013) 
GRADE II GRADE 12 

LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 
Level 4 Advance 0% 0% 0% 
Level 3 Proficient 1% 1% 0% 
Level 2 Basic 6% 7% 1% 
Level 1 Below Basic 93% 91% -2% 
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Table 42 represents the language perfonnance levels of the Grade II to Grade 12 cohort group. In 2012, 
4% of students in Grade II perfonned at the Projicient and Advanced levels in language. In 2013, 5% of 
Grade 12 students performed at the Projicient level for language. There was a I % increase in the Projicient 
and Advanced levels for language in this cohort group. 

Table 42 
DOE SATIO LANGUAGE PERFORMANCE LEVELS 

Cohort Groups: Grade II (2012) to Grade 12 (2013) 
GRADE II GRADE 12 

LEVEL SY 2011-2012 SY 2012-2013 DIFFERENCE 
Level 4 Advanced 1% 0% -1% 
Level 3 Proficient 3% 5% 2% 
Level 2 Basic 23% 27% 4% 
Level I Below Basic 73% 67% -6% 
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E. DISAGGREGATED PERFORMANCE LEVELS BY SUBGROUPS 

The "No Child Left Behind Act" requires states to report student test results by total population and 
subgroups. The reports are intended to fulfill federal mandates, which require all students to have equal 
opportunity to learn, irrespective of ethnicity, special needs, socio-economic background and gender. 

The analysis of disaggregated scores addresses two major questions: 

I. What are the proportions of students with special conditions performing at proficient (level 3) and 
advanced (level 4) on the Stanford Achievement Test, tenth edition (SATlD)? 

2. Is there a gap between the proportions of students with special conditions performing at the proficient 
and advanced levels and the proportions of students in the general education program? 

Figures 43 to 63show the percentage of students performing at Levels 3 & 4 proficient and advanced 
levels (SATlD) by Grade and Content Areas (Reading, Math, and Language) for students in the English 
Language Learners (ELs), Eligible FreelReduced Lunch (FRL) and Special Education (SPED) Programs. 

Examination of Figures 43 to 63 reveal that the largest proportions of ELL, SPED and FRL program 
participants performing at levels 3 and 4 are enrolled in grade I. The proportions consistently decrease in 
higher grade levels in that there are as few as 0 to and as much asS percent performing at those levels. 
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The following SAT 10 Performance Levels (Figures 43 through 49) depict ELL Students 
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Figure 43C 
ODE SAT 10 ELL Performance Levels 

Grade 1 LANGUAGE: SY08-09 - SY12-13 
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Figures 43A through 43C show that as much as 40% percent of grade 1 ELL students are performing at 
levels 3 and 4 in Reading, 24% in Math, and 8% in Language. 
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