
 Local C
ontrol A

ccountability Plan 
 The instructions for com

pleting the Local C
ontrol and A

ccountability Plan (LC
A

P) follow
 the tem

plate. 
 Local Educational Agency (LEA) N

am
e 

C
ontact N

am
e and Title 

Em
ail and Phone 

Bert C
orona C

harter M
iddle School            

Yvette King Berg           
Executive D

irector 
ykingberg@

ypics.org           
(818) 305-2791 

 Plan Sum
m

ary [2021-22] 
 G

eneral Inform
ation 

 A description of the LEA, its schools, and its students. 
 Bert C

orona C
harter School (BC

C
S), a Youth Policy Institute C

harter School (YPIC
S), serves 381 students In the San Fernando Valley area 

of Los Angeles C
ounty. R

epresented w
ith .8%

 African Am
erican, 45.3%

 Latino, .3%
 Asian, 18.9%

 W
hite, 21.8%

 English Learners, 15.4%
, 

Foster C
are .5%

, Students w
ith D

isabilities, and 86.7%
 of our students w

ho participate in Free and R
educed Lunch. 

  VISIO
N

 O
ur school is nam

ed in honor of and inspired by Bert C
orona, a prom

inent Latino com
m

unity organizer w
ho dedicated his life to lead 

the struggle of poor im
m

igrant com
m

unities in C
alifornia and across the nation for social and econom

ic justice. 
  M

ISSIO
N

 The Bert C
orona C

harter School prepares urban students in grades 5-8 for academ
ic success and active com

m
unity participation. 

The school is located in the San Fernando Valley of Los Angeles, C
alifornia, an area fraught w

ith poverty and academ
ically struggling 

students. The m
ajority of students attending schools in this area com

e from
 predom

inantly Latino im
m

igrant fam
ilies w

here Spanish is 
spoken in the hom

e. M
any area public school students are eligible for federal free or reduced m

eals, indicative of the high poverty levels in 
the area. Bert C

orona C
harter School seeks to close the achievem

ent gap for these students by providing clear and high expectations for all 
students to achieve a personalized and supportive learning environm

ent that recognizes students’ accom
plishm

ents, fam
ily-school-

com
m

unity partnerships and service, and integrated technology the classroom
. 

  The C
harter School also serves a w

ide range of scholars requiring a rigorous program
 that includes acceleration, differentiated instruction, 

depth, and com
plexity.  The C

harter School is a data-driven school that uses assessm
ent data to understand and im

prove scholar and 
school perform

ance.  The assessm
ent data (diagnostic, form

ative, and sum
m

ative) helps the C
harter School continuously plan, m

onitor, and 
im

prove academ
ic program

s.  Staff review
s the previous spring's state testing results to evaluate the school's academ

ic program
 and chart a 
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course for the new
 year based on the students' needs. Subgroups in need of intervention are identified and m

onitored.  In addition to state 
testing, other assessm

ents include publisher assessm
ents, student w

ork sam
ples, and i-R

eady D
iagnostic assessm

ents. 
 Assessm

ents are used to: Identify scholars and subgroups w
ho need additional instruction or intervention; Prescribe a re-teaching or 

acceleration focus for individual scholars; Identify professional developm
ent needs and target school resources. 

 The C
harter School's educators believe it is essential to take a m

ultidim
ensional approach to m

eet the needs of its diverse population.  The 
C

harter School addresses the social and em
otional needs of all students.  Teachers analyze data to determ

ine each student's unique talents 
and needs.  Students w

ho are on grade level and approaching proficiency are targeted in the critical instructional areas that propel them
 to 

advance in all areas.  Students struggling w
ith basic skills are provided grade-level instructional m

aterials and targeted for support by various 
education experts, Education Specialists, school psychologists, speech pathologists, classroom

 teachers, and adm
inistrators. 

 The C
harter School created its ow

n culture of aw
areness w

ith considerate, com
m

itted, and conscientious teachers serving the needs of our 
scholars.  M

any visitors, including the LAU
SD

 C
harter Schools D

ivision Executive D
irector and staff, The U

S D
epartm

ent of Education, and 
electeds have recognized the positive culture at the C

harter School. 
          

  R
eflections: Successes 

 A description of successes and/or progress based on a review
 of the C

alifornia School D
ashboard (D

ashboard) and local data. 
 C

alifornia School D
ashboard data for 2019-2020 is not available for analysis due to school closures resulting from

 C
O

VID
-19. Am

idst the 
global pandem

ic, teachers incorporated U
niversal D

esign for Learning (U
D

L) into their distance learning plans for synchronous and 
asynchronous instruction. Teachers planned and im

plem
ented synchronous lessons through a form

at to provide sm
all group support and 

designated ELD
. Scholars are provided opportunities to engage in Integrated ELD

 D
aily. C

ertificated and classified staff w
orked in 

collaboration to m
eet the needs of English Learners, foster youth, and low

-incom
e scholars.  

 Teachers and staff receive training in research-based education practices to raise student achievem
ent. These training are conducted 

through staff leaders, outside educational professionals, and sending staff to external professional developm
ent program

s. These include 
program

s and strategies such as "Teach Like a C
ham

pion." "D
ata-D

riven Instruction," "G
etting Better," and the Success for All Program

. 
M

onsenor O
scar R

om
ero School utilizes various assessm

ent tools in evaluating student achievem
ent of stated objectives across all 

disciplines. The assessm
ents used are teachers

’ assessm
ents of student w

ork and m
astery of applicable standards and other learning 

objectives, student w
ork portfolios, teacher observation, and conferencing w

ith students. 
 BC

C
S success is as follow

s: 
Verified D

ata: ELA & M
ath G

row
th (2019-20 & 2020-21) 

BC
C

S used iR
eady internal assessm

ents during the 2019-20 and 2020-21 school years, w
hich the State Board approved of Education as 
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“verified data.” D
espite challenges from

 the pandem
ic, at both the school- and grade levels, BC

C
S students had m

easurable increases in 
student achievem

ent, clearly dem
onstrating at least one year of progress in 2019-20 and 2020-21 academ

ic years. O
verall typical grow

th for 
the year w

as m
et at 139%

 in reading. The data show
s that BC

C
S scholars far exceeded expectations based on national norm

ative data. This 
result is especially exciting because the school had only achieved 42%

 of typical grow
th halfw

ay through the year, in D
ecem

ber. BC
C

S 
scholars’ academ

ic achievem
ent in reading grew

 alm
ost 100%

 in one sem
ester! 

 Sim
ilar to the reading data, the school w

as behind in grow
th in D

ecem
ber 2020. In m

ath, The LEA had only achieved 33%
 of typical grow

th 
for the year, leaving a m

ountainous 67%
 still needing to be accom

plished. The iR
eady M

ay results revealed that BC
C

S scholars achieved 
100%

 typical grow
th, m

eaning the school m
et expected grow

th for the year based on norm
ative data. 

  Technology in the classroom
 

Technology in the classroom
 including, but is not lim

ited to i-R
eady in ELA, M

athem
atics, SFA, Achieve3000, and other program

s. As noted 
in M

onsenor O
scar R

om
ero School, 2019-20 LC

AP on it is our goal to provide our students w
ith chrom

e books 1 to 1 ratio
”. W

ith increased 
access to com

puters in every classroom
, m

ore tim
e is devoted to online tools designed to precisely target standard alignm

ent in reading and 
w

riting. Program
s such as open-source program

s such as i-R
eady, Achieve3000, SFA, and licensed softw

are as presented above Bert 
C

orona C
harter School scholars’ innovative w

ays of reaching standard m
astery. 

 English Learners 
The cooperative learning process is designed to ensure that English Language students can progress faster than in a non-collaborative 
environm

ent. G
roups are strategically selected for m

ixed ability, allow
ing leaders to assist students w

ho struggle. The group w
ork process 

allow
s for processing tim

e (w
ait tim

e). It rem
oves the pressure w

hile m
aintaining accountability by preparing all group m

em
bers to be the 

possible “random
 reporter” responsible for com

m
unicating the group's findings to the class. The preparation tim

e allow
s EL students to 

safely rehearse their response rather than not respond or participate in the process entirely, as often happens in the non-collaborative 
classroom

. Teachers are also trained through Professional D
evelopm

ent and coaching to support EL and w
hole-class learning by using 

SD
AIE strategies, as defined in the M

onsenor O
scar R

om
ero School English Learner Plan. 

 C
O

VID
-19 Aligned Strengths 

 C
om

m
unity Engagem

ent/Support 
BC

C
S supported its surrounding com

m
unity, w

hich experienced som
e of the highest death rates in C

alifornia during the pandem
ic, by 

providing safety updates & inform
ation, as w

ell as distributing food each w
eek 75 m

eals, connecting fam
ilies w

ith counseling services, and 
providing financial assistance to those in need, connected to fam

ilies to rent support agencies, and partnered w
ith larger food banks to 

support the com
m

unity. Supported students and fam
ilies w

ho lost fam
ily m

em
bers by providing access to city and county agencies. Provided 

M
ental H

ealth services to fam
ilies through one of our C

om
m

unity Partners, Lum
anarious C

ounseling services. 
 Student Engagem

ent 
• 

BC
C

S launched online learning at the very beginning of the w
eek follow

ing cam
pus shutdow

ns in M
arch 2020. 

• 
In M

ay 2021, BC
C

S students reported a higher level of engagem
ent than in the prior year and a higher level than the C

A average. 
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• 
In M

ay 2021, BC
C

S staff reported a higher level of engagem
ent (4.33 out of 5) than in the prior year and a higher level than the C

A 
average. 

 D
igital D

ivide 
BC

C
S rapidly elim

inated the digital divide by distributing hot spots & C
hrom

ebooks to students in need in M
arch 2020. The percentage of 

fam
ilies w

ith at-hom
e technology access increased from

 61%
 in M

arch 2020 to 99%
 in April 2020.  

 Social/Em
otional W

ellbeing 
W

hile m
any students struggled socially & em

otionally during the pandem
ic, BC

C
S students reported a higher level of belonging and peer 

collaboration in M
ay 2021 than in N

ovem
ber 2019. This w

as also higher than the state average.  
 C

O
VID

-19 Aligned Vulnerabilities 
Student Engagem

ent 
BC

C
S

’s enrollm
ent declined by 15%

, or 24students (from
 373 students in 2019 to 349 students in 2020) during the pandem

ic. This w
as 

largely driven by a decrease in the 6th-grade class, w
hich had 116 students in 2019-20 and only 84 students in 2020-21. M

O
R

C
S w

as able 
to m

aintain sim
ilar 7th & 8th-grade enrollm

ent in 2020-21.  
 LAU

SD
 annual visit reflects the follow

ing: 
Areas of D

em
onstrated Strength and/or Progress 

1. The G
overning Board com

plies w
ith m

ost m
aterial provisions of the Brow

n Act.  
2. The YPIC

S Board m
eets regularly (8/19/2019, 9/16/2019, 10/21/2019, 11/6/2019, and 1/18/2019. 

3. Agendas and m
inutes are posted and included as a link on Board-O

n Track. 
4. The board takes and reports votes in an open m

eeting by creating a m
otion to approve and call the R

oll C
all of Board m

em
bers present at 

the m
eeting. 

5. The G
overning Board m

onitors school perform
ance and other internal data to inform

 decision-m
aking. A review

 of docum
ents provided in 

Binder 1 revealed the follow
ing: The Youth Policy Institute C

harter Schools (YPIC
S) discussed on M

onday, June 17, 2019, via the Executive 
D

irector’s R
eport data collection in preparation for the 2019-2020 school year. As a result of review

ing data w
hich w

as form
ative, sum

m
ative, 

and surveys, the Board and the Leadership Team
 developed focus areas that include: 

6. C
onsistent C

lassroom
 M

anagem
ent Strategies in all classroom

s to create em
otionally safe spaces for ALL students (R

elay G
SE 

Instructional Leadership) Support rigorous, thinking-rich classes (R
elay G

SE Instructional Leadership) 
7. W

eekly observation and feedback to teachers (R
elay G

SE Instructional Leadership) 
8. D

ata focus: iR
eady 

9. D
ecrease C

hronic absenteeism
 to below

 5%
 

10. D
ecrease Suspension and expulsion below

 3%
 

11. Increase student academ
ic achievem

ent in ELA and m
ath by 5%

 
 The LAU

SD
 annual visit reflects the follow

ing: 
G

overnance – dem
onstrating fulfillm

ent of the governing board
’s fiduciary responsibility to effectively direct and provide oversight for the 

charter public school, including but not lim
ited to enactm

ent and m
onitoring of policies and procedures to ensure the school’s full com

pliance 
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w
ith applicable law

, policy, and the term
s of the charter approved by the LAU

SD
 Board of Education. 

Student Achievem
ent and Educational Perform

ance – dem
onstrating academ

ic achievem
ent and grow

th for all students 
O

rganizational M
anagem

ent, Program
s, and O

perations – dem
onstrating effective leadership and im

plem
entation of the governing board

’s 
policies and procedures, as w

ell as the school’s educational program
 and system

s and procedures for the day-to-day operations of the 
school 
Fiscal O

perations – dem
onstrating sound fiscal m

anagem
ent, appropriate use of public funds, and com

pliance w
ith regulatory requirem

ents. 
  R
eflections: Identified N

eed 
 A description of any areas that need significant im

provem
ent based on a review

 of D
ashboard and local data, including any areas of low

 
perform

ance and significant perform
ance gaps am

ong student groups on D
ashboard indicators, and any steps taken to address those areas. 

 The C
harter School created custom

 reports from
 Illum

inate that enable teachers, adm
inistrators, and office to m

onitor chronic absenteeism
 

by student, class, and grade level.  Parents w
ere notified im

m
ediately if their child is approaching being absent for 10%

 or m
ore instructional 

days. In addition, targets w
ere set for individual students and teachers, along w

ith various incentive program
s to engage students in the 

learning process. 
           

  LC
A

P H
ighlights 

 A brief overview
 of the LC

AP, including any key features that should be em
phasized. 

 BC
C

S provides resources to assist under-achieving students. These include school breakfast and lunch program
, an after-school program

, 
sum

m
er school opportunities to recover units and reduce sum

m
er learning loss, and a strong student services team

 to assist w
ith academ

ics, 
behavior, attendance, and social-em

otional w
ellbeing. 

 W
orking closely w

ith stakeholders through the school, the goals align w
ith the C

alifornia D
ashboard, LC

FF rubrics, and charter petition goals, 
core values, the YPIC

S School Success Plan, and our G
overnance structure to im

prove outcom
es for all students.  The outcom

es and 
m

etrics have been m
odified or changed to align w

ith the state LC
FF Evaluation rubrics and state and local indicators. 

 G
oal 1:  Increase Student Achievem

ent 
G

oal 2: Increase m
eaningful and purposeful student, teacher, and parent engagem

ent. 
G

oal 3: Provide an appropriate Basic C
ondition for Learning 
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C
om

prehensive Support and Im
provem

ent 
 An LEA w

ith a school or schools eligible for com
prehensive support and im

provem
ent m

ust respond to the follow
ing prom

pts. 
 Schools Identified 
 A list of the schools in the LEA that are eligible for com

prehensive support and im
provem

ent. 
 BC

C
S is eligible for com

prehensive support and im
provem

ent due to the follow
ing outcom

es: 
The schoolw

ide D
ashboard ELA Indicator color is red. Bert C

orona M
iddle School’s 2019 Average D

FS w
as - 78.2%

, w
hich is low

er than the 
State 2019 Average D

FS at -2.5%
. 

The schoolw
ide D

ashboard M
ath Indicator color is red. Bert C

orona M
iddle School’s 2019 Average D

FS w
as - 109.5%

, w
hich is higher than 

the State’s 2019 Average D
FS at -33.5%

. 
All num

erically significant subgroups have “Status/D
istance From

 Standard (D
FS)” scores below

 the statew
ide averages in M

ath, as follow
s: 

English Learners at -138.8 vs. -68.6 points; Latino at -110.8 vs. -62.2 points; Socioeconom
ically D

isadvantaged at -109.9 vs. -63.7 points; 
and Students w

ith D
isabilities at - 176.7 vs. -119.4 points. 

