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Fresno Unified School District
Board Communication

BC Number S-1

From the Office of the Superintendent Date: May 22, 2020

To the Members of the Board of Education

Prepared by: Robert G. Nelson, Superintendent Phone Number: 457-3884
Cabinet Approval:

Regarding: Superintendent Calendar Highlights
The purpose of this communication is to inform the Board of notable calendar items:

¢ Held meetings with Executive Cabinet

e Gave interview with PowerTalk Radio for the Trevor Carey Show regarding reopening of
schools and update on Fresno Unified

e Held virtual meet and greet with SEIU Leadership

e Participated in call with Congressman Jim Costa and superintendents throughout California’s
16™ Congressional District regarding an update on legislation and ongoing efforts regarding
the federal response to COVID-19 and to discuss challenges districts are facing

e Met with district leadership and Fresno Teachers Association leadership regarding budget

e Gave interview with PBS regarding issues the district is facing due to COVID-19

e Participated in call with Council of the Great City Schools Superintendents

e Participated in call with State Superintendent Tony Thurmond and California Superintendents
to discuss reopening of schools

e Participated in Fresno County Superintendents Task Force on Schools Reopening

e Held Labor Management Initiative meeting

e Held quarterly meeting with ACSA virtually

¢ Held weekly meeting with district leadership and Fresno Teachers Association Leadership

Approved by Superintendent
Robert G. Nelson Ed.D. e D T Date:_05/22/2020




Fresno Unified School District
Board Communication

BC Number AS-1

From the Office of the Superintendent Date: May 22, 2020

To the Members of the Board of Education )

Prepared by: Kim Kelstrom, Executive Officer ( A Phone Number: 457-3907
Cabinet Approval: (_#// ﬁ,@é ' R

Regarding: School Services Weekly Update Report for May 14, 2020

The purpose of this communication is to provide the Board a copy of School Services of California’s
(SSC) Weekly Update. Each week SSC provides an update and commentary on different educational
fiscal issues. In addition, they include different articles related to education issues.

The SSC Weekly Update for May 14, 2020 is attached and includes the following articles:

e May Revision to be Released on May 14 — May 14, 2020

e Special Education Committee — May 14, 2020

e Special Election Results — May 14, 2020

e LAO Issues Additional Proposition 98 Recession Details — May 12, 2020

e Schools Would Get Nearly $60 Billion in Democrats’ New COVID-19 Relief Proposal — May 12,
2020

e Democrats Ask for $12 Billion for Special Education in Next Coronavirus Bill - May 13, 2020

If you have any questions or require further information, please contact Kim Kelstrom at 457-3907.
Thank you.

Approved by Superintendent
Robert G. Nelson Ed.D. e e Vi Date: 05/22/2020
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DATE: May 14, 2020

TO: Robert G. Nelson
Superintendent

AT: Fresno Unified School District
FROM:  Your SSC Governmental Relations Team

RE: SSC’s Sacramento Weekly Update

May Revision to Be Released on May 14

On Thursday, May 14, 2020, Governor Gavin Newsom will release the May
Revision, which is the final statutory opportunity for the Governor to update his
economic projections prior to the enactment of the State Budget in June.

In last week’s Sacramento Update we reported on the budget letter released by
the Department of Finance (DOF), which provided a grim outlook of the state’s
revenue and budget forecast due to the recession caused by COVID-19. As a
reminder, the DOF estimates state revenue losses of $9.7 billion in the current
year and $32.2 billion in the coming budget year, which brings the total shortfall
to $54 billion, after factoring in the increased caseload of the state’s social
services programs.

In next week’s update we will provide an overview of the Governor’s May
Revision, including the initial legislative response as the Assembly Budget
Subcommittee on Education Finance is slated to meet on Monday, May 18, to
discuss the Governor’s revised State Budget.

Senate Education Committee

On Tuesday morning, the Senate Education Committee held its only hearing to
consider Senate education bills for the year. The agenda only consisted of five
bills, which were all approved by the committee and will be moving on in the
legislative process. Summaries of those bills can be found below:

« Senate Bill (SB) 805 (Portantino, D-La Cafada Flintridge) would prohibit
school districts from requiring an employee to use sick, vacation, or other
paid leave if the school is forced to close because of mandatory evacuation
order or any of the instances described in Education Code Section (EC §)
46392, or if the employee is unable to report to work because they reside in
an area with a mandatory evacuation order or any of the instances described
in EC § 46392

o SB 860 (Beall, D-San Diego) would require a county office of education
foster youth services plan to describe how the program will coordinate
efforts to ensure completion of the Free Application for Federal Student Aid
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or the California Dream Act Application for foster youth pupils who are in grade 12, and report the
number and percentage of pupils in foster care who successfully complete the applications

o SB 884 (Dodd, D-Napa) would establish the Disaster Relief Instructional Recovery Program for the
purpose of allocating funding to eligible local educational agencies (LEAS) to make up instructional days
lost due to emergency or other extraordinary conditions, including a public safety power shutoff

o SB 1181 (Committee on Education) would make various nonsubstantive changes to the education code

e SB 1213 (Leyva, D-Chino) would establish a process and timeline to recommend revisions to the history-
social science academic content standards by January 31, 2024, and require the state board to adopt,
reject, or modify the recommendations by spring 2024

While these are the five bills that will be considered on the Senate side by the Senate Education Committee,
there are other bills being considered in other policy committees that could have implications for K-12
education. In addition to significantly reducing their bill workload due to COVID-19, the Legislature also
made the decision that the limited number of bills being considered could only be referred to one policy
committee. This means that any bill that would have been referred to a second policy committee under normal
circumstances will only be heard in one policy committee in order to limit the number of hearings the
Legislature conducts during the COVID-19 pandemic.

Special Election Results

On Tuesday, there were two special elections to fill the vacancies of Congressional District (CD) 25 and state
Senate District (SD) 28. The special elections became necessary after Senator Jeff Stone (R-La Quinta)
resigned from the SD 28 last November to take a position in President Trump’s Administration while
Congresswoman Katie Hill (D-CA) resigned from the CD 25 last October due to an allegation of
inappropriate relations with staff.

Due to COVID-19, Governor Newsom signed an executive order requiring every registered voter in these
two elections to receive a vote-by-mail ballot in order to prevent large crowds from gathering on Election
Day. While there were still a limited number of in-person voting centers available for the elections, they were
only a fraction of the voting sites these elections would have had in a non-pandemic setting.

While it will take several weeks to officially count all of the vote-by-mail ballots, it is projected that
Republican Assemblymember Melissa Melendez (R-Lake Elsinor) has defeated Democratic candidate
Elizabeth Romero in the SD 28 race. According to the Secretary of State’s website, Melendez currently
enjoys an advantage of over 20,000 votes, making it very unlikely that Romero will be able to catch her. If
the results stand, the makeup of the Senate will be 29 Democrats to 11 Republicans, while the Assembly
would be 61 Democrats, 17 Republicans, 1 Independent, and 1 vacancy (Melendez’s current Assembly seat).
Either way, the Democrats will continue to enjoy comfortable supermajority statutes in both houses.

For the CD 25 race, Republican candidate Mike Garcia currently leads Democratic Assemblymember Christy
Smith (D- Santa Clarita) by more than 17,000 votes. While it looks as though Garcia will end up the victor,
he will only hold the seat for the remainder of the congressional term, which is the end of the calendar year.
This means that regardless of who ends up winning this special election, both Smith and Garcia will face off
once again in November to battle it out for the new two-year congressional term beginning January 2021.
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Leilani Aguinaldo
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LAO Issues Additional Proposition 98 Recession Details

By Michelle McKay Underwood
School Services of California Inc.’s Fiscal Report
May 12, 2020