         
 Support for Identified Schools 
 A description of how

 the LEA has or w
ill support its eligible schools in developing com

prehensive support and im
provem

ent plans. 
 O

ther factors, internal and/or external that the Team
 considered w

hen evaluating perform
ance for results on M

athem
atics. The team

 
analyzed and set up plans to address students needs; specifically review

ing students w
ith disabilities, English Learners, and other sub-

groups are they w
orking as intended: The results indicated the follow

ing: 
• 

The C
harter School determ

ined that BC
C

S needed to re-evaluate its M
athem

atics curriculum
. 

• 
Teachers needed to be provided w

ith strategies on the integration of m
athem

atics across other courses. 
• 

D
em

ystifying the concept that m
athem

atics is difficult; changing the clim
ate of som

e student’s belief in their abilities to com
pete. 

• 
Engage Adm

inistrators, teachers, staff, parents, students, and stakeholders in actively addressing the concepts of m
athem

atics in 
daily life using differentiated instruction, accelerating learning opportunities, professional developm

ent, parent training and w
orkshops, and 

various collaborative efforts. 
  M
onitoring and Evaluating Effectiveness 

 A description of how
 the LEA w

ill m
onitor and evaluate the plan to support student and school im

provem
ent. 

 In 2018, BC
C

S began creating priority standards that The C
harter School gave greater w

eight on the SBAC
. The LEA finalized this process 

tow
ards the beginning of the 2019-20 school year.  

SBAC
 M

athem
atics intervention and acceleration: An initiative w

as started in the latter half of 2018-19 onto 2019-2020 to prioritize 
M

athem
atics. D

uring this initiative:  
Identified bubble students w

ho w
ere close to m

oving up an achievem
ent band. (2019-20) Planned intentional sm

all group instruction to target 
student needs. (2019-20)  
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D
ue to the Pandem

ic, teachers could provide acceleration and intervention during extended class tim
e, offering access to reteaching and 

additional daily support through an individual instructional plan for each student. 
• 

BC
C

S provided ongoing Professional D
evelopm

ent and coaching. The presenters also observed teachers and gave them
 feedback 

on im
plem

enting the strategies covered during professional developm
ent. ? 

• 
Im

plem
ented intervention blocks of tim

e w
here teachers target students

’ deficits in sm
all groups. (2020-21) 

• 
D

eveloped IEP
’s as a com

prised team
 of various stakeholders: o Parents/caretakers, teachers, staff, SPED

, adm
in, etc.). 

• 
Targeted M

athem
atics instruction began im

plem
entation in 2019-20. 

• 
U

sed i-R
eady results to determ

ine student M
ath levels (2019-20). 

• 
Im

plem
ented practice i-R

eady assessm
ents tw

ice a year (2019-20). 
• 

After-school program
 assisted by providing intervention and accelerated support during Fall Break, W

inter Break, and Spring Break, 
?starting in 2019-20 and 2020-2021, due to the Pandem

ic, ongoing learning opportunities w
ere m

ade available. 
• 

Pandem
ic caused D

istance Learning and sm
all group instruction and intervention using accelerated learning strategies, 

?differentiated instruction, and other research-based learning strategies. 
• 

BC
C

S provided socio-em
otional support, supplem

ental support system
s, food, and concentrated support for fam

ilies. To identify 
appropriate root causes for both English Language Arts and M

athem
atics Achievem

ent, a form
al and inform

al review
 of data to 

understand the factors contributing to the challenges experienced. 
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Stakeholder Engagem
ent 

  A sum
m

ary of the stakeholder process and how
 the stakeholder engagem

ent w
as considered before finalizing the LC

AP.  
 YPI C

harter Schools (YPIC
S) developed a Task Force that began m

eeting in April through the sum
m

er to gather and collect feedback from
 

various stakeholders, including parents, students, teachers, and staff. The Taskforce w
as com

posed of over 65 m
em

bers across the three 
YPIC

S schools. The team
 m

et 17 tim
es from

 April 30, 2020-August 7, 2020. The Task Force w
as com

posed of sm
aller subgroups to enable 

the Task Force to focus in-depth on various com
plex topics. The Subcom

m
ittees consisted of the follow

ing: 
Academ

ic & Instruction: School C
ulture & C

lim
ate O

perations & Safety 
The resources collected from

 the Taskforce for instruction are located at http://typ.ypics.com
/, and additional Virtual Instructional Strategies 

can be found on our w
ebsite https://sites.google.com

/coronacharter.org/rem
oteteaching/virtual-pd. The YPIC

S R
eopening G

uidelines 
developed by TaskForce are also located on the C

harter School's w
ebsite. 

 In addition to the YPIC
S Task Force, the YPI C

harter Schools held its first collective Tow
nH

all (C
afe con Los D

irectores) for all three schools 
in April, using the platform

 C
row

dC
ast. This w

as an opportunity for parents to hear about plans for the LC
AP D

evelopm
ent and had the 

opportunity to share their concerns and w
hat w

as m
ost im

portant for them
 for the new

 year. This w
as also an opportunity for parents to ask 

questions to all YPIC
S leaders. In addition, YPIC

S sent out surveys and video recordings to staff, students, and fam
ilies to gather input on 

item
s to m

eet the unique needs of their children. Inform
ation sent to parents w

as translated into Spanish and m
ade available on several 

platform
s, including C

row
dC

ast, YouTube, Facebook, and Instagram
. Surveys w

ere sent to fam
ilies through our "R

em
ind" parent 

com
m

unications system
. Parent m

eetings w
ere held every Thursday using either C

row
dC

ast or G
oogle M

eet through the end of the school 
year. Specifically, m

ultiple parent surveys w
ere conducted regarding the end of the year activities, sum

m
er school, and planning for the 20-

21 school year. And, parents are invited to participate in the Board Public H
earing set to review

 this plan. 
 The BC

C
S ' Team

, including the Executive D
irector, the Board of Trustees, Leadership Team

, teachers, parents, and students, all 
contributed to the influence, integration, and specific support to engage all stakeholders in the LC

AP developm
ent. The C

harter School's 
team

 also com
m

unicated w
ith parents electronically and m

ailed inform
ation hom

e. In the process of daily calls, the C
harter School also 

updated parent em
ails or cell phones to ensure that the m

ost updated parent contact inform
ation w

as available for m
ass com

m
unication 

through Both R
em

ind and O
neC

all.  
 The staff com

m
unicated using G

oogle M
eets and Slack. BC

C
S regularly holds School Advisory C

ouncil m
eetings, Academ

ic Advisory 
C

om
m

ittee, and C
offee w

ith the Principal. Elem
ents of the LC

AP are discussed often, as are the Title 1, Tihe II, Title III, and another federal 
funding budget at our m

eetings. BC
C

S
’ School Advisory C

ouncil and English Learner’s Advisory C
ouncil proceeded during the 2019-20 

school year through the LC
AP developm

ent process. As usual, not know
ing C

O
VID

 19 w
ould alter w

hat w
as going to be expected. The 

2020-2021 BC
C

S SPSA is centered in the goals already outlined in the 2019-20 LC
AP since 2019-20 w

as an abbreviated year, and the 
SBAC

 w
as canceled. 
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A sum
m

ary of the feedback provided by specific stakeholder groups. 
 Parents, com

m
unity representatives, classroom

 teachers, students, and other school personnel are included in the planning, im
plem

entation, 
and evaluation of C

onApp program
s through various stakeholder m

eetings throughout the year, as previously discussed. All stakeholders are 
encouraged to attend and provide feedback at board m

eetings, school advisory council m
eetings, w

eekly teacher school m
eetings, student 

leadership team
 m

eetings, academ
ic instructional team

 m
eetings, and school clim

ate and culture team
 m

eetings. 
  Students at BC

C
S w

ere surveyed in N
ovem

ber 2020 about their perceptions of their school in term
s of Engagem

ent, Academ
ic R

igor, 
R

elationships, Belonging & Peer C
ollaboration, and C

ulture. In addition, students provided feedback about Project-Based Learning, Student 
Voice and Leadership, and D

rugs and Alcohol. 
 This report com

pares BC
C

S students' ratings to the ratings from
 students at 396 other m

iddle schools across the country to put student 
feedback into context. 
 C

om
pared to other participating m

iddle schools, BC
C

S's highest-rated them
es w

ere: 
 R

elationships 
Belonging & Peer C

ollaboration 
and the low

est rated them
es w

ere: 
 Academ

ic R
igor 

Engagem
ent 

C
om

pared to other participating m
iddle schools, BC

C
S's highest-rated question w

ithin the key them
es w

as: 
 H

ow
 m

any of your teachers try to understand w
hat your life is like outside of school? (w

hich is in the R
elationships them

e) 
and the low

est rated question w
ithin the key them

es w
as: 

 I take pride in m
y school w

ork (w
hich is in the Engagem

ent them
e) 

Students also provided feedback about Project-Based Learning. For exam
ple, 38%

 of students responded positively to the question: In 
school, I can find solutions to problem

s that I haven't been taught how
 to solve. 

 Students also provided feedback about Student Voice and Leadership. For exam
ple, 32%

 of students responded positively to the question: I 
feel like I can m

ake a difference at m
y school. 

 This report represents feedback from
 332 students. Based on the enrollm

ent data provided, you had an 89%
 response rate. Please refer to 

the Appendix section for m
ore inform

ation about the dem
ographics of the respondents. 

 The survey also gathered parent input on item
s to m

eet the uniqueness of their children and inform
ation from

 teachers and staff w
ith the 

sam
e them

es; academ
ic, rigor, cultural relationships, and engagem

ent. Inform
ation sent to parents w

as translated into Spanish and m
ade 
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available on m
any platform

s, including G
oogle, Zoom

, Facebook, Instagram
, and Tw

itter.  Surveys w
ere sent out to parents through em

ail 
and text m

essages to ensure fam
ilies could access the content. 

            
 A description of the aspects of the LC

AP that w
ere influenced by specific stakeholder input. 

 The follow
ing are aspects of the LC

AP that stakeholders influenced. 
 Focus on Essential Standards (Learning O

utcom
es/Indicators) 

• 
Identify/revise essential standards for each grade/course; 

• 
Ensure all students have access to grade-level Essential Standards and m

aterials; 
• 

Identify students w
ho need additional support to accelerate learning and to m

itigate pupil learning loss; 
• 

Schedule tim
e for students experiencing pupil learning loss. 
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G
oals and A

ctions 
 G

oal 
 

G
oal # 

D
escription 

1 
Increase Student Achievem

ent 
 M

aintain high standards for our com
m

unity focused on providing a safe, nurturing, engaged learning environm
ent in w

hich 
all students are supported in attaining high levels of achievem

ent through the use of high-quality curricula and 
assessm

ents and targeted acceleration/supports. 
(State Priorities: 1 Basic Services, 4 Pupil Achievem

ent, 2 Im
plem

entation of State Standards, 7 C
ourse Access), O

ther 
Pupil O

utcom
es 

         
 An explanation of w

hy the LEA has developed this goal. 
 Based on review

 of data, BC
C

S found gaps for underserved students in the areas of ELA/ELD
, M

athem
atics and Science. Input from

 
stakeholder groups focused on the need for increased rigor and relevance in curriculum

 and increase support for students academ
ic 

achievem
ent.         

 M
easuring and R

eporting R
esults 

 

M
etric 

Baseline 
Year 1 O

utcom
e 

Year 2 O
utcom

e 
Year 3 O

utcom
e 

D
esired O

utcom
e for 

2023–24 
All classroom

 
teachers w

ill hold a 
valid C

A Teaching 
C

redential as defined 
by the C

A 
C

om
m

ission on 
Teaching 
C

redentialing and 
appropriate EL 
authorization; all 
teachers w

ill be 
appropriately 
assigned.        

100%
 

 
 

 
100%

 of teachers fully 
credentialed and 
appropriately 
assigned 
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M
etric 

Baseline 
Year 1 O

utcom
e 

Year 2 O
utcom

e 
Year 3 O

utcom
e 

D
esired O

utcom
e for 

2023–24 
Access to standards- 
aligned curricular and 
instructional m

aterials        

100%
 of 

teachers/students w
ith 

access to standards- 
aligned curricula 
(ELA, 
100%

 of 
teachers/students w

ith 
access to standards- 
aligned curricula 
(ELA, 
ELD

, m
ath, science, 

social science, and 
social science) 
 

 
 

 
100%

 of 
teachers/students w

ith 
access to standards- 
aligned curricula 
(ELA, 
100%

 of 
teachers/students w

ith 
access to standards 
aligned curricula 
(ELA, 
ELD

, m
ath, science, 

social science, and 
social science) 
 

Teacher R
etention        Teacher turnover 

(core content teachers 
form

 18-19 to 19-20). 

 
 

 
R

etain Teachers- 
>50%

 

Professional Learning: 
Teaching, social- 
em

otional learning, 
and M

anagem
ent 

Strategies        

100%
 of BC

C
S' 

teachers are 
credentialed in their 
subject areas. 
Teachers have a 
variety of professional 
developm

ent 
opportunities. Staff 
m

eetings hosted tw
ice 

per w
eek offer 

trainings led by 
outside professionals 
and teacher leaders. 
Additionally, teachers 
are encouraged to 
attend outside 

 
 

 
100%

 of BC
C

S' 
teachers are 
credentialed in their 
subject areas. 
Teachers have a 
variety of professional 
developm

ent 
opportunities. Staff 
m

eetings hosted tw
ice 

per w
eek offer 

trainings led by 
outside professionals 
and teacher leaders. 
Additionally, teachers 
are encouraged to 
attend outside 
trainings specific to 
their needs, such as 
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M
etric 

Baseline 
Year 1 O

utcom
e 

Year 2 O
utcom

e 
Year 3 O

utcom
e 

D
esired O

utcom
e for 

2023–24 
subject specific 
training. 

Im
plem

entation and 
sustainability of 
academ

ic content 
standards, as 
m

easured by the 
Local Indicator R

ubric 
on the C

alifornia 
Accountability 
D

ashboard        

100%
 Teachers are 

provided w
ith 

curriculum
 aligned to 

current content and 
perform

ance 
standards. 

 
 

 
100%

 Teachers are 
provided w

ith 
curriculum

 aligned to 
current content and 
perform

ance 
standards 

Student Access to 
Broad C

ourse of 
Study        

100%
 of students 

have access to a 
broad course of study 

 
 

 
100%

 of students 
have access to a 
broad course of study 

English Language 
Arts- Proficiency        

All: 16.76%
 

 EL: 0.00 
Latino: 16.98 
SED

: 16.72 
SW

D
: 2.60 

 SBAC
 2018-2019 

English Language 
Arts w

as D
FS -78.2 

.points below
 

standards (declining 
15.7 points) 
 

 
 

 
All: 16.76%

 
 EL: 0.00 
Latino: 16.98 
SED

: 16.72 
SW

D
: 2.60 

SBAC
 2018-2019 

English Language 
Arts w

as D
FS -78.2 

.points below
 

standards (declining 
15.7 points) 
 

M
athem

atics 
Proficiency        

All: 11.44%
 

  EL: 0.00 
Latino: 11.23 
SED

: 
SW

D
: 1.30 

 
 

 
All: 11.44%

 
  EL: 0.00 
Latino: 11.23 
SED

: 
SW

D
: 1.30 
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M
etric 

Baseline 
Year 1 O

utcom
e 

Year 2 O
utcom

e 
Year 3 O

utcom
e 

D
esired O

utcom
e for 

2023–24 
 The schoolw

ide 
D

ashboard M
ath 

Indicator color is red. 
Bert C

orona M
iddle 

School’s 2019 
Average D

FS w
as - 

109.5 points. All 
num

erically significant 
subgroups have 
“Status/D

istance From
 

Standard (D
FS)” 

scores below
 the 

statew
ide averages in 

M
ath, as follow

s: 
English Learners at -
138.8 vs. -68.6 points; 
Latino at -110.8 vs. -
62.2 points; 
Socioeconom

ically 
D

isadvantaged at -
109.9 vs. -63.7 points; 
and Students w

ith 
D

isabilities at - 176.7 
vs. -119.4 point 
 

 U
se of SBAC

 
M

athem
atics as D

FS-
109.5 point below

 
standard (declined 8.9 
Points) no testing due 
to Pandem

ic and 
closed cam

pus. 
C

AASPP w
as not 

given to students 
during the 2019-2020 
school year. Teachers 
used a variety of 
form

ative/sum
m

ative 
assessm

ents along 
w

ith anecdotal records 
to m

easure student 
progress. outcom

e is 
an overall increase of 
at least 10%

 of 
students w

ho m
eet or 

exceed the standard 
on their subsequent 
C

AASPP 
 

Access iR
eady 

assessm
ent and 

technology        

ELA: 15%
 

M
ath: 5%

 
 Increased student 
perform

ance as 
m

onitored by i-R
eady 

scores show
 

im
provem

ent from
 

start of the year to 
current 

 
 

 
ELA: 15%

 
M

ath: 5%
 

Increased student 
perform

ance as 
m

onitored by i-R
eady 

scores show
 

im
provem

ent from
 

start of the year to 
current 
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M
etric 

Baseline 
Year 1 O

utcom
e 

Year 2 O
utcom

e 
Year 3 O

utcom
e 

D
esired O

utcom
e for 

2023–24 
 

English Learner 
Proficiency        

R
eclassification 

14.9%
 

 %
 of English Learners 

w
ho progress in 

English Proficiency 
(M

easured by ELPAC
)  

10.23%
 2018-2019 

Learners at -107.2 vs. 
-45.1 points; 
 

 
 

 
R

eclassification 
14.9%

 
%

 of English Learners 
w

ho progress in 
English Proficiency 
(M

easured by ELPAC
)  

10.23%
 2018-

2019The expected 
outcom

e is an overall 
increase of at 
least10%

 of students 
w

ho m
eet or exceed 

the standard on their 
subsequent C

AASPP 
 

R
eclassification R

ate 
         

R
eclassification 

14.9%
 

 
 

 
R

eclassification 
14.9%

 - 
R

eclassification rate 
by 5%

. 
Students w

ith IEPs 
proficiency        

Increase Students 
w

ith IEPs on SBAC
 by 

1%
 or m

ore per year. 

 
 

 
Increase Students 
w

ith IEPs on SBAC
 by 

1%
 or m

ore per year. 
 A

ctions 
 Action # 

Title  
D

escription 
Total Funds 

C
ontributing 

1 
Support to increase 
student academ

ic 
achievem

ent        

C
ounselor, Tutors; Specialists; Stipends; 10 PD

 D
ays; 2 Extra D

ays; 
Instructional M

aterials 
  

$354,070.00 
X   

Yes     

2 
Teacher R

etention: 
C

oaching Support        Ensure teacher retention rem
ains high. 

D
irector of Instruction and 50%

 of Executive Adm
inistrator 

$199,511.00 
X   

Yes     
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Action # 
Title  

D
escription 

Total Funds 
C

ontributing 
Provide consistent teacher observation, coaching, and m

entoring 
support 
   

 G
oal A

nalysis [2021-22] 
An analysis of how

 this goal w
as carried out in the previous year. 

A description of any substantive differences in planned actions and actual im
plem

entation of these actions. 
 Analysis of the 2021-22 goals w

ill occur during the 2022-23 update cycle.         
 An explanation of m

aterial differences betw
een Budgeted Expenditures and Estim

ated Actual Expenditures. 
 Analysis of the 2021-22 goals w

ill occur during the 2022-23 update cycle.         
 An explanation of how

 effective the specific actions w
ere in m

aking progress tow
ard the goal. 

 Analysis of the 2021-22 goals w
ill occur during the 2022-23 update cycle.         

 A description of any changes m
ade to the planned goal, m

etrics, desired outcom
es, or actions for the com

ing year that resulted from
 

reflections on prior practice. 
 Analysis of the 2021-22 goals w

ill occur during the 2022-23 update cycle.         
 A

 report of the Estim
ated A

ctual Expenditures for last year’s actions m
ay be found in the A

nnual U
pdate Expenditures Table. 
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G
oals and A

ctions 
 G

oal 
 

G
oal # 

D
escription 

2 
Increase m

eaningful and purposeful student, teacher, and parent engagem
ent. 

 (State Priorities: 3 Parent Engagem
ent, 5 Student Engagem

ent, & 6 School C
lim

ate C
ulture) 

         
 An explanation of w

hy the LEA has developed this goal. 
 Increase m

eaningful and purposeful student, teacher, and parent engagem
ent.         

 M
easuring and R

eporting R
esults 

 

M
etric 

Baseline 
Year 1 O

utcom
e 

Year 2 O
utcom

e 
Year 3 O

utcom
e 

D
esired O

utcom
e for 

2023–24 
Fall Youth Truth 
Survey: Parent 
Involvem

ent        

School w
ill continue to 

provide m
ultiple 

opportunities for 
parent involvem

ent in 
school life and ease of 
hom

e-school 
com

m
unication 

 
 

 
School w

ill continue to 
provide m

ultiple 
opportunities for 
parent involvem

ent in 
school life and ease of 
hom

e-school 
com

m
unication 

Spring Parent Survey: 
Engagem

ent        
School w

ill engage 
parents and students 
in decision-m

aking. 

 
 

 
School w

ill engage 
parents and students 
in decision-m

aking. 
AD

A R
ate        

School w
ill continue to 

m
aintain AD

A rate at 
or above 96%

 

 
 

 
School w

ill continue to 
m

aintain AD
A rate at 

or above 96%
 

Suspensions and 
Expulsion R

ates        
The School w

ill 
continue to m

aintain a 
low

 suspension rate 
below

 1%
. 

 
 

 
The School w

ill 
continue to m

aintain a 
low

 suspension rate 
below

 1%
. 
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M
etric 

Baseline 
Year 1 O

utcom
e 

Year 2 O
utcom

e 
Year 3 O

utcom
e 

D
esired O

utcom
e for 

2023–24 
The school w

ill 
continue to m

aintain a 
low

 suspension rate 
below

 1%
. 

 

The school w
ill 

continue to m
aintain a 

low
 suspension rate 

below
 1%

. 
 

 A
ctions 

 Action # 
Title  

D
escription 

Total Funds 
C

ontributing 
1 

Parent C
oordinator        The parent C

oordinator w
ill assist w

ith the engagem
ent of parents. 

  

$58,656.00 
X   

Yes     

2 
Program

 
C

oordinator/O
peratio

ns Team
  & School 

C
ulture C

lim
ate 

Team
        

Identified staff w
ill assist w

ith the engagem
ent of students. 

The Program
 C

oordinator and O
perations Team

 w
ill focus on 

attendance. 
The School C

ulture and C
lim

ate Team
 w

ill w
ork on im

plem
enting the 

PBIS Fram
ew

ork and program
s. (Title 1 & Title IV) 

   

$374,008.00 
X   

Yes     

3 
Student Activities        Student Activities to engage students in learning 

  

$40,000.00 
X   

Yes     

4 
Enrollm

ent and 
O

utreach- "SC
H

O
LA 

Services " and 
Increase AD

A        

Ensure that all parents have on-boarding support from
 first point of 

LEA interest and contact through traIning to use all com
m

unications 
and technology system

s to support their child's education at the 
charter school. 
  

$15,000.00 
X   

Yes     

 G
oal A

nalysis [2021-22] 
An analysis of how

 this goal w
as carried out in the previous year. 

A description of any substantive differences in planned actions and actual im
plem

entation of these actions. 
 Analysis of the 2021-22 goals w

ill occur during the 2022-23 update cycle.         
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 An explanation of m
aterial differences betw

een Budgeted Expenditures and Estim
ated Actual Expenditures. 

 Analysis of the 2021-22 goals w
ill occur during the 2022-23 update cycle.         

 An explanation of how
 effective the specific actions w

ere in m
aking progress tow

ard the goal. 
 Analysis of the 2021-22 goals w

ill occur during the 2022-23 update cycle.         
 A description of any changes m

ade to the planned goal, m
etrics, desired outcom

es, or actions for the com
ing year that resulted from

 
reflections on prior practice. 
 Analysis of the 2021-22 goals w

ill occur during the 2022-23 update cycle.         
 A

 report of the Estim
ated A

ctual Expenditures for last year’s actions m
ay be found in the A

nnual U
pdate Expenditures Table. 
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G
oals and A

ctions 
 G

oal 
 

G
oal # 

D
escription 

3 
Provide and appropriate Basic C

ondition of LearningSocial-em
otional and behavioral support w

ith extended classes and 
enrichm

ent activities for students, and ensure all students are actively engaged and supported through a safe, healthy, 
and rigorous learning environm

ent. Increase student engagem
ent.         

 An explanation of w
hy the LEA has developed this goal. 

 Provide students w
ith a safe place to learn, providing M

TSS and social em
otional support to all students.         

 M
easuring and R

eporting R
esults 

 

M
etric 

Baseline 
Year 1 O

utcom
e 

Year 2 O
utcom

e 
Year 3 O

utcom
e 

D
esired O

utcom
e for 

2023–24 
U

se of M
utli-tier 

schoolw
ide program

 
(M

TSS)        

100%
 

 
 

 
100%

 

AD
A 

         

96.%
 

 
 

 
96.%

 

C
hronic Absenteeism

        
The schoolw

ide 
D

ashboard C
hronic 

Absenteeism
 Indicator 

color is yellow
. Bert 

C
orona M

iddle 
School’s 2019 C

hronic 
Absenteeism

 
Percentage w

as 7.0%
, 

w
hich w

as low
er than 

the State at 10.1%
. 

 
 

 
<7.0%

 for all students 

Suspensions        
The schoolw

ide 
D

ashboard 
Suspension R

ate 

 
 

 
<6.2%

 a decline of 6%
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M
etric 

Baseline 
Year 1 O

utcom
e 

Year 2 O
utcom

e 
Year 3 O

utcom
e 

D
esired O

utcom
e for 

2023–24 
Indicator color is 
green, w

hich is 6.2%
 

a decline of .5%
. 

English learners is 
green w

ith 3.3%
 a 

decline of 5.9%
. 

Teachers w
ill 

participate in ongoing 
research-based 
professional 
developm

ent in the 
areas of English 
Language Arts, M

ath, 
N

ext G
eneration 

Science Standards 
(N

G
SS), English 

Language 
D

evelopm
ent (ELD

), 
Technology, and 
D

ifferentiated 
instruction to m

eet the 
needs of all students 
and subgroups.        

96%
 Teachers 

participated in 
professional 
developm

ent 
throughout the 
physical closure of the 
C

harter School. 

 
 

 
96%

 Teachers 
participated in 
professional 
developm

ent 
throughout the 
physical closure of the 
C

harter School. 

100%
 of ELs w

ill have 
full access to C

C
SS- 

aligned curriculum
 as 

they develop EL 
proficiency.        

100%
 All students had 

access to C
C

SS- 
aligned curriculum

 as 
they develop EL 
proficiency. 

 
 

 
100%

 All students had 
access to C

C
SS- 

aligned curriculum
 as 

they develop EL 
proficiency. 

 A
ctions 

 Action # 
Title  

D
escription 

Total Funds 
C

ontributing 
1 

Salaries and Benefits        
Salaries and Benefits for all staff m

em
bers, not included in identified 

LC
AP planned actions. 

 

$1,867,513.00 
X   

N
o      
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Action # 
Title  

D
escription 

Total Funds 
C

ontributing 
 

2 
Professional 
D

evelopm
ent        

Professional D
evelopm

ent for all staff m
em

bers  
 C

C
SS training w

ill be em
bedded into professional developm

ent 
m

eetings. 
BTSA Training/ N

ew
 Teacher Support (Title 2) 

. Backw
ards D

esign 
. Standards-Based G

rading 
. Project-Based Learning 
. Service-Learning 

• 
C

C
SS ELD

 Strategies for EL students to access core 
curriculum

/attain academ
ic English 

• 
Im

plem
entation of M

onse
ñor O

scar R
om

ero C
harter English 

Learner Plan 
• 

W
hetstone O

bservation and Evaluation Process for teacher 
grow

th 
• 

C
C

SS curriculum
 im

plem
entation of ELA, ELD

, M
athem

atics, 
N

EXT G
eneration Science Standards, and Social 

SFA Training, C
oaching, and Support (Title 3) 

Science 
• 

Effective use of m
ultim

edia and technology in the classroom
 

(N
earpod, Peardeck, Flipgrid, and G

oogle Form
s) 

• 
Instructional Shifts for ELA/M

ath, Speaking/Listening 
Standards, D

esign, Big Ideas, Essential Q
uestions, 

Academ
ic C

onversations/D
iscourse, C

lose R
eading 

Strategies, and Text-D
ependent Q

uestions 
• 

U
sing iR

eady, Infinite C
am

pus/Thinking N
ation W

riting 
Assessm

ent Program
s 

• 
Strategies for SW

D
 to access core curriculum

 in the general 
classroom

 
• 

Positive Behavior and Intensive Support (PBIS) and 
alternatives to suspension 

• 
M

aintenance of database system
 to track teacher 

credentialing, m
edical clearances, and background 

clearances-H
um

an R
esources. 

C
hallenging, Engaging, and Em

pow
ering Students w

ith D
eeper 

Instruction 
 

$48,573.00 
X   

Yes     
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Action # 
Title  

D
escription 

Total Funds 
C

ontributing 
  

3 
C

ore Instructional 
M

aterials; 
Technology        

C
ore Instructional M

aterials; Technology provided to all students. 
 Technology in the classroom

 including, but is not lim
ited to i-R

eady in 
ELA, M

athem
atics, and other program

s. N
earpod, Peardeck, Flipgrid, 

and G
oogle Form

s 
 SFA M

aterials (Title 3) 
   

$144,926.00 
X   

N
o      

4 
M

aintenance/C
ustodi

al/Security (2201)        M
aintenance/C

ustodial/Security 
 School facilities are clean and m

aintained in good repair w
ith daily 

spot check and Site Inspection Lists iw
th greater than 90%

 of item
s in 

com
pliance or good standing. 

   

$213,756.00 
X   

N
o      

5 
Technology 
Enhancem

ent        
Additional Technology  and IT Support to enhance the basic 
instructional program

. 
  

$41,934.00 
X   

N
o      

 G
oal A

nalysis [2021-22] 
An analysis of how

 this goal w
as carried out in the previous year. 

A description of any substantive differences in planned actions and actual im
plem

entation of these actions. 
 Analysis of the 2021-22 goals w

ill occur during the 2022-23 update cycle.         
 An explanation of m

aterial differences betw
een Budgeted Expenditures and Estim

ated Actual Expenditures. 
 Analysis of the 2021-22 goals w

ill occur during the 2022-23 update cycle.         
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An explanation of how
 effective the specific actions w

ere in m
aking progress tow

ard the goal. 
 Analysis of the 2021-22 goals w

ill occur during the 2022-23 update cycle.         
 A description of any changes m

ade to the planned goal, m
etrics, desired outcom

es, or actions for the com
ing year that resulted from

 
reflections on prior practice. 
 Analysis of the 2021-22 goals w

ill occur during the 2022-23 update cycle.         
 A

 report of the Estim
ated A

ctual Expenditures for last year’s actions m
ay be found in the A

nnual U
pdate Expenditures Table. 
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 Increased or Im
proved Services for Foster Youth, English Learners, and Low

-
Incom

e Students [2021-22] 
 Percentage to Increase or Im

prove Services  Increased Apportionm
ent based on the Enrollm

ent of Foster Youth, English Learners, and Low
-

Incom
e students  

31.94%
 

$848,006         
 The B

udgeted Expenditures for A
ctions identified as C

ontributing m
ay be found in the Increased or Im

proved Services Expenditures 
Table. 
 R

equired D
escriptions 

 For each action being provided to an entire school, or across the entire school district or county office of education (C
O

E), an explanation of 
(1) how

 the needs of foster youth, English learners, and low
-incom

e students w
ere considered first, and (2) how

 these actions are effective in 
m

eeting the goals for these students. 
 FY 21-22, The C

harter School w
ill im

plem
ent the follow

ing goals and actions to m
eet our English learners' academ

ic and social-em
otional 

needs, socioeconom
ically disadvantaged, and Foster Youth. 