The Legislative Analyst’s Office (LAO) provided more details over the weekend on the effect of the current
economic downturn on Proposition 98 (see “LAQO Issues New Economic Qutlook* in the current Fiscal
Report). Under both the more optimistic “U-shaped” and more pessimistic “L-shaped” recession recovery
scenarios, the LAO forecasts a Test 1 for Proposition 98 through the 2023-24 year, meaning K—14 education
will continue to receive its roughly 40% share of state general funds and property taxes. But with differing
hits to the state General Fund (and the flattening of property tax growth), the Proposition 98 minimum
guarantee significantly differs between the scenarios:

Proposition 98 Minimum | 519 54 | 202021 | 202122 | 202223 | 2023-24
Guarantee (in billions)
U-Shaped Scenario $78.3 $73.9 $76.0 $80.8 $84.7
L-Shaped Scenario $77.8 $69.1 $68.5 $73.1 $77.6

As noted in their economic outlook, the LAO uses a different point of comparison for the size of the current
budget problem. By their estimations, both economic recoveries could have a significant impact on the
minimum Proposition 98 guarantee for 2020-21. A U-shaped recovery would be approximately a 10%
Proposition 98 reduction compared to 2019-20, and an L-shaped recovery would be approximately 16%.
The LAO noted that neither scenario contemplates reimbursements from the Federal Emergency
Management Agency, revenues from the recently-passed Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security
(CARES) Act, or any support from the Budget Stabilization Account. While still dire, these projections are
less severe than Governor Gavin Newsom’s 22% hit (see “COVID-19 Decimates State Revenues, Education
Funding* in the current Fiscal Report).

Along with the change in minimum funding levels, the two scenarios also have different projected cost-of-
living adjustments (COLAS):

COLA 2020-21 2021-22 2022-23 2023-24
U-Shaped Scenario  [2.31% -0.03% 1.11% 2.05%
L-Shaped Scenario | 2.31% -0.63% -1.04% 1.16%

Finally, the LAO notes that the full Proposition 98 reserve would be withdrawn and utilized in the 2019-20
State Budget year because Proposition 98 funding will be insufficient to support the prior year funding level,
as adjusted for student attendance and inflation; unfortunately, that balance is a mere $377 million for
K-14 education.



https://www.sscal.com/publications/fiscal-reports/lao-issues-new-economic-outlook
https://www.sscal.com/publications/fiscal-reports/covid-19-decimates-state-revenues-education-funding
https://www.sscal.com/publications/fiscal-reports/covid-19-decimates-state-revenues-education-funding
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Note: This Democratic House proposal will face an uphill battle against the Republican-controlled Senate
and will look a lot different if the legislation does end up making it to President Trump’s desk.

Schools Would Get Nearly $60 Billion in Democrats’
New COVID-19 Relief Proposal

By Andrew Ujifusa
Education Week
May 12, 2020

New legislation from House Democrats would provide nearly $60 billion to K-12 school districts to help
them address the coronavirus pandemic, although Republicans who control the Senate are likely to ignore
the legislation, which falls short of public demands from education advocacy groups.

The Health and Economic Recovery Omnibus Emergency Solutions (HEROES) Act would create a $90
billion “state fiscal stabilization fund” for the U.S. Department of Education to distribute to K-12 as well as
higher education. After deducting a small share of money for administrative and other expenses, 65 percent
of that fund—or roughly $58 billion—would go through states to local school districts, with 30 percent set
aside for public colleges and universities. This money could support a large variety of services under the
Every Student Succeeds Act, the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, the McKinney-Vento Homeless
Assistance Act, and other federal mandates.

Any school district that receives this aid “shall to the greatest extent practicable, continue to pay its
employees and contractors during the period of any disruptions or closures related to coronavirus,” the bill
states. That language mirrors the last coronavirus aid bill that became law in late March and provided just
over $13 billion in direct aid for districts. This HEROES Act money would be available until Sept. 30, 2022.