G
oal 1: Action 1--Planned services for this action item

 include School C
ounselor, Tutors, Specialists, Stipends, 10 Professional 

D
evelopm

ent D
ays, 2 Extra Instructional D

ays, and Instructional m
aterials for Acceleration, intervention, and enrichm

ent. 
G

oal 1: Action 2—
Planned services for this action item

 include the D
irector of Instruction and 50%

 of Adm
inistrator focus on coaching 

support for teachers. 
G

oal 2: Action 1 --Planned services for this action item
 include a Parent C

oordinator. 
G

oal 2: Action 2--Planned services for this action item
 include Program

 C
oordinator & operations team

 (attendance), School C
lim

ate & 
C

ulture (SC
C

) C
oordinator, and the SC

C
 Team

 w
ill w

ork on im
plem

enting the Positive Behavior Interventions and Supports (PBIS) 
Fram

ew
ork and Program

s (Title 1 & Title 4). 
G

oal 2: Action 3--Planned services for this action item
 includes funds for field trips and vendors to provide enhanced learning opportunities 

through enriching life experiences. 
G

oal 2: Action 4--Planned services for this action item
 includes funds to Ensure that all parents have onboarding support from

 the first point 
of LEA interest and contact through training to use all com

m
unications and technology system

s to support their child's education at the 
charter school. 
G

oal 3: Action 2--Planned services for this action item
 include professional developm

ent for all staff m
em

bers on strategies to m
eet our 

English learners' academ
ic and social-em

otional needs, socioeconom
ically disadvantaged, and Foster Youth. 

G
oal 3: Action 3--Planned services for this action item

 include enhance technology to custom
ize and individualize instruction. 
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 A description of how
 services for foster youth, English learners, and low

-incom
e students are being increased or im

proved by the percentage 
required. 
 FY 21-22, The C

harter School has a detailed plan to increase foster youth, English learners, and low
-incom

e student services. The C
harter 

School staff w
ill take on a "triage" approach to screen student need, apply appropriate tiered instruction, m

onitor student achievem
ent, and 

revise the application of instructions needed. All students w
ill have access to grade-level instruction and resources (dem

ocracy and equity). 
Based on the analysis of sum

m
ative and form

ative assessm
ents, targeted acceleration and intervention w

ill be provided. The focus w
ill be to 

scale up. Targeted instruction w
ill be provided to students at their level and address student-specific needs, focusing on skills needed to 

m
aster grade-level content in language arts, m

athem
atics, and English Language D

evelopm
ent. (less is m

ore, depth over coverage). This 
accelerated instruction w

ill occur during the instructional day and enable a w
ide range of services from

 general education teachers, special 
education teachers, support staff, and adm

inistration. A strategic instructional program
 requires a m

ulti-tiered instructional delivery m
odel 

responding to each student's individual needs (personalization). 
 The C

harter School has provided all English Learners, foster youth, and low
-incom

e w
ith a C

hrom
ebook and a M

obile W
IFI H

otspot to 
engage in distance learning. Teachers have incorporated U

niversal D
esign for Learning (U

D
L) into their distance learning for synchronous 

and asynchronous instruction. Teachers planned and im
plem

ented synchronous lessons. Provide sm
all group support and designated ELD

. 
Students are provided opportunities to engage in D

esignated ELD
 D

aily. All certificated and classified w
orked collectively to m

eet the needs 
of English learners, foster youth, and low

-incom
e students.  

 M
ental H

ealth and W
ell-Being of All: Teachers w

ill continue to receive professional developm
ent on traum

a-teaching along w
ith the tools and 

resources to m
ove from

 a learner m
anager to a Learner Em

pow
ered (Active-C

itizen). 
• 

Incorporate w
elcom

ing/inclusion activities (develop a tone of decency and trust) 
• 

C
reate learning team

s and expectations (student as w
orker-teacher as coach) 

• 
U

se groups to get students talking (SFA the pow
er is in the conversation) 

• 
Set goals together (student agency) 

• 
C

ore Priorities of Traum
a-Inform

ed D
istance Learning 

• 
Predictability 

• 
Flexibility 

• 
C

onnection 
• 

Em
pow

erm
ent 
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 Total Expenditures Table 
 

LC
FF Funds 

O
ther State Funds 

Local Funds 
Federal Funds 

Total Funds 

$3,152,706.00         
 

 
$205,241.00 

$3,357,947.00 

 

Totals: 
Total Personnel 

Total N
on-personnel 

Totals:          
$2,874,265.00 

$483,682.00 

 
G

oal 
A

ction # 
Student G

roup(s) 
Title 

LC
FF Funds 

O
ther State Funds 

Local Funds 
Federal Funds 

Total Funds 
1 

1 
X English Learners        
X Foster Youth        
X Low

 Incom
e        

Support to increase student 
academ

ic achievem
ent        

$354,070.00 
 

 
 

$354,070.00 

1 
2 

X English Learners        
X Foster Youth        
X Low

 Incom
e        

Teacher R
etention: C

oaching 
Support        

$199,511.00 
 

 
 

$199,511.00 

2 
1 

X English Learners        
X Foster Youth        
X Low

 Incom
e        

Parent C
oordinator        

$58,656.00 
 

 
 

$58,656.00 

2 
2 

X English Learners        
X Foster Youth        
X Low

 Incom
e        

Program
 C

oordinator/O
perations 

Team
  & School C

ulture C
lim

ate 
Team

        

$197,340.00 
 

 
$176,668.00 

$374,008.00 

2 
3 

X English Learners        
X Foster Youth        
X Low

 Incom
e        

Student Activities        
$40,000.00 

 
 

 
$40,000.00 

2 
4 

X English Learners        
X Foster Youth        
X Low

 Incom
e        

Enrollm
ent and O

utreach- 
"SC

H
O

LA Services " and Increase 
AD

A        

$15,000.00 
 

 
 

$15,000.00 

3 
1 

X All        
Salaries and Benefits        

$1,867,513.00 
 

 
 

$1,867,513.00 

3 
2 

X English Learners        
X Foster Youth        
X Low

 Incom
e        

Professional D
evelopm

ent        
$20,000.00 

 
 

$28,573.00 
$48,573.00 

3 
3 

X All        
C

ore Instructional M
aterials; 

Technology        
$144,926.00 

 
 

 
$144,926.00 
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G
oal 

A
ction # 

Student G
roup(s) 

Title 
LC

FF Funds 
O

ther State Funds 
Local Funds 

Federal Funds 
Total Funds 

3 
4 

X All        
M

aintenance/C
ustodial/Security 

(2201)        
$213,756.00 

 
 

 
$213,756.00 

3 
5 

X All        
Technology Enhancem

ent        
$41,934.00 

 
 

 
$41,934.00 
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 C
ontributing Expenditures Tables 

 

Totals by Type 
Total LC

FF Funds 
Total Funds 

Total:         
$884,577.00 

$1,089,818.00 

LEA
-w

ide Total:         
$884,577.00 

$1,089,818.00 

Lim
ited Total:         

$0.00 
$0.00 

Schoolw
ide Total:         

$0.00 
$0.00 

  

G
oal 

A
ction # 

A
ction Title 

Scope 
U

nduplicated 
Student G

roup(s) 
Location 

LC
FF Funds 

Total Funds 

1 
1 

Support to increase 
student academ

ic 
achievem

ent 

X LEA-w
ide        

X English Learners        
X Foster Youth        
X Low

 Incom
e        

 
$354,070.00 

$354,070.00 

1 
2 

Teacher R
etention: 

C
oaching Support 

X LEA-w
ide        

X English Learners        
X Foster Youth        
X Low

 Incom
e        

 
$199,511.00 

$199,511.00 

2 
1 

Parent C
oordinator 

X LEA-w
ide        

X English Learners        
X Foster Youth        
X Low

 Incom
e        

 Specific Schools: 
Bert C

orona charter 
M

iddle School        
 5-8        

$58,656.00 
$58,656.00 

2 
2 

Program
 

C
oordinator/O

peratio
ns Team

  & School 
C

ulture C
lim

ate 
Team

 

X LEA-w
ide        

X English Learners        
X Foster Youth        
X Low

 Incom
e        

 
$197,340.00 

$374,008.00 

2 
3 

Student Activities 
X LEA-w

ide        
X English Learners        
X Foster Youth        
X Low

 Incom
e        

 
$40,000.00 

$40,000.00 

2 
4 

Enrollm
ent and 

O
utreach- "SC

H
O

LA 
Services " and 
Increase AD

A 

X LEA-w
ide        

X English Learners        
X Foster Youth        
X Low

 Incom
e        

 
$15,000.00 

$15,000.00 

3 
2 

Professional 
D

evelopm
ent 

X LEA-w
ide        

X English Learners        
X Foster Youth        

 
$20,000.00 

$48,573.00 
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G
oal 

A
ction # 

A
ction Title 

Scope 
U

nduplicated 
Student G

roup(s) 
Location 

LC
FF Funds 

Total Funds 

X Low
 Incom

e        
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 A
nnual U

pdate Table Year 1 [2021-22] 
 Annual update of the 2021-22 goals w

ill occur during the 2022-23 update cycle. 
 

Last Year's 
G

oal # 
Last Year's 

A
ction # 

Prior A
ction/Service Title 

C
ontributed to 

Increased or Im
proved 

Services? 
Last Year's Total Planned 

Expenditures 
Total Estim

ated A
ctual 

Expenditures 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

Totals: 
Planned Expenditure Total 

Estim
ated A

ctual Total 

Totals:         
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Instructions 
 Plan Sum

m
ary 

Stakeholder Engagem
ent 

G
oals and Actions 

Increased or Im
proved Services for Foster Youth, English Learners, and Low

-Incom
e Students 

For additional questions or technical assistance related to the com
pletion of the LC

A
P

 tem
plate, please contact the local C

O
E

, or the 
C

alifornia D
epartm

ent of E
ducation’s (C

D
E

’s) Local A
gency S

ystem
s S

upport O
ffice by phone at 916-319-0809 or by em

ail at 
lcff@

cde.ca.gov. 

Introduction and Instructions 
The Local C

ontrol Funding Form
ula (LC

FF) requires LEAs to engage their local stakeholders in an annual planning process to evaluate their 
progress w

ithin eight state priority areas encom
passing all statutory m

etrics (C
O

Es have ten state priorities). LEAs docum
ent the results of this 

planning process in the Local C
ontrol and Accountability Plan (LC

AP) using the tem
plate adopted by the State Board of Education.  

The LC
AP developm

ent process serves three distinct, but related functions:  

• 
C

om
prehensive Strategic Planning: The process of developing and annually updating the LC

AP supports com
prehensive strategic planning 

(C
alifornia E

ducation C
ode [E

C
] 52064(e)(1)). Strategic planning that is com

prehensive connects budgetary decisions to teaching and learning 
perform

ance data. Local educational agencies (LEAs) should continually evaluate the hard choices they m
ake about the use of lim

ited resources to 
m

eet student and com
m

unity needs to ensure opportunities and outcom
es are im

proved for all students. 

• 
M

eaningful Stakeholder Engagem
ent: The LC

AP developm
ent process should result in an LC

AP that reflects decisions m
ade through m

eaningful 
stakeholder engagem

ent (E
C

 52064(e)(1)). Local stakeholders possess valuable perspectives and insights about an LEA's program
s and services. 

Effective strategic planning w
ill incorporate these perspectives and insights in order to identify potential goals and actions to be included in the 

LC
AP. 

• 
A

ccountability and C
om

pliance: The LC
AP serves an im

portant accountability function because aspects of the LC
AP tem

plate require LEAs to 
show

 that they have com
plied w

ith various requirem
ents specified in the LC

FF statutes and regulations, m
ost notably: 

o 
D

em
onstrating that LEAs are increasing or im

proving services for foster youth, English learners, and low
-incom

e students in proportion to 
the am

ount of additional funding those students generate under LC
FF (E

C
 52064(b)(4-6)). 

o 
Establishing goals, supported by actions and related expenditures, that address the statutory priority areas and statutory m

etrics (EC
 

52064(b)(1) & (2)).  
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o 
Annually review

ing and updating the LC
AP to reflect progress tow

ard the goals (E
C

 52064(b)(7)). 

The LC
AP tem

plate, like each LEA’s final adopted LC
AP, is a docum

ent, not a process. LEAs m
ust use the tem

plate to m
em

orialize the 
outcom

e of their LC
AP developm

ent process, w
hich should: (a) reflect com

prehensive strategic planning (b) through m
eaningful engagem

ent 
w

ith stakeholders that (c) m
eets legal requirem

ents, as reflected in the final adopted LC
AP. The sections included w

ithin the LC
AP tem

plate 
do not and cannot reflect the full developm

ent process, just as the LC
AP tem

plate itself is not intended as a stakeholder engagem
ent tool.  

If a county superintendent of schools has jurisdiction over a single school district, the county board of education and the governing board of 
the school district m

ay adopt and file for review
 and approval a single LC

AP consistent w
ith the requirem

ents in E
C

 sections 52060, 52062, 
52066, 52068, and 52070. The LC

AP m
ust clearly articulate to w

hich entity’s budget (school district or county superintendent of schools) all 
budgeted and actual expenditures are aligned. 

The revised LC
AP tem

plate for the 2021–22, 2022–23, and 2023–24 school years reflects statutory changes m
ade through Assem

bly Bill 
1840 (C

om
m

ittee on Budget), C
hapter 243, Statutes of 2018. These statutory changes enhance transparency regarding expenditures on 

actions included in the LC
AP, including actions that contribute to m

eeting the requirem
ent to increase or im

prove services for foster youth, 
English learners, and low

-incom
e students, and to stream

line the inform
ation presented w

ithin the LC
AP to m

ake adopted LC
APs m

ore 
accessible for stakeholders and the public. 

At its m
ost basic, the adopted LC

AP should attem
pt to distill not just w

hat the LEA is doing, but also allow
 stakeholders to understand w

hy, 
and w

hether those strategies are leading to im
proved opportunities and outcom

es for students. LEAs are strongly encouraged to use 
language and a level of detail in their adopted LC

APs intended to be m
eaningful and accessible for the LEA’s diverse stakeholders and the 

broader public. 

In developing and finalizing the LC
AP for adoption, LEAs are encouraged to keep the follow

ing overarching fram
e at the forefront of the 

strategic planning and stakeholder engagem
ent functions:  

G
iven present perform

ance across the state priorities and on indicators in the C
alifornia School D

ashboard, how
 is the LEA using its 

budgetary resources to respond to student and com
m

unity needs, and address any perform
ance gaps, including by m

eeting its 
obligation to increase or im

prove services for foster youth, English learners, and low
-incom

e students? 

LEAs are encouraged to focus on a set of m
etrics or a set of actions that the LEA believes, based on input gathered from

 stakeholders, 
research, and experience, w

ill have the biggest im
pact on behalf of its students.  

These instructions address the requirem
ents for each section of the LC

AP, but m
ay include inform

ation about effective practices w
hen 

developing the LC
AP and com

pleting the LC
AP itself. Additionally, inform

ation is included at the beginning of each section em
phasizing the 

purpose that each section serves. 
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Plan Sum
m

ary 

Purpose 
A w

ell-developed Plan Sum
m

ary section provides a m
eaningful context for the LC

AP. This section provides inform
ation about an LEA’s 

com
m

unity as w
ell as relevant inform

ation about student needs and perform
ance. In order to provide a m

eaningful context for the rest of the 
LC

AP, the content of this section should be clearly and m
eaningfully related to the content included in the subsequent sections of the LC

AP. 
 R

equirem
ents and Instructions 

G
eneral Inform

ation – Briefly describe the students and com
m

unity. For exam
ple, inform

ation about an LEA in term
s of geography, 

enrollm
ent, or em

ploym
ent, the num

ber and size of specific schools, recent com
m

unity challenges, and other such inform
ation as an LEA 

w
ishes to include can enable a reader to m

ore fully understand an LEA’s LC
AP. 

R
eflections: Successes – Based on a review

 of perform
ance on the state indicators and local perform

ance indicators included in the 
D

ashboard, progress tow
ard LC

AP goals, local self-assessm
ent tools, stakeholder input, and any other inform

ation, w
hat progress is the LEA 

m
ost proud of and how

 does the LEA plan to m
aintain or build upon that success? This m

ay include identifying specific exam
ples of how

 past 
increases or im

provem
ents in services for foster youth, English learners, and low

-incom
e students have led to im

proved perform
ance for these 

students. 

R
eflections: Identified N

eed – R
eferring to the D

ashboard, identify: (a) any state indicator for w
hich overall perform

ance w
as in the “R

ed” or 
“O

range” perform
ance category or any local indicator w

here the LEA received a “N
ot M

et” or “N
ot M

et for Tw
o or M

ore Years” rating AN
D

 (b) 
any state indicator for w

hich perform
ance for any student group w

as tw
o or m

ore perform
ance levels below

 the “all student” perform
ance. 

W
hat steps is the LEA planning to take to address these areas of low

 perform
ance and perform

ance gaps? O
ther needs m

ay be identified 
using locally collected data including data collected to inform

 the self-reflection tools and reporting local indicators on the D
ashboard. 

LC
A

P H
ighlights – Identify and briefly sum

m
arize the key features of this year’s LC

AP. 

C
om

prehensive Support and Im
provem

ent – An LEA w
ith a school or schools identified for com

prehensive support and im
provem

ent (C
SI) 

under the Every Student Succeeds Act m
ust respond to the follow

ing prom
pts: 

● 
Schools Identified: Identify the schools w

ithin the LEA that have been identified for C
SI.  

● 
Support for Identified Schools: D

escribe how
 the LEA has or w

ill support the identified schools in developing C
SI plans that included 

a school-level needs assessm
ent, evidence-based interventions, and the identification of any resource inequities to be addressed 

through the im
plem

entation of the C
SI plan. 

● 
M

onitoring and Evaluating Effectiveness: D
escribe how

 the LEA w
ill m

onitor and evaluate the im
plem

entation and effectiveness of 
the C

SI plan to support student and school im
provem

ent. 



2
0

2
1

-2
2

 Lo
cal C

o
n

tro
l A

cco
u

n
tab

ility P
lan

 fo
r B

ert C
o

ro
n

a C
h

arter M
id

d
le Sch

o
o

l 
P

age 3
5

 o
f 4

5

Stakeholder Engagem
ent 

Purpose 
Significant and purposeful engagem

ent of parents, students, educators, and other stakeholders, including those representing the student 
groups identified by LC

FF, is critical to the developm
ent of the LC

AP and the budget process. C
onsistent w

ith statute, such stakeholder 
engagem

ent should support com
prehensive strategic planning, accountability, and im

provem
ent across the state priorities and locally 

identified priorities (E
C

 52064(e)(1)). Stakeholder engagem
ent is an ongoing, annual process.  

This section is designed to reflect how
 stakeholder engagem

ent influenced the decisions reflected in the adopted LC
AP. The goal is to allow

 
stakeholders that participated in the LC

AP developm
ent process and the broader public understand how

 the LEA engaged stakeholders and 
the im

pact of that engagem
ent. LEAs are encouraged to keep this goal in the forefront w

hen com
pleting this section.  

Statute and regulations specify the stakeholder groups that school districts and C
O

Es m
ust consult w

hen developing the LC
AP: teachers, 

principals, adm
inistrators, other school personnel, local bargaining units of the LEA, parents, and students. Before adopting the LC

AP, school 
districts and C

O
Es m

ust share it w
ith the Parent Advisory C

om
m

ittee and, if applicable, to its English Learner Parent Advisory C
om

m
ittee. The 

superintendent is required by statute to respond in w
riting to the com

m
ents received from

 these com
m

ittees. School districts and C
O

Es m
ust 

also consult w
ith the special education local plan area adm

inistrator(s) w
hen developing the LC

AP. Statute requires charter schools to consult 
w

ith teachers, principals, adm
inistrators, other school personnel, parents, and students in developing the LC

AP. The LC
AP should also be 

shared w
ith, and LEAs should request input from

, schoolsite-level advisory groups, as applicable (e.g., schoolsite councils, English Learner 
Advisory C

ouncils, student advisory groups, etc.), to facilitate alignm
ent betw

een schoolsite and district-level goals and actions.  

Inform
ation and resources that support effective stakeholder engagem

ent, define student consultation, and provide the requirem
ents for 

advisory group com
position, can be found under R

esources on the follow
ing w

eb page of the C
D

E’s w
ebsite: https://w

w
w

.cde.ca.gov/re/lc/. 

R
equirem

ents and Instructions 
Below

 is an excerpt from
 the 2018–19 G

uide for A
nnual A

udits of K
–12 Local E

ducation A
gencies and S

tate C
om

pliance R
eporting, w

hich is 
provided to highlight the legal requirem

ents for stakeholder engagem
ent in the LC

AP developm
ent process: 

Local C
ontrol and A

ccountability Plan: 
For county offices of education and school districts only, verify the LEA: 

a) Presented the local control and accountability plan to the parent advisory com
m

ittee in accordance w
ith Education C

ode section 
52062(a)(1) or 52068(a)(1), as appropriate. 

b) If applicable, presented the local control and accountability plan to the English learner parent advisory com
m

ittee, in accordance 
w

ith Education C
ode section 52062(a)(2) or 52068(a)(2), as appropriate. 
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c) N
otified m

em
bers of the public of the opportunity to subm

it com
m

ents regarding specific actions and expenditures proposed to 
be included in the local control and accountability plan in accordance w

ith Education C
ode section 52062(a)(3) or 52068(a)(3), 

as appropriate. 

d) H
eld at least one public hearing in accordance w

ith Education C
ode section 52062(b)(1) or 52068(b)(1), as appropriate. 

e) Adopted the local control and accountability plan in a public m
eeting in accordance w

ith Education C
ode section 52062(b)(2) or 

52068(b)(2), as appropriate. 

Prom
pt 1: “A sum

m
ary of the stakeholder process and how

 the stakeholder engagem
ent w

as considered before finalizing the LC
AP.” 

D
escribe the stakeholder engagem

ent process used by the LEA to involve stakeholders in the developm
ent of the LC

AP, including, at a 
m

inim
um

, describing how
 the LEA m

et its obligation to consult w
ith all statutorily required stakeholder groups as applicable to the type of LEA. 

A sufficient response to this prom
pt m

ust include general inform
ation about the tim

eline of the process and m
eetings or other engagem

ent 
strategies w

ith stakeholders. A response m
ay also include inform

ation about an LEA’s philosophical approach to stakeholder engagem
ent.  

Prom
pt 2: “A sum

m
ary of the feedback provided by specific stakeholder groups.” 

D
escribe and sum

m
arize the stakeholder feedback provided by specific stakeholders. A sufficient response to this prom

pt w
ill indicate ideas, 

trends, or inputs that em
erged from

 an analysis of the feedback received from
 stakeholders. 

Prom
pt 3: “A description of the aspects of the LC

AP that w
ere influenced by specific stakeholder input.” 

A sufficient response to this prom
pt w

ill provide stakeholders and the public clear, specific inform
ation about how

 the stakeholder engagem
ent 

process influenced the developm
ent of the LC

AP. The response m
ust describe aspects of the LC

AP that w
ere influenced by or developed in 

response to the stakeholder feedback described in response to Prom
pt 2. This m

ay include a description of how
 the LEA prioritized 

stakeholder requests w
ithin the context of the budgetary resources available or otherw

ise prioritized areas of focus w
ithin the LC

AP. For the 
purposes of this prom

pt, “aspects” of an LC
AP that m

ay have been influenced by stakeholder input can include, but are not necessarily lim
ited 

to: • 
Inclusion of a goal or decision to pursue a Focus G

oal (as described below
) 

• 
Inclusion of m

etrics other than the statutorily required m
etrics 

• 
D

eterm
ination of the desired outcom

e on one or m
ore m

etrics 
• 

Inclusion of perform
ance by one or m

ore student groups in the M
easuring and R

eporting R
esults subsection 

• 
Inclusion of action(s) or a group of actions 

• 
Elim

ination of action(s) or group of actions  
• 

C
hanges to the level of proposed expenditures for one or m

ore actions 
• 

Inclusion of action(s) as contributing to increased or im
proved services for unduplicated services 

• 
D

eterm
ination of effectiveness of the specific actions to achieve the goal 

• 
D

eterm
ination of m

aterial differences in expenditures 
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• 
D

eterm
ination of changes m

ade to a goal for the ensuing LC
AP year based on the annual update process 

• 
D

eterm
ination of challenges or successes in the im

plem
entation of actions 

G
oals and A

ctions 
Purpose 
W

ell-developed goals w
ill clearly com

m
unicate to stakeholders w

hat the LEA plans to accom
plish, w

hat the LEA plans to do in order to 
accom

plish the goal, and how
 the LEA w

ill know
 w

hen it has accom
plished the goal. A goal statem

ent, associated m
etrics and expected 

outcom
es, and the actions included in the goal should be in alignm

ent. The explanation for w
hy the LEA included a goal is an opportunity for 

LEAs to clearly com
m

unicate to stakeholders and the public w
hy, am

ong the various strengths and areas for im
provem

ent highlighted by 
perform

ance data and strategies and actions that could be pursued, the LEA decided to pursue this goal, and the related m
etrics, expected 

outcom
es, actions, and expenditures. 

A w
ell-developed goal can be focused on the perform

ance relative to a m
etric or m

etrics for all students, a specific student group(s), narrow
ing 

perform
ance gaps, or im

plem
enting program

s or strategies expected to im
pact outcom

es. LEAs should assess the perform
ance of their 

student groups w
hen developing goals and the related actions to achieve such goals. 

R
equirem

ents and Instructions 
LEAs should prioritize the goals, specific actions, and related expenditures included w

ithin the LC
AP w

ithin one or m
ore state priorities. LEAs 

should consider perform
ance on the state and local indicators, including their locally collected and reported data for the local indicators that 

are included in the D
ashboard in determ

ining w
hether and how

 to prioritize its goals w
ithin the LC

AP. 

In order to support prioritization of goals, the LC
AP tem

plate provides LEAs w
ith the option of developing three different kinds of goals: 

• 
Focus G

oal: A Focus G
oal is relatively m

ore concentrated in scope and m
ay focus on a few

er num
ber of m

etrics to m
easure im

provem
ent. A Focus 

G
oal statem

ent w
ill be tim

e bound and m
ake clear how

 the goal is to be m
easured. 

• 
Broad G

oal: A Broad G
oal is relatively less concentrated in its scope and m

ay focus on im
proving perform

ance across a w
ide range of m

etrics. 

• 
M

aintenance of Progress G
oal: A M

aintenance of Progress G
oal includes actions that m

ay be ongoing w
ithout significant changes and allow

s an 
LEA to track perform

ance on any m
etrics not addressed in the other goals of the LC

AP. 

At a m
inim

um
, the LC

AP m
ust address all LC

FF priorities and associated m
etrics. 

Focus G
oal(s) 

G
oal D

escription: The description provided for a Focus G
oal m

ust be specific, m
easurable, and tim

e bound. An LEA develops a Focus G
oal 

to address areas of need that m
ay require or benefit from

 a m
ore specific and data intensive approach. The Focus G

oal can explicitly 
reference the m

etric(s) by w
hich achievem

ent of the goal w
ill be m

easured and the tim
e fram

e according to w
hich the LEA expects to achieve 

the goal. 
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Explanation of w
hy the LEA

 has developed this goal: Explain w
hy the LEA has chosen to prioritize this goal. An explanation m

ust be 
based on D

ashboard data or other locally collected data. LEAs m
ust describe how

 the LEA identified this goal for focused attention, including 
relevant consultation w

ith stakeholders. LEAs are encouraged to prom
ote transparency and understanding around the decision to pursue a 

focus goal. 

B
road G

oal 
G

oal D
escription: D

escribe w
hat the LEA plans to achieve through the actions included in the goal. The description of a broad goal w

ill be 
clearly aligned w

ith the expected m
easurable outcom

es included for the goal. The goal description organizes the actions and expected 
outcom

es in a cohesive and consistent m
anner. A goal description is specific enough to be m

easurable in either quantitative or qualitative 
term

s. A broad goal is not as specific as a focus goal. W
hile it is specific enough to be m

easurable, there are m
any different m

etrics for 
m

easuring progress tow
ard the goal. 

Explanation of w
hy the LEA

 has developed this goal: Explain w
hy the LEA developed this goal and how

 the actions and m
etrics grouped 

together w
ill help achieve the goal. 

M
aintenance of Progress G

oal 
G

oal D
escription: D

escribe how
 the LEA intends to m

aintain the progress m
ade in the LC

FF State Priorities not addressed by the other goals 
in the LC

AP. U
se this type of goal to address the state priorities and applicable m

etrics not addressed w
ithin the other goals in the LC

AP. The 
state priorities and m

etrics to be addressed in this section are those for w
hich the LEA, in consultation w

ith stakeholders, has determ
ined to 

m
aintain actions and m

onitor progress w
hile focusing im

plem
entation efforts on the actions covered by other goals in the LC

AP. 

Explanation of w
hy the LEA

 has developed this goal: Explain how
 the actions w

ill sustain the progress exem
plified by the related m

etrics. 

M
easuring and R

eporting R
esults: 

For each LC
AP year, identify the m

etric(s) that the LEA w
ill use to track progress tow

ard the expected outcom
es. LEAs are encouraged to 

identify m
etrics for specific student groups, as appropriate, including expected outcom

es that w
ould reflect narrow

ing of any existing 
perform

ance gaps.  

Include in the baseline colum
n the m

ost recent data associated w
ith this m

etric available at the tim
e of adoption of the LC

AP for the first year 
of the three-year plan. LEAs m

ay use data as reported on the 2019 D
ashboard for the baseline of a m

etric only if that data represents the 
m

ost recent available (e.g. high school graduation rate). 

U
sing the m

ost recent data available m
ay involve review

ing data the LEA is preparing for subm
ission to the C

alifornia Longitudinal Pupil 
Achievem

ent D
ata System

 (C
ALPAD

S) or data that the LEA has recently subm
itted to C

ALPAD
S. Because final 2020–2021 outcom

es on 
som

e m
etrics m

ay not be com
putable at the tim

e the 2021–24 LC
AP is adopted (e.g. graduation rate, suspension rate), the m

ost recent data 
available m

ay include a point in tim
e calculation taken each year on the sam

e date for com
parability purposes. 

The baseline data shall rem
ain unchanged throughout the three-year LC

AP. 

C
om

plete the table as follow
s: 
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● 
M

etric: Indicate how
 progress is being m

easured using a m
etric. 

● 
B

aseline: Enter the baseline w
hen com

pleting the LC
AP for 2021–22. As described above, the baseline is the m

ost recent data 
associated w

ith a m
etric. Indicate the school year to w

hich the data applies, consistent w
ith the instructions above. 

● 
Year 1 O

utcom
e: W

hen com
pleting the LC

AP for 2022–23, enter the m
ost recent data available. Indicate the school year to w

hich the 
data applies, consistent w

ith the instructions above. 

● 
Year 2 O

utcom
e: W

hen com
pleting the LC

AP for 2023–24, enter the m
ost recent data available. Indicate the school year to w

hich the 
data applies, consistent w

ith the instructions above. 

● 
Year 3 O

utcom
e: W

hen com
pleting the LC

AP for 2024–25, enter the m
ost recent data available. Indicate the school year to w

hich the 
data applies, consistent w

ith the instructions above. The 2024–25 LC
AP w

ill be the first year in the next three-year cycle. C
om

pleting 
this colum

n w
ill be part of the Annual U

pdate for that year. 

● 
D

esired O
utcom

e for 2023-24: W
hen com

pleting the first year of the LC
AP, enter the desired outcom

e for the relevant m
etric the LEA 

expects to achieve by the end of the 2023–24 LC
AP year. 
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Tim
eline for com

pleting the “M
easuring and R

eporting R
esults” part of the G

oal. 

M
etric 

Baseline 
Year 1 O

utcom
e 

Year 2 O
utcom

e 
Year 3 O

utcom
e 

D
esired O

utcom
e 

for Year 3 
(2023-24) 

Enter inform
ation 

in this box w
hen 

com
pleting the 

LC
AP for 2021–

22. 

Enter inform
ation 

in this box w
hen 

com
pleting the 

LC
AP for 2021–

22. 

Enter inform
ation 

in this box w
hen 

com
pleting the 

LC
AP for 2022–

23. Leave blank 
until then. 

Enter inform
ation 

in this box w
hen 

com
pleting the 

LC
AP for 2023–

24. Leave blank 
until then. 

Enter inform
ation 

in this box w
hen 

com
pleting the 

LC
AP for 2024–

25. Leave blank 
until then. 

Enter inform
ation 

in this box w
hen 

com
pleting the 

LC
AP for 2021–

22. 

The m
etrics m

ay be quantitative or qualitative; but at m
inim

um
, an LEA’s LC

AP m
ust include goals that are m

easured using all of the 
applicable m

etrics for the related state priorities, in each LC
AP year as applicable to the type of LEA. To the extent a state priority does not 

specify one or m
ore m

etrics (e.g., im
plem

entation of state academ
ic content and perform

ance standards), the LEA m
ust identify a m

etric to 
use w

ithin the LC
AP. For these state priorities, LEAs are encouraged to use m

etrics based on or reported through the relevant self-reflection 
tool for local indicators w

ithin the D
ashboard. 