The bill does include nearly $1 billion to shore up state and local government budgets that could be a big
help for schools in many instances. However, it’s obviously unclear exactly how much of that money would
ultimately reach local school districts, and the education lobbying community has put a heavy emphasis on
creating a big stabilization fund specifically for education in the next federal aid package.

In addition, the bill would provide $1.5 billion to help schools and libraries provide internet services through
an Emergency Connectivity Fund at the Federal Communications Commission.

The education lobbying world has been asking for much more for a state stabilization fund for K-12 and
higher education. Recent demands from those groups have called for federal lawmakers to provide at least
$175 billion for such a pot of money, as part of a broader request of at least $250 billion for education. While
it’s arguable that those making such demands knew that it would be a long shot, they’ll still almost certainly
be disappointed.

And again, since Senate Republicans don’t appear inclined to provide $175 billion for education in a new
relief bill, the Democrats’ HEROES Act could end up serving largely as a way to publicly underscore their
priorities. It’s unlikely any final agreement on the next phase of coronavirus relief negotiated by lawmakers
will closely resemble or match key provisions of this bill.

Under the HEROES Act, 61 percent of the stabilization fund would go out to states (and then on to districts
as subgrants) on the basis of their relative population of people aged 5 to 24, while 39 percent would be
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distributed to states on the basis of the relative number of children counted for district grants under Title I of
ESSA.

The new proposal’s Emergency Connectivity Fund would help schools connect students to the internet and
provide them with internet-connected devices. Its $1.5 billion number is lower than the request in two
separate bills from Democrats; one from Rep. Grace Meng, D-N.Y., proposed $2 billion to bolster student
internet access, while another championed by several Senate Democrats led by Sen. Ed. Markey, D-
Mass., would provide $4 billion.

Beefing up students’ internet access has been a top priority for several education advocacy groups since
lawmakers passed the Coronavirus Act, Relief, and Economic Security (CARES) Act in late March without
additional, dedicated funding to help students get online. Advocates say it’s critical for the federal
government to provide more resources to help close the digital divide that leaves millions of students without
access to reliable internet.

Here are a few other notable provisions about the bill:

« The legislation states that HEROES money couldn’t be used to “provide financial assistance to students
to attend private elementary or secondary schools” except as required for students in special education
and under IDEA. Although it might have little practical impact on how districts might use the money, it
does underscore Democrats’ desire to keep the funds out of any private school choice programs.

« The HEROES Act also seeks to nullify recent guidance from U.S. Secretary of Education Betsy
DeVos about coronavirus relief and private schools. Under ESSA, districts must provide equitable
services to certain groups of students (like those considered at risk of failing) in their attendance areas
who attend private schools. The recent DeVos guidance says that all private school students are eligible
for equitable services under the CARES Act, regardless of their status. But the HEROES Act says only
students identified as eligible for those services under ESSA are eligible for equitable services.

e Unlike the CARES Act, there’s no governor’s fund in the new proposal that state executives could
distribute at their discretion to K-12 and higher education that’s included in the HEROES Act’s state
stabilization fund. There’s also no dedicated set-aside for state education departments to use.

o Any HEROES grants not awarded by governors to school districts (or institutions of higher education)
within two years must be returned to the education secretary.

The state stabilization fund “may be used to support hourly workers, such as education support
professionals, classified school employees, and adjunct and contingent faculty,” the bill says.

Note: Minor edits included for readability
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Note: A group of Democratic U.S. Senators are asking for almost $12 billion in the next federal coronavirus
aid bill to be earmarked for students with disabilities.

Democrats Ask for $12 Billion for Special Education in Next Coronavirus Bill
Money would pay for extra staff to help students with disabilities catch up after schools reopen

By Carolyn Jones
EdSource
May 13, 2020

Fearing that special education students will fall substantially behind their peers as a result of prolonged school
closures and distance learning, a group of Democratic U.S. Senators is asking for almost $12 billion in the
next federal coronavirus aid bill to be earmarked for those students.