A
ctions: Enter the action num

ber. Provide a short title for the action. This title w
ill also appear in the expenditure tables. Provide a description 

of the action. Enter the total am
ount of expenditures associated w

ith this action. Budgeted expenditures from
 specific fund sources w

ill be 
provided in the sum

m
ary expenditure tables. Indicate w

hether the action contributes to m
eeting the increase or im

proved services requirem
ent 

as described in the Increased or Im
proved Services section using a “Y” for Yes or an “N

” for N
o. (N

ote: for each such action offered on an 
LEA-w

ide or schoolw
ide basis, the LEA w

ill need to provide additional inform
ation in the Increased or Im

proved Sum
m

ary Section to address 
the requirem

ents in C
alifornia C

ode of R
egulations, Title 5 [5 C

C
R

] Section 15496(b) in the Increased or Im
proved Services Section of the 

LC
AP). A

ctions for English Learners: School districts, C
O

Es, and charter schools that have a num
erically significant English learner student 

subgroup m
ust include specific actions in the LC

AP related to, at a m
inim

um
, the language acquisition program

s, as defined in E
C

 
Section 306, provided to students and professional developm

ent activities specific to English learners. 

A
ctions for Foster Youth: School districts, C

O
Es, and charter schools that have a num

erically significant Foster Youth student 
subgroup are encouraged to include specific actions in the LC

AP designed to m
eet needs specific to Foster Youth students. 

G
oal A

nalysis: 

Enter the LC
AP Year 
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U
sing actual annual m

easurable outcom
e data, including data from

 the D
ashboard, analyze w

hether the planned actions w
ere effective in 

achieving the goal. R
espond to the prom

pts as instructed. 

● 
D

escribe the overall im
plem

entation of the actions to achieve the articulated goal. Include a discussion of relevant challenges and 
successes experienced w

ith the im
plem

entation process. This m
ust include any instance w

here the LEA did not im
plem

ent a planned 
action or im

plem
ented a planned action in a m

anner that differs substantively from
 how

 it w
as described in the adopted LC

AP.  

● 
Explain m

aterial differences betw
een Budgeted Expenditures and Estim

ated Actual Expenditures. M
inor variances in expenditures do 

not need to be addressed, and a dollar-for-dollar accounting is not required. 

● 
D

escribe the effectiveness of the specific actions to achieve the articulated goal as m
easured by the LEA. In som

e cases, not all 
actions in a goal w

ill be intended to im
prove perform

ance on all of the m
etrics associated w

ith the goal. W
hen responding to this 

prom
pt, LEAs m

ay assess the effectiveness of a single action or group of actions w
ithin the goal in the context of perform

ance on a 
single m

etric or group of specific m
etrics w

ithin the goal that are applicable to the action(s). G
rouping actions w

ith m
etrics w

ill allow
 for 

m
ore robust analysis of w

hether the strategy the LEA is using to im
pact a specified set of m

etrics is w
orking and increase transparency 

for stakeholders. LEAs are encouraged to use such an approach w
hen goals include m

ultiple actions and m
etrics that are not closely 

associated. 

● 
D

escribe any changes m
ade to this goal, expected outcom

es, m
etrics, or actions to achieve this goal as a result of this analysis and 

analysis of the data provided in the D
ashboard or other local data, as applicable. 

Increased or Im
proved Services for Foster Youth, English Learners, and Low

-
Incom

e Students  
Purpose 
A w

ell-w
ritten Increased or Im

proved Services section provides stakeholders w
ith a com

prehensive description, w
ithin a single dedicated 

section, of how
 an LEA plans to increase or im

proved services for its unduplicated students as com
pared to all students and how

 LEA-w
ide or 

schoolw
ide actions identified for this purpose m

eet regulatory requirem
ents. D

escriptions provided should include sufficient detail yet be 
sufficiently succinct to prom

ote a broader understanding of stakeholders to facilitate their ability to provide input. An LEA’s description in this 
section m

ust align w
ith the actions included in the G

oals and Actions section as contributing.  

R
equirem

ents and Instructions 
This section m

ust be com
pleted for each LC

AP year.  

W
hen developing the LC

AP in year 2 or year 3, copy the “Increased or Im
proved Services” section and enter the appropriate LC

AP year. 
U

sing the copy of the section, com
plete the section as required for the relevant LC

AP year. R
etain all prior year sections for each of the three 

years w
ithin the LC

AP. 
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Percentage to Increase or Im
prove Services: Identify the percentage by w

hich services for unduplicated pupils m
ust be increased or 

im
proved as com

pared to the services provided to all students in the LC
AP year as calculated pursuant to 5 C

C
R

 Section 15496(a)(7). 

Increased A
pportionm

ent based on the enrollm
ent of Foster Youth, English Learners, and Low

-Incom
e Students: Specify the estim

ate 
of the am

ount of funds apportioned on the basis of the num
ber and concentration of unduplicated pupils for the LC

AP year. 

R
equired D

escriptions: 

For each action being provided to an entire school, or across the entire school district or county office of education (C
O

E), an 
explanation of (1) how

 the needs of foster youth, English learners, and low
-incom

e students w
ere considered first, and (2) how

 
these actions are effective in m

eeting the goals for these students. 

For each action included in the G
oals and Actions section as contributing to the increased or im

proved services requirem
ent for unduplicated 

pupils and provided on an LEA-w
ide or schoolw

ide basis, the LEA m
ust include an explanation consistent w

ith 5 C
C

R
 Section 15496(b). For 

any such actions continued into the 2021–24 LC
AP from

 the 2017–2020 LC
AP, the LEA m

ust determ
ine w

hether or not the action w
as 

effective as expected, and this determ
ination m

ust reflect evidence of outcom
e data or actual im

plem
entation to date. 

Principally D
irected and Effective: An LEA dem

onstrates how
 an action is principally directed tow

ards and effective in m
eeting the LEA’s 

goals for unduplicated students w
hen the LEA explains how

: 

● 
It considers the needs, conditions, or circum

stances of its unduplicated pupils; 

● 
The action, or aspect(s) of the action (including, for exam

ple, its design, content, m
ethods, or location), is based on these 

considerations; and 

● 
The action is intended to help achieve an expected m

easurable outcom
e of the associated goal. 

As such, the response provided in this section m
ay rely on a needs assessm

ent of unduplicated students. 

C
onclusory statem

ents that a service w
ill help achieve an expected outcom

e for the goal, w
ithout an explicit connection or further explanation 

as to how
, are not sufficient. Further, sim

ply stating that an LEA has a high enrollm
ent percentage of a specific student group or groups does 

not m
eet the increase or im

prove services standard because enrolling students is not the sam
e as serving students. 

For exam
ple, if an LEA determ

ines that low
-incom

e students have a significantly low
er attendance rate than the attendance rate for all 

students, it m
ight justify LEA-w

ide or schoolw
ide actions to address this area of need in the follow

ing w
ay: 

After assessing the needs, conditions, and circum
stances of our low

-incom
e students, w

e learned that the attendance rate of our low
-

incom
e students is 7%

 low
er than the attendance rate for all students. (N

eeds, C
onditions, C

ircum
stances [Principally D

irected]) 

In order to address this condition of our low
-incom

e students, w
e w

ill develop and im
plem

ent a new
 attendance program

 that is 
designed to address som

e of the m
ajor causes of absenteeism

, including lack of reliable transportation and food, as w
ell as a school 
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clim
ate that does not em

phasize the im
portance of attendance. G

oal N
, Actions X, Y, and Z provide additional transportation and 

nutritional resources as w
ell as a districtw

ide educational cam
paign on the benefits of high attendance rates. (C

ontributing Action(s)) 

These actions are being provided on an LEA-w
ide basis and w

e expect/hope that all students w
ith less than a 100%

 attendance rate 
w

ill benefit. H
ow

ever, because of the significantly low
er attendance rate of low

-incom
e students, and because the actions m

eet needs 
m

ost associated w
ith the chronic stresses and experiences of a socio-econom

ically disadvantaged status, w
e expect that the 

attendance rate for our low
-incom

e students w
ill increase significantly m

ore than the average attendance rate of all other students. 
(M

easurable O
utcom

es [Effective In]) 

C
O

Es and C
harter Schools: D

escribe how
 actions included as contributing to m

eeting the increased or im
proved services requirem

ent on an 
LEA-w

ide basis are principally directed to and effective in m
eeting its goals for unduplicated pupils in the state and any local priorities as 

described above. In the case of C
O

Es and charter schools, schoolw
ide and LEA-w

ide are considered to be synonym
ous. 

For School D
istricts O

nly: 

A
ctions Provided on an LEA

-W
ide B

asis: 

U
nduplicated Percentage > 55%

: For school districts w
ith an unduplicated pupil percentage of 55%

 or m
ore, describe how

 these actions are 
principally directed to and effective in m

eeting its goals for unduplicated pupils in the state and any local priorities as described above. 

U
nduplicated Percentage < 55%

: For school districts w
ith an unduplicated pupil percentage of less than 55%

, describe how
 these actions 

are principally directed to and effective in m
eeting its goals for unduplicated pupils in the state and any local priorities. Also describe how

 the 
actions are the m

ost effective use of the funds to m
eet these goals for its unduplicated pupils. Provide the basis for this determ

ination, 
including any alternatives considered, supporting research, experience, or educational theory. 

A
ctions Provided on a Schoolw

ide B
asis: 

School D
istricts m

ust identify in the description those actions being funded and provided on a schoolw
ide basis, and include the required 

description supporting the use of the funds on a schoolw
ide basis. 

For schools w
ith 40%

 or m
ore enrollm

ent of unduplicated pupils: D
escribe how

 these actions are principally directed to and effective in 
m

eeting its goals for its unduplicated pupils in the state and any local priorities. 

For school districts expending funds on a schoolw
ide basis at a school w

ith less than 40%
 enrollm

ent of unduplicated pupils: 
D

escribe how
 these actions are principally directed to and how

 the actions are the m
ost effective use of the funds to m

eet its goals for foster 
youth, English learners, and low

-incom
e students in the state and any local priorities. 

“A
 description of how

 services for foster youth, English learners, and low
-incom

e students are being increased or im
proved by the 

percentage required.” 
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C
onsistent w

ith the requirem
ents of 5 C

C
R

 Section 15496, describe how
 services provided for unduplicated pupils are increased or im

proved 
by at least the percentage calculated as com

pared to the services provided for all students in the LC
AP year. To im

prove services m
eans to 

grow
 services in quality and to increase services m

eans to grow
 services in quantity. Services are increased or im

proved by those actions in 
the LC

AP that are included in the G
oals and Actions section as contributing to the increased or im

proved services requirem
ent. This 

description m
ust address how

 these action(s) are expected to result in the required proportional increase or im
provem

ent in services for 
unduplicated pupils as com

pared to the services the LEA provides to all students for the relevant LC
AP year. 

Expenditure Tables 
C

om
plete the D

ata Entry table for each action in the LC
AP. The inform

ation entered into this table w
ill autom

atically populate the other 
Expenditure Tables. All inform

ation is entered into the D
ata Entry table. D

o not enter data into the other tables. 

The follow
ing expenditure tables are required to be included in the LC

AP as adopted by the local governing board or governing body: 

• 
Table 1: Actions 

• 
Table 2: Total Expenditures 

• 
Table 3: C

ontributing Expenditures 

• 
Table 4: Annual U

pdate Expenditures 

The D
ata Entry table m

ay be included in the LC
AP as adopted by the local governing board or governing body, but is not required to be 

included. 

 In the D
ata Entry table, provide the follow

ing inform
ation for each action in the LC

AP for the relevant LC
AP year: 

• 
G

oal #: Enter the LC
AP G

oal num
ber for the action. 

• 
A

ction #: Enter the action’s num
ber as indicated in the LC

AP G
oal. 

• 
A

ction Title: Provide a title of the action.  

• 
Student G

roup(s): Indicate the student group or groups w
ho w

ill be the prim
ary beneficiary of the action by entering “All”, or by 

entering a specific student group or groups. 

• 
Increased / Im

proved: Type “Yes” if the action is included as contributing to m
eeting the increased or im

proved services; O
R

, type 
“N

o” if the action is not included as contributing to m
eeting the increased or im

proved services. 

• 
If “Yes” is entered into the C

ontributing colum
n, then com

plete the follow
ing colum

ns: 
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o 
Scope: The scope of an action m

ay be LEA-w
ide (i.e. districtw

ide, countyw
ide, or charterw

ide), schoolw
ide, or lim

ited. An action 
that is LEA-w

ide in scope upgrades the entire educational program
 of the LEA. An action that is schoolw

ide in scope upgrades 
the entire educational program

 of a single school. An action that is lim
ited in its scope is an action that serves only one or m

ore 
unduplicated student groups.  

o 
U

nduplicated Student G
roup(s): R

egardless of scope, contributing actions serve one or m
ore unduplicated student groups. 

Indicate one or m
ore unduplicated student groups for w

hom
 services are being increased or im

proved as com
pared to w

hat all 
students receive. 

o 
Location: Identify the location w

here the action w
ill be provided. If the action is provided to all schools w

ithin the LEA, the LEA 
m

ust indicate “All Schools”. If the action is provided to specific schools w
ithin the LEA or specific grade spans only, the LEA m

ust 
enter “Specific Schools” or “Specific G

rade Spans”. Identify the individual school or a subset of schools or grade spans (e.g., all 
high schools or grades K-5), as appropriate. 

• 
Tim

e Span: Enter “ongoing” if the action w
ill be im

plem
ented for an indeterm

inate period of tim
e. O

therw
ise, indicate the span of tim

e 
for w

hich the action w
ill be im

plem
ented. For exam

ple, an LEA m
ight enter “1 Year”, or “2 Years”, or “6 M

onths”. 

• 
Personnel Expense: This colum

n w
ill be autom

atically calculated based on inform
ation provided in the follow

ing colum
ns: 

o 
Total Personnel: Enter the total am

ount of personnel expenditures utilized to im
plem

ent this action.  

o 
Total N

on-Personnel: This am
ount w

ill be autom
atically calculated. 

• 
LC

FF Funds: Enter the total am
ount of LC

FF funds utilized to im
plem

ent this action, if any. LC
FF funds include all funds that m

ake up 
an LEA’s total LC

FF target (i.e. base grant, grade span adjustm
ent, supplem

ental grant, concentration grant, Targeted Instructional 
Im

provem
ent Block G

rant, and H
om

e-To-School Transportation).  

• 
O

ther State Funds: Enter the total am
ount of O

ther State Funds utilized to im
plem

ent this action, if any. 

• 
Local Funds: Enter the total am

ount of Local Funds utilized to im
plem

ent this action, if any. 

• 
Federal Funds: Enter the total am

ount of Federal Funds utilized to im
plem

ent this action, if any. 

• 
Total Funds: This am

ount is autom
atically calculated based on am

ounts entered in the previous four colum
ns. 
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Bert Corona Charter Middle School and Student Performance Data 

Student Enrollment  
Enrollment By Student Group  

Student Enrollment by Subgroup 

Percent of Enrollment  Number of Students Student Group  

16-17  17-18  18-19  16-17  17-18  18-19 

American Indian  %  %  %     

African American  1.1%  0.54%  0.52%  4  2  2 

Asian  0.3%  %  %  1    

Filipino  0.5%  0.82%  0.52%  2  3  2 

Hispanic/Latino  96.2%  97.28%  97.38%  358  357  371 

Pacific Islander  0.3%  0.27%  0.52%  1  1  2 

White  1.1%  1.09%  0.79%  4  4  3 

Multiple/No Response  0.5%  %  %  2    

 Total Enrollment  372  367  381 

 
 

Student Enrollment  
Enrollment By Grade Level  

Student Enrollment by Grade Level 

Number of Students Grade 

16-17  17-18  18-19 

Grade 5  29  25  25 

Grade 6  117  117  117 

Grade 7  110  119  120 

Grade 8  116  106  119 

Total Enrollment  372  367  381 
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Conclusions based on this data:  
1.  

BCCS has an increased enrollment of Hispanic/Latino of 371 in 2018-2019 or 97.38%. Seventh 
graders support the larger enrollment for the past 3 years.  

 

Student Enrollment  
English Learner (EL) Enrollment  
English Learner (EL) Enrollment 

Number of Students  Percent of Students Student Group  

16-17  17-18  18-19  16-17  17-18  18-19 

English Learners  101  85  87  27.2%  23.2%  22.8% 

Fluent English Proficient (FEP)  186  183  199  50.0%  49.9%  52.2% 

Reclassified Fluent English Proficient 7  12  23  8.9%  11.9%  27.1% 

 
 (RFEP)   
Conclusions based on this data:  
1.  

English Learner population has decreased slightly over the past three years of 22.8%. Fluent 
English Proficient (FEP) is at 52.2% and Reclassified Flent English Proficient (RFEP) is at 27.1% 
in 18-19.  

 

CAASPP Results  
English Language Arts/Literacy (All Students)  

Overall Participation for All Students 

# of Students 
Enrolled  

# of Students Tested  # of Students with % of Enrolled 
Students 

Grade  
Level  

16-17  17-18  18-19  16-17  17-18  18-19  16-17  Sco
res 
17-
18  

18-19  16-17  Tes
ted 
17-
18  

18-19 

Grade 5  29  25  25  28  25  25  28  25  25  96.6  100  100 

Grade 6  116  119  118  116  118  118  116  118  118  100  99.2  100 

Grade 7  113  120  118  109  120  117  108  120  117  96.5  100  99.2 
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Grade 8  115  106  117  114  105  116  114  105  116  99.1  99.1  99.1 

All 373  370  378  367  368  376  366  368  376  98.4  99.5  99.5 

 
 
Grades  
* The “% of Enrolled Students Tested” showing in this table is not the same as “Participation Rate” for federal 
accountability purposes. 

Overall Achievement for All Students 

Mean Scale Score  % Standard % Standard Met  % Standard Nearly % Standard Not Grade  
Level  

    Exce
eded 

     Met   Met  
16-17 17-18 18-19 16-17 
17-18 18-19 16-17 17-18 
18-19 16-17 17-18 18-19 
16-17 17-18 18-19 

 

Grade 5  2430. 2405. 2425. 10.71  0.00  0.00  10.71  20.00  12.00  10.71  16.00  32.00  67.86  64.00  56.00 

Grade 6  7  
2479. 

8  
2458. 

0  
2450. 

0.00  2.54  2.54  25.86  16.10  15.25  35.34  35.59  26.27  38.79  45.76  55.93 

Grade 7  5  
2499. 

3  
2502. 

8  
2465. 

2.78  1.67  3.42  26.85  27.50  12.82  28.70  36.67  29.91  41.67  34.17  53.85 

Grade 8  2  
2518. 

0  
2507. 

5  
2497. 

2.63  4.76  0.86  28.07  17.14  16.38  32.46  39.05  37.93  36.84  39.05  44.83 

All Grades  9N/A  4N/A  5N/A  2.46  2.72  2.13  25.68  20.38  14.63  30.60  35.60  31.38  41.26  41.30  51.86 

 
 

Reading  
Demonstrating understanding of literary and non-fictional texts 

% Above Standard  % At or Near Standard  % Below Standard Grade Level 

16-17  17-18  18-19  16-17  17-18  18-19  16-17  17-18  18-19 

Grade 5  14.29  4.00  0.00  17.86  32.00  36.00  67.86  64.00  64.00 

Grade 6  3.45  3.42  4.24  50.00  41.88  29.66  46.55  54.70  66.10 

Grade 7  8.33  4.17  4.27  45.37  53.33  32.48  46.30  42.50  63.25 

Grade 8  10.53  6.67  4.31  42.98  40.95  42.24  46.49  52.38  53.45 

All Grades  7.92  4.63  3.99  43.99  44.69  34.84  48.09  50.68  61.17 
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Writing  
Producing clear and purposeful writing 

% Above Standard  % At or Near Standard  % Below Standard Grade Level 

16-17  17-18  18-19  16-17  17-18  18-19  16-17  17-18  18-19 

Grade 5  14.29  4.00  4.00  28.57  24.00  48.00  57.14  72.00  48.00 

Grade 6  1.72  3.42  5.93  52.59  43.59  41.53  45.69  52.99  52.54 

Grade 7  8.41  10.00  7.69  51.40  57.50  47.01  40.19  32.50  45.30 

Grade 8  9.65  4.76  2.59  42.98  48.57  62.07  47.37  46.67  35.34 

All Grades  7.12  5.99  5.32  47.40  48.23  50.00  45.48  45.78  44.68 

 
 

 
Listening  

Demonstrating effective communication skills 

% Above Standard  % At or Near Standard  % Below Standard Grade Level 

16-17  17-18  18-19  16-17  17-18  18-19  16-17  17-18  18-19 

Grade 5  14.29  4.00  0.00  53.57  56.00  60.00  32.14  40.00  40.00 

Grade 6  7.76  4.27  2.54  72.41  68.38  58.47  19.83  27.35  38.98 

Grade 7  6.48  7.50  3.42  59.26  60.83  55.56  34.26  31.67  41.03 

Grade 8  6.14  6.67  6.03  70.18  69.52  64.66  23.68  23.81  29.31 

All Grades  7.38  5.99  3.72  66.39  65.40  59.57  26.23  28.61  36.70 
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Research/Inquiry  
Investigating, analyzing, and presenting information 

% Above Standard  % At or Near Standard  % Below Standard Grade Level 

16-17  17-18  18-19  16-17  17-18  18-19  16-17  17-18  18-19 

Grade 5  10.71  0.00  4.00  39.29  32.00  44.00  50.00  68.00  52.00 

Grade 6  12.07  10.26  11.86  52.59  53.85  40.68  35.34  35.90  47.46 

Grade 7  12.15  13.33  8.55  47.66  55.00  40.17  40.19  31.67  51.28 

Grade 8  14.91  13.33  8.62  53.51  45.71  42.24  31.58  40.95  49.14 

All Grades  12.88  11.44  9.31  50.41  50.41  41.22  36.71  38.15  49.47 

 
 
Conclusions based on this data:  
1.  

The schoolwide Dashboard ELA Indicator color is red. Bert Corona Middle School’s 2019 
Average DFS was - 78.2%, which is lower than the State 2019  
Average DFS at -2.5%.  
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CAASPP Results  
Mathematics (All Students)  

Overall Participation for All Students 

# of Students 
Enrolled  

# of Students Tested  # of Students with % of Enrolled 
Students 

Grade  
Level  

16-17  17-18  18-19  16-17  17-18  18-19  16-17  Sco
res 
17-
18  

18-19  16-17  Tes
ted 
17-
18  

18-19 

Grade 5  29  25  25  28  25  25  28  25  25  96.6  100  100 

Grade 6  116  119  118  115  118  118  115  118  118  99.1  99.2  100 

Grade 7  113  120  118  108  120  117  108  120  117  95.6  100  99.2 

Grade 8  115  106  117  115  105  116  115  105  116  100  99.1  99.1 

All 373  370  378  366  368  376  366  368  376  98.1  99.5  99.5 

 
 
 
Grades  
* The “% of Enrolled Students Tested” showing in this table is not the same as “Participation Rate” for federal 
accountability purposes. 

Overall Achievement for All Students 

Mean Scale Score  % Standard % Standard Met  % Standard Nearly % Standard Not Grade  
Level  

    Exce
eded 

     Met   Met  
16-17 17-18 18-19 16-17 
17-18 18-19 16-17 17-18 
18-19 16-17 17-18 18-19 
16-17 17-18 18-19 

 

Grade 5  2422. 2412. 2422. 3.57  0.00  4.00  10.71  8.00  0.00  10.71  24.00  28.00  75.00  68.00  68.00 

Grade 6  5  
2467. 

0  
2452. 

6  
2444. 

3.48  5.08  1.69  14.78  10.17  13.56  34.78  27.97  20.34  46.96  56.78  64.41 

Grade 7  4  
2472. 

4  
2479. 

4  
2450. 

0.00  2.50  1.71  16.67  8.33  11.97  27.78  40.83  17.09  55.56  48.33  69.23 

Grade 8  8  
2498. 

5  
2471. 

4  
2478. 

5.22  2.86  2.59  13.04  9.52  4.31  30.43  24.76  31.90  51.30  62.86  61.21 

All Grades  4N/A  7N/A  9N/A  3.01  3.26  2.13  14.48  9.24  9.31  29.51  30.98  23.40  53.01  56.52  65.16 
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Concepts & Procedures  
Applying mathematical concepts and procedures 

% Above Standard  % At or Near Standard  % Below Standard Grade Level 

16-17  17-18  18-19  16-17  17-18  18-19  16-17  17-18  18-19 

Grade 5  3.57  4.00  0.00  10.71  16.00  8.00  85.71  80.00  92.00 

Grade 6  7.83  5.93  9.32  26.09  22.03  21.19  66.09  72.03  69.49 

Grade 7  6.48  5.00  4.27  28.70  30.00  21.37  64.81  65.00  74.36 

Grade 8  8.70  4.76  2.59  27.83  24.76  25.86  63.48  70.48  71.55 

All Grades  7.38  5.16  5.05  26.23  25.00  21.81  66.39  69.84  73.14 

 
 
 
 

Problem Solving & Modeling/Data Analysis  
Using appropriate tools and strategies to solve real world and mathematical problems 

% Above Standard  % At or Near Standard  % Below Standard Grade Level 

16-17  17-18  18-19  16-17  17-18  18-19  16-17  17-18  18-19 

Grade 5  3.57  0.00  4.00  25.00  32.00  32.00  71.43  68.00  64.00 

Grade 6  4.35  3.39  3.39  39.13  33.90  39.83  56.52  62.71  56.78 

Grade 7  4.63  2.50  3.42  35.19  44.17  30.77  60.19  53.33  65.81 

Grade 8  6.09  6.67  1.72  43.48  48.57  35.34  50.43  44.76  62.93 

All Grades  4.92  3.80  2.93  38.25  41.30  35.11  56.83  54.89  61.97 

 
  

Communicating Reasoning  
Demonstrating ability to support mathematical conclusions 

% Above Standard  % At or Near Standard  % Below Standard Grade Level 

16-17  17-18  18-19  16-17  17-18  18-19  16-17  17-18  18-19 

Grade 5  7.14  0.00  4.00  28.57  40.00  28.00  64.29  60.00  68.00 
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Grade 6  3.48  7.63  3.39  51.30  33.05  36.44  45.22  59.32  60.17 

Grade 7  5.56  5.00  4.27  50.93  52.50  43.59  43.52  42.50  52.14 

Grade 8  5.22  3.81  3.45  55.65  41.90  56.90  39.13  54.29  39.66 

All Grades  4.92  5.16  3.72  50.82  42.39  44.41  44.26  52.45  51.86 

 
 
Conclusions based on this data:  
1.  

The schoolwide Dashboard Math Indicator color is red. Bert Corona Middle School’s 2019 
Average DFS was - 109.5%, which is higher than the State’s 2019 Average DFS at -33.5%.  

All numerically significant subgroups have “Status/Distance From Standard (DFS)” scores below 
the statewide averages in Math, as follows: English Learners at -138.8 vs. -68.6 points; Latino at -
110.8 vs. -62.2 points; Socioeconomically Disadvantaged at -109.9 vs. -63.7 points; and Students 
with Disabilities at - 176.7 vs. -119.4 points.  

  
 
 
  

ELPAC Results 
ELPAC Summative Assessment Data  

Number of Students and Mean Scale Scores for All Students 

Overall  Oral Language  Written Language  Number of  
Students Tested  

Grade  
Level 

17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19 

Grade 5  *  1547.0  *  1551.3  *  1542.1  *  12 

Grade 6  1504.3  1499.9  1501.6  1488.7  1506.8  1510.7  26  30 

Grade 7  1547.2  1512.2  1555.1  1495.4  1539.1  1528.5  33  22 

Grade 8  1537.5  1525.3  1522.1  1499.8  1552.2  1550.3  17  24 

All Grades        83  88 

 
 

Overall Language  
Percentage of Students at Each Performance Level for All Students 
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Level 4  Level 3  Level 2  Level 1  Total Number  
of Students  

Grade  
Level 

17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19 

 5  *  41.67  *  41.67  *  8.33  *  8.33  *  12 

 6  *  0.00  42.31  20.00  *  73.33  *  6.67  26  30 

 7  42.42  0.00  *  31.82  *  45.45  *  22.73  33  22 

 8  *  16.67  *  25.00  *  29.17   29.17  17  24 

All Grades  26.51  10.23  36.14  27.27  26.51  45.45  *  17.05  83  88 

 
 

Oral Language  
Percentage of Students at Each Performance Level for All Students 

Level 4  Level 3  Level 2  Level 1  Total Number  
of Students  

Grade  
Level 

17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19 

 5  *  66.67  *  25.00  *  8.33   0.00  *  12 

 6  *  3.33  46.15  60.00  *  26.67  *  10.00  26  30 

 7  54.55  13.64  *  31.82  *  31.82  *  22.73  33  22 

 8  *  16.67  64.71  20.83  *  37.50   25.00  17  24 

All Grades  40.96  18.18  39.76  37.50  13.25  28.41  *  15.91  83  88 
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Written Language  
Percentage of Students at Each Performance Level for All Students 

Level 4  Level 3  Level 2  Level 1  Total Number  
of Students  

Grade  
Level 

17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19 

 
 

 5   8.33  *  25.00  *  58.33  *  8.33  *  12 

 6   0.00  *  6.67  46.15  53.33  42.31  40.00  26  30 

 7  *  4.55  *  22.73  *  31.82  *  40.91  33  22 

 8  *  16.67  *  20.83  *  41.67  *  20.83  17  24 

All Grades  14.46  6.82  21.69  17.05  36.14  45.45  27.71  30.68  83  88 

 
 

Listening Domain  
Percentage of Students by Domain Performance Level for All Students 

Well Developed  Somewhat/Moderat
ely  

Beginning  Total Number  
of Students  

Grade  
Level 

17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19 

 5  *  8.33  *  91.67   0.00  *  12 

 6  *  6.67  57.69  73.33  *  20.00  26  30 

 7  45.45  9.09  42.42  54.55  *  36.36  33  22 

 8  *  8.33  76.47  45.83  *  45.83  17  24 

All Grades  32.53  7.95  54.22  63.64  13.25  28.41  83  88 
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Speaking Domain  
Percentage of Students by Domain Performance Level for All Students 

Well Developed  Somewhat/Moderat
ely  

Beginning  Total Number  
of Students  

Grade  
Level 

17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19 

 5  *  83.33  *  16.67   0.00  *  12 

 6  61.54  13.33  *  76.67  *  10.00  26  30 

 7  60.61  27.27  33.33  54.55  *  18.18  33  22 

 8  *  33.33  *  41.67   25.00  17  24 

All Grades  60.24  31.82  34.94  53.41  *  14.77  83  88 

 
 

Reading Domain  
Percentage of Students by Domain Performance Level for All Students 

Well Developed  Somewhat/Moderat
ely  

Beginning  Total Number  
of Students  

Grade  
Level 

17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19 

 5   16.67  *  66.67  *  16.67  *  12 

 6   0.00  *  26.67  73.08  73.33  26  30 

 7  *  4.55  *  27.27  54.55  68.18  33  22 

 8  *  16.67  *  33.33  *  50.00  17  24 

All Grades  14.46  7.95  26.51  34.09  59.04  57.95  83  88 
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Writing Domain  
Percentage of Students by Domain Performance Level for All Students 

Well Developed  Somewhat/Moderat
ely  

Beginning  Total Number  
of Students  

Grade  
Level 

17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19  17-18  18-19 

 5  *  16.67  *  83.33  *  0.00  *  12 

 6   6.67  96.15  86.67  *  6.67  26  30 

 7  *  13.64  72.73  81.82  *  4.55  33  22 

 8  *  4.17  *  87.50  *  8.33  17  24 

All Grades  18.07  9.09  74.70  85.23  *  5.68  83  88 

 
 
Conclusions based on this data:  
1.  

The schoolwide percentage of English Learner Progress making progress towards English 
proficiency was 37.2%, which was lower than the state  
at 48.3%. The school 2019 Performance Level was Low. YPICS’s reclassification criteria are 

as follows: • Comparison of performance in basic skills – earning C or better in their 
grade level English class. • Assessment of English Proficiency – ELPAC Results, NWEA 
Maps (iReady)  
• Teacher evaluation of student academic performance  
• Parent opinion and consultation 

 
 

Student Population  

This section provides information about the school’s student population.  
2018-19 Student Population 

 
 

Total  
Enrollment 

381  

 
 
This is the total number of  

students enrolled.  
Socioeconomically  

Disadvantaged 

82.9  

 
 
This is the percent of 

students who are 
eligible for free or  
reduced priced 
meals; or have 
parents/guardians 
who did not receive a 
high school diploma.  