The request, backed by California Senators Dianne Feinstein and Kamala Harris, would pay for tutors, aides,
assessments, technology and other measures to help students in special education, many of whom have been
disproportionately impacted by school closures because of the difficulty of providing needed therapies
online.

“As we grapple with the impacts of COVID-19, and the resulting school closures, we must meet the needs
of all students, including students most vulnerable to educational disruptions,” the senators wrote. “To that
end, we write to urge you to ensure that any future COVID-19 relief package protects the rights of students
who experience disabilities and provides school districts with emergency funding so that educators are able
to effectively serve these students during this unprecedented time.”

Advocates in general welcomed the request. Since U.S. Secretary of Education Betsy DeVos in April ordered
school districts to continue providing special education services during the school closures, some districts
have been struggling to provide occupational, speech, physical and behavioral therapy virtually.

The result is that some students with disabilities — such as Down syndrome, cerebral palsy and autism —
risk losing skills and falling behind. Under the federal Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, school
districts are required to provide extra tutoring and other services to help those students catch up. The cost of
those services would fall mostly to states and school districts, because the federal government only provides
a fraction of the funding needed for schools to fully implement special education.

The $12 billion would help offset those costs. And it’s urgently needed, said Lauren Rhim, executive director
of the National Center for Special Education in Charter Schools, a nationwide advocacy group.

“To say this (situation) is unprecedented is wholly inadequate. There is so much learning loss happening
right now for all students, but especially those students in special education,” Rhim said. “The sooner we can
hire more staff and assess what services students will need, the better.”

The stakes are high for students enrolled in special education because they rely on school services not just
for academic support, but also for therapies that could propel them to college, employment and independent
living, she said.
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“What’s often the case is that kids with disabilities are an afterthought (in education policy),” she said. “But
no one relies more on an education to live a full life. 1t’s often the difference between having a job, living
independently, and not.”

The newest coronavirus aid bill, Congress’ fifth, is currently being negotiated in the House of
Representatives. It’s unclear how the Republican-controlled Senate will respond, but Republicans in the past
have generally been supportive of special education. The Coronavirus Aid, Relief and Economic Security
Act, signed March 27, originally called for broad waivers to special education law. But some Republicans
agreed to strip that provision and turn over the decision to DeVos, who later opted to keep the law intact.

So far, federal aid related to the coronavirus has topped $3 trillion, with $1.6 billion so far expected for
California schools. But none of the money has been set aside specifically for K-12 special education students.

The request, signed by 24 senators and addressed to Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell and Minority
Leader Charles Schumer, asks for $11 billion to be given as grants to states under the Individuals with
Disabilities Education Act, the federal law that guarantees students a free public education suited to their
abilities. It also calls for $900 million for programs for infants, toddlers and preschoolers with disabilities,
and an unspecified amount for training teachers in technological skills needed to improve their online lessons.

Sen. Patty Murray, D-Washington, a longtime advocate for special education policy and one of those who
submitted the funding request, said that providing extra support for students with disabilities is “absolutely
critical.”

“I’ve been incredibly proud and inspired to see the creative and innovative ways that special education
teachers are working to meet the needs of students with disabilities under the law. But more must be done to
support their amazing work,” she said. “I’ll continue fighting to uphold the protections of IDEA and provide
the funding necessary to ensure that students with disabilities and educators have the resources they need.”

Separately, the Council of the Great City Schools, which represents 76 large urban school districts
nationwide, last week sent a letter to Congressional leaders asking that extra money in the next coronavirus
aid bill be reserved for special education students. The $13 billion request is in addition to a request for $175
billion to help school districts offset revenue losses.

“There’s just a desperate need for funding. We’re facing an extremely dire fiscal cliff for the upcoming
school year,” said Jeff Simering, director of legislative services for the organization. “And we’re trying to
protect the kids who are the most at risk academically, have the greatest need.”