English  
Learners 

22.8  

 
 
This is the percent of 
students who are 
learning to 
communicate effectively 
in English, typically 
requiring instruction in 
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both the English 
Language and in their 
academic courses.  

Foster  
Youth 

0.3  

 

 
This is the percent of 
students whose well-
being is the  
responsibility of a court. 

 

2018-19 Enrollment for All Students/Student Group 

Student Group  Total  Percentage 

 
 
English Learners 87 22.8 Foster Youth 1 0.3 Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 316 82.9 

Students with Disabilities 72 18.9  

Enrollment by Race/Ethnicity 

Student Group  Total  Percentage 

 
 
African American 2 0.5 Filipino 2 0.5 Hispanic 371 97.4 Two or More Races 1 0.3 Pacific 
Islander 2 0.5 White 3 0.8  

Overall Performance  
2019 Fall Dashboard Overall Performance for All Students 

 
 

Academic Performance 

 

English Language Arts  

 
Red  

 

Mathematics  

 
Red  

 
 
Conclusions based on this data:  

Academic Engagement 

 

Chronic Absenteeism  

 
Yellow  

 
 

Conditions & Climate 

 

Suspension Rate  

 
Green  

 

1.  
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Academic performance indicators demonstrate room for improvement in English language arts, 
English Language Development (ELs) and mathematics. The need for additional support and 
targeted acceleration and interventions are particularly acute in the area of mathematics. Academic 
engagement indicators indicate a decline in chronic absenteeism but room for improvement in the 
suspensions although it is green.  

 

Academic Performance  
English Language Arts  

The performance levels are color-coded and range from lowest-to-highest performance in the following order: 

Lowest  
Performance Red Orange Yellow Green Blue This section 

provides number of student groups in each color.  

Highest  
Perform

ance 

This section provides a view of Student Assessment Results and other aspects of this school’s performance, 
specifically how well students are meeting grade-level standards on the English Language Arts assessment. 
This measure is based on student performance on the Smarter Balanced Summative Assessment, which is 
taken annually by students in grades 3–8 and grade 11. 

2019 Fall Dashboard English Language Arts Performance for All Students/Student Group 

 
 

All Students 

 
Red   

78.2 points below standard   

Declined Significantly -

15.7 points  372  

 
 

Homeless 

 
No Performance Color   

0 Students  

 

 

English Learners 

 
Red   

107.2 points below 
standard   

Declined -14.5 points   

173  
 
 

Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged 

 
Red   

78.7 points below standard   

Declined Significantly -16 
points   

311  

 
 

Foster Youth 

 
No Performance Color   

Less than 11 Students - 
Data Not Displayed for 

Privacy   

1  

 
 

Students with Disabilities 

 
Orange   

137 points below standard   

Increased ++3 points   

75  
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2019 Fall Dashboard English Language Arts Performance by Race/Ethnicity 

 
 

African American 

 
No Performance 

Color   

Less than 11 
Students - Data Not 

Displayed for Privacy   

2  
 
 

Hispanic 

 
Red   

78.9 points below 
standard   

Declined 
Significantly -16 

points   

362  

 
 

American Indian 

 
No Performance 

Color   

0 Students  

 
 

Two or More Races 

 
No Performance 

Color   

Less than 11 
Students - Data Not 

Displayed for Privacy   

1  
 

 

Asian  

 
No Performance 

Color   

0 Students  

 
 

Pacific Islander 

 
No Performance 

Color   

Less than 11 
Students - Data Not 

Displayed for Privacy   

2  
 
 

Filipino 

 
No Performance 

Color   

Less than 11 
Students - Data Not 

Displayed for Privacy   

2  
 
 

White  

 
No Performance 

Color   

Less than 11 
Students - Data Not 

Displayed for Privacy   

3  
 

This section provides a view of Student Assessment Results and other aspects of this school’s performance, 
specifically how well students are meeting grade-level standards on the English Language Arts assessment. 
This measure is based on student performance on the Smarter Balanced Summative Assessment, which is 
taken annually by students in grades 3–8 and grade 11.  
 
 
 

2019 Fall Dashboard English Language Arts Data Comparisons for English Learners 

 
 

Current English Learner 

153.5 points below 
standard   

Maintained -0.3 points   

72  
 
 

Conclusions based on this data:  
Reclassified English Learners 

74.2 points below standard   

Declined Significantly -19 
points   

101  
 
 

English Only 

79.9 points below standard   

Declined Significantly -

18.5 points  91  
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1.  
The schoolwide Dashboard ELA Indicator color is red. Bert Corona Middle School’s 2019 Average 
DFS was -78.2%, which is lower than the State 2019  
Average DFS at -2.5%.The schoolwide Dashboard ELA Indicator color is red  
  

All numerically significant subgroups have “Status/Distance From Standard (DFS)” scores are below 
the statewide averages in ELA, as follows: English Learners at -107.2 vs. -45.1 points; Latino at -78.9 
vs. -26.6 points; Socioeconomically Disadvantaged at -78.7 vs. -30.1 points; and Students with 
Disabilities at -137.0 vs. -88.1 points.  

 

Academic Performance  
Mathematics  

The performance levels are color-coded and range from lowest-to-highest performance in the following order: 

Lowest  
Performance Red Orange Yellow Green Blue This section 

provides number of student groups in each color.  

Highest  
Perform

ance 

 

This section provides a view of Student Assessment Results and other aspects of this school’s performance, 
specifically how well students are meeting grade-level standards on the Mathematics assessment. This 
measure is based on student performance on the Smarter Balanced Summative Assessment, which is taken 
annually by students in grades 3–8 and grade 11. 

2019 Fall Dashboard Mathematics Performance for All Students/Student Group 

 
 

All Students 

 
Red   

109.5 points below 
standard   

Declined -8.9 points   

372  
 
 

Homeless  

 
 

English Learners 

 
Red   

138.8 points below 
standard   

Declined -11.4 points   

173  
 
 

Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged 

 
Red   

109.9 points below 
standard   

Declined -8.7 points   

311  

 
 

Foster Youth 

 
No Performance Color   

Less than 11 Students - 
Data Not Displayed for 

Privacy   

1  
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Students with Disabilities  
Red   

176.7 points below 
standard   

Declined -3.6 points   

75  

 

 
2019 Fall Dashboard Mathematics Performance by Race/Ethnicity 

 
 

African American 

 
No Performance 

Color   

Less than 11 
Students - Data Not 

Displayed for Privacy   

2  
 
 

Hispanic 

 
Red   

110.8 points below 

standard  Declined -

9.3 points   

362  

 
 

American Indian  

 
 

Two or More Races 

 
No Performance 

Color   

Less than 11 
Students - Data Not 

Displayed for Privacy   

1  

 
 

Asian  

 
 

Pacific Islander 

 
No Performance 

Color   

Less than 11 
Students - Data Not 

Displayed for Privacy   

2  
 
 

Filipino 

 
No Performance 

Color   

Less than 11 
Students - Data Not 

Displayed for Privacy   

2  
 
 

White  

 
No Performance 

Color   

Less than 11 
Students - Data Not 

Displayed for Privacy   

3  
 

This section provides a view of Student Assessment Results and other aspects of this school’s performance, 
specifically how well students are meeting grade-level standards on the Mathematics assessment. This 
measure is based on student performance on the Smarter Balanced Summative Assessment, which is taken 
annually by students in grades 3–8 and grade 11.  

2019 Fall Dashboard Mathematics Data Comparisons for English Learners 

 
 

Current English Learner 
187.8 points below 

standard   

Declined Significantly -

17.8 points  72  

 
 
Conclusions based on this data:  

Reclassified English Learners 
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103.9 points below 
standard   

Maintained -2.9 points   

101  
 

 

English Only 
113.1 points below 

standard   

Declined -11.1 points   

91  
 

1.  
The schoolwide Dashboard Math Indicator color is red. Bert Corona Middle School’s 2019 Average 
DFS was -109.5%, which is higher than the State’s 2019 Average DFS at -33.5%.The schoolwide 
Dashboard Math Indicator color is red. None of the school’s numerically significant subgroups have 
“Status/DFS” scores above the statewide averages.  

 

All numerically significant subgroups have “Status/Distance From Standard (DFS)” scores below the 
statewide averages in Math, as follows: English Learners at -138.8 vs. -68.6 points; Latino at -110.8 vs. 
-62.2 points; Socioeconomically Disadvantaged at -109.9 vs. -63.7 points; and Students with 
Disabilities at - 176.7 vs. -119.4 points. None of the school’s numerically significant subgroups have 
“Status/DFS” scores above the statewide averages.  

 

Focus is on the following:  
• Relay’s Get Better Faster training for instructional coaches to coach and support teachers. A 

need for greater coaching and support for teachers to provide real-time feedback, action 
steps, and collaborative planning for teachers.  

• Newly adoption of Ready Math curriculum and time provided to implement a common placing 
plan, scaffolded lessons and common exit tickets to support with the implementation.  

• iReady implementation to provide teachers with actionable data and to support the 
intervention plans. • SFA/reading block  
• Scheduled tutor support to work on language development through pull out tutoring. 

 
 
2.  

3.  
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• LTEL reclassification training for teachers and parents.  
• Critical Friends Groups  
• Observational Rounds and mentor teachers. 

 

Academic Performance  
English Learner Progress  

This section provides a view of the percentage of current EL students making progress towards English 
language proficiency or maintaining the highest level.  

2019 Fall Dashboard English Learner Progress Indicator 

 
 

English Learner Progress 

 
No Performance Color   

37.2 making progress 
towards English language 

proficiency   
Number of EL Students: 86   

Performance Level: Low  
 
 
This section provides a view of the percentage of current EL students who progressed at least one ELPI level, 
maintained ELPI level 4, maintained lower ELPI levels (i.e, levels 1, 2L, 2H, 3L, or 3H), or decreased at least 
one ELPI Level.  

2019 Fall Dashboard Student English Language Acquisition Results 

 
 

Decreased  
One ELPI Level 

21  

 

 

Maintained ELPI 
Level 1, 2L, 2H, 3L, 

or 3H 

33  

 

 

Maintained  
ELPI Level 4 

3  

 

 

Progressed At Least  
One ELPI Level 

29  

 

Conclusions based on this data:  
1.  

No color assigned for the ELPI on the Dashboard.The school reclassifies English Learners at a rate 
higher than the state average.  
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Academic Performance  
College/Career  

The performance levels are color-coded and range from lowest-to-highest performance in the following order: 

Lowest  
Performance Red Orange Yellow Green Blue This 

section provides number of student groups in each 

color.  

Highest  
Performance 

 
This section provides information on the percentage of high school graduates who are placed in the "Prepared" 
level on the College/Career Indicator.  

2019 Fall Dashboard College/Career for All Students/Student Group 

 
 

All Students  

 
 

Homeless  

 

 

English Learners  

 
 

Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged  

 

 

Foster Youth 

 
 

Students with Disabilities 

 

 

2019 Fall Dashboard College/Career by Race/Ethnicity 

 
 

African American  

 
 

Hispanic  

 

 

American Indian  

 
 

Two or More Races  

 

 

Asian  

 
 

Pacific Islander  

 

 

Filipino 

 
 

White  

 
This section provides a view of the percent of students per year that qualify as Not Prepared, Approaching 
Prepared, and Prepared.  

2019 Fall Dashboard College/Career 3-Year Performance 

 
 

Class of 2017 

Prepared   
Approaching Prepared   

Not Prepared  
 
 

Conclusions based on this data:  
Class of 2018 

Prepared  

Approaching Prepared  

Not Prepared  
 

 

Class of 2019 

Prepared  

Approaching Prepared  

Not Prepared  
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1.  
BCCS’ Career Ready Practices are taught and reinforced in all career exploration and preparation 
programs with increasingly higher levels of complexity and expectation as a student advances through 
our educational program of study. BCCS offers students access to careers and college readiness in 
classrooms, through partnerships, visiting professors of local colleges and universities, career day with 
various presenters, and exploring individual student aspirations. A visiting professor teaches on 
campus with emphasis on media arts.  

The alignment matrices include the subjects of Common Core English language arts and mathematics 
standards; history/social studies standards, and Next Generation Science Core Ideas. Pathway 
Standards include CTC’s 15 industry sectors contain multiple pathways. In order to be identified and 
listed for an industry sector, each pathway had to meet specific criteria:  

https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/ct/sf/documents/infocomtech.pdf 

 

Academic Engagement 
Chronic Absenteeism  

The performance levels are color-coded and range from lowest-to-highest performance in the following order: 

Lowest  
Performance Red Orange Yellow Green Blue This section 

provides number of student groups in each color.  

Highest  
Perform

ance 

 

2019 Fall Dashboard Chronic Absenteeism Equity Report 

 
 

Red  

 

 

Orange  

 

 

Yellow  

 

 

Green  

 

 

Blue  

 
0 0 2 2 0   
Asian  

 
No Performance 

Color   

Less than 11 
Students - Data Not 

Displayed for Privacy   

0  
 

 

Pacific Islander 

 
No Performance 

Color   

Less than 11 
Students - Data Not 

Displayed for Privacy   

2  
 

 

Filipino 

 
No Performance 

Color   

Less than 11 
Students - Data Not 

Displayed for Privacy   

2  
 

 

White  

 
No Performance 

Color   

Less than 11 
Students - Data Not 

Displayed for Privacy   

3  
 

Conclusions based on this data:  
1.  

The schoolwide Dashboard Chronic Absenteeism Indicator color is yellow. Bert Corona Middle 
School’s 2019 Chronic Absenteeism Percentage was 7.0%, which was lower than the State at 10.1%.  
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The schoolwide Dashboard Chronic Absenteeism Indicator color is yellow. 7%, English learners is 
green 5.6%, Socioeconmically Disadvantaged is yellow 6.9%, Students with Disabilities is gree with 
7.7% a decline of -4.2%.  

 
1.  

N/A - Graduation Rate Indicator is not applicable for the grade levels assigned at the charter school.  

 

Conditions & Climate  
Suspension Rate  

The performance levels are color-coded and range from lowest-to-highest performance in the following order: 

Lowest  
Performance Red Orange Yellow Green Blue This section 

provides number of student groups in each color.  

Highest  
Perform

ance 

 

2019 Fall Dashboard Suspension Rate Equity Report 

 
 

Red  

 

 

Orange  

 

 

Yellow  

 

 

Green  

 

 

Blue  

 
 

This section provides information about the percentage of students in kindergarten through grade 12 who have 
been suspended at least once in a given school year. Students who are suspended multiple times are only 
counted once. 

2019 Fall Dashboard Suspension Rate for All Students/Student Group 

 
 

All Students 

 
Green   

6.2   

Declined -0.5   
388  

 
 

Homeless  

 

 

English Learners 

 
Green   

3.3   

Declined -5.9   
90  

 
 

Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged 

 
Green   

6.6   

Declined -0.6   
319  

 
 

Foster Youth 
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No Performance Color   

Less than 11 Students - 
Data Not Displayed for Privacy 2  

 

 

Students with Disabilities  
Green   

5.1   

Declined -1.7   
78  

 
 

2019 Fall Dashboard Suspension Rate by Race/Ethnicity 

 
 

African American 

 
No Performance 

Color   

Less than 11 
Students - Data Not 

Displayed for Privacy 2  

 
 

Hispanic 

 
Green   

6.1   

Declined -0.5   
378  

 
 

American Indian  

 
 

Two or More Races 

 
No Performance 

Color   

Less than 11 
Students - Data Not 

Displayed for Privacy 1  

 
 

Asian  

 
 

Pacific Islander 

 
No Performance 

Color   

Less than 11 
Students - Data Not 

Displayed for Privacy 2  

 
 

Filipino 

 
No Performance 

Color   

Less than 11 
Students - Data Not 

Displayed for Privacy 2  

 

 

White  

 
No Performance 

Color   

Less than 11 
Students - Data Not 

Displayed for Privacy 3  

 

This section provides a view of the percentage of students who were suspended.  
2019 Fall Dashboard Suspension Rate by Year 

 
 

2017  

 
 
 

Conclusions based on this data:  
2018  

6.7  

 

 

2019  

6.2  

 
1.  
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The schoolwide Dashboard Suspension Rate Indicator color is green, which is 6.2% a decline of .5%. 
English learners is green with 3.3% a decline of 5.9%.  