Given the partisan rancor in Congress, Simering is not optimistic that funding will be forthcoming.

“We’re trying to underscore the desperate need,” he said. “Hopefully they won’t let us twist in the wind.”
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Regarding: Student Transfers Program Review

The purpose of this communication is to provide the Board an update in response to an inquiry at the
May 06, 2020 Board meeting.

Initiated by the Deputy Superintendent, the Internal Auditors conducted a review of current policies and
procedures related to the Student Transfer’s program. The Student Transfer’s Office processes nearly
15,000 applications each school year providing students options beyond their neighborhood school.

On September 03, 2019 the auditors presented their Internal Audit Review report to the Audit
Committee. The Transfer’s Office, in collaboration with other district partners, worked immediately to
respond to the recommendations made in the report. Summarized below is the progress made in
response to each recommendation.

1. A final ranked list should be maintained to capture all students applying to the Computech Middle
School program, whether they previously attended a Fresno Unified school or not.
Progress update: Equity & Access maintains a ranked listing of all applicants to the program as
recommended.

2. Implement a spot check control system to cross check data entered into the Atlas Student
Information System to help reduce the risk of data entry errors.
Progress Update: Beginning in September 2019, staff implemented a quarterly review of data
entered to test for and ensure accuracy.

3. Consider implementing an online application that captures information directly from the applicant
online reducing the risk of data entry errors.
Progress Update: Collaborative efforts are underway between staff from the Transfer’'s Office
and Information Technology with plans to create an online application. This enhancement will
build off of the newly implemented online enroliment capabilities.

4. Even in instances where the number of seats available exceeds the number of applicants, consider
running a lottery in order to reduce the volume of manual placement transactions.
Progress Update: This change in business process was implemented as recommended
beginning with application placements for the 2020/21 school year.



5. Consider utilizing a separate code to identify administrative placements made that requires the
approval of two users.
Progress Update: A unique code is applied in the system to distinguish these type of student
placements, with the ability for proper documentation and approval levels as recommended.
These placements can now be tracked and monitored individually and as a group.

6. Review and update current Board Policy and Administrative Regulations.
Progress Update: Board Policy 5116 was updated on December 18, 2019 and Administrative
Regulation 5116 on January 21, 2020.

If you have any questions or require further information, please contact Santino Danisi at 457-3661.

Approved by Superintendent .
Robert G. Nelson Ed.D. e i e Date:_05/22/2020
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Regarding: Student'Connectivity Tool Update Week 1

The purpose of this communication is to provide the Board information regarding the Student
Connectivity Tool (SCT) in Gradebook. This tool is our district’s latest phase of providing supports
across the system. The SCT is meant to collect high-level, actionable data to quickly identify students
who may need additional support or outreach from our schools. This tool was built to help hone school
site actions and encourage dialogue toward better supporting students during distance learning. The
SCT also enables school sites and teachers to more effectively monitor student accessibility to
interaction opportunities and to identify students who have a need that requires follow-up. This
information is driven through a student-focused lens. The attached infographic includes data on the
following three SCT assignments:

e Assignment 1 — Teacher Outreach focuses on teacher-oriented actions that provide a contact
opportunity for students, such as a scheduled Teams meeting or sending a mass email to
students.

e Assignment 2 — Student Interaction captures whether and how students are interacting with the
multiple learning opportunities provided to them.

e Assignment 3 — Student Follow-Up focuses on student needs, such as technology or counseling
support, that enables a site to respond to and act on.

While reviewing the information, it is important to keep in mind that students in secondary (grades 7
through 12) are duplicated in the data due to having multiple courses. During the week of May 11,
ninety-nine percent (99%) of teachers who completed a “Teacher Outreach” entry this week provided
outreach to students. In forty-three percent (43%) of courses, students interacted with an available
learning opportunity during this week. There are multiple reasons why students may not be interacting
with the available opportunities. If a student is not showing up to three (3) of their classes, it may be
because they have a passing grade, they may be prioritizing which courses to focus on to improve a
grade, or they may be some other barrier making it difficult to engage in an available learning
opportunities. Currently, there are eighty-six percent (86%) of secondary students have a passing grade
in their course who are not interacting with their course(s). Further, of the secondary students who are
not interacting with their courses, fourteen percent (14%) are failing at their course(s). In addition, fifteen
percent (15%) of students were identified as having a need that includes follow-up.

As we look through a student-focused lens at the information available in the SCT, we are continuing
to think about questions such as, of the students who are not interacting with learning opportunities,
how many are failing their course and what can we do about it? Do students have a passing grade in
the course and may be prioritizing other courses? Are our students experiences environmental barriers
impeding them from engaging in learning? How many students have disconnected phone numbers and



how can we work with staff to ensure we get updated phone numbers to connect with these students
and families? How do we prioritize which students we target first — is it our vulnerable groups such as
foster and homeless youth or our lowest performing group of students who are failing their courses?
The ultimate purpose of the data is to have a systemic data set that can help drive targeted actions at
the sites and district to ensure our students continue to engage in learning.

Additionally, included in this communication is a district-level report by grade level and student group.

If you have further questions or require additional information, please contact Lindsay Sanders at 457-
3471.

Approved by Superintendent
Robert G. Nelson Ed.D. Hewdt LA s Date: 05/22/2020




Fresno Unified School District
Student Connectivity Tool (SCT)

9 9 % 4 3 % SCT ASSIGNMENTS

of teachers who completed of students interacted _of stu_o_lents have an Assignment #1
an entry this week with an available identified need that Teacher Outreach
reported providing learning opportunity will include follow-up

outreach to their students
Assignment #2

Using a common process to collect data centrally provides our system the .
d E P Y Student Interaction

opportunity to assist with student follow up needs, actively pursue

students who are not engaging, and communicate to parents and

students. Three weekly assignments were created and are pushed out in Assignment #3
gradebook weekly. Teachers are using guiding rubrics to enter into those

3 assignments every week.

TEACHER OUTREACH STUDENT INTERACTION

1% @ No outreach attempted W Interaction M No Interaction

3% @ Updated resources/assignments available to Elementary
students
Secondary* 34% 66%

5% @ Conducted a contact opportunity, such as a Zoom 0% 50% 100%

meetin
9 *Students in secondary have duplicates due to
multiple courses

18% @ Sent a mass communication to all families/students

3% @ Called individual family/student and left a message

69% .Conducted a contact opportunity and one or more
0 W of the other outreach opportunities

STUDENT FOLLOW-UP

Students reported the following follow-up needs
No follow-up

needed or follow-up Phone disconnected Translation Technology Counseling
unknown or unavailable follow-up follow-up follow-up
% % % % %

Note: This information includes duplicate students as students may have more than one need

2 3 % of students have no teacher entry in both Teacher Outreach and Student Interaction.

Note: This does not mean that students have not been contacted. This is an indication
that entries have not been made. Site leaders will follow-up to ensure that accurate data

is collected.
Prepared by: Equity and Access 5/19/2020



Student Connectivity Tool: Student Interaction and Student Follow-Up

Overall District: All Students by Student Group

Student Interaction

Student Follow-Up

interaction | No Interaction No follow-up needed disco::zrc‘:e dor Translation | Technology Counseling
or follow-up unknown unavailable follow-up follow-up follow-up
All Students 42.6% 57.4% 84.8% 4.1% 1.0% 5.7% 4.4%
African American 41.4% 58.6% 82.0% 6.0% 0.7% 6.3% 5.1%
American Indian or Alaskan Native 44.5% 55.5% 83.4% 6.8% 0.9% 6.4% 2.5%
Asian 39.7% 60.3% 86.5% 3.9% 1.0% 5.1% 3.6%
Filipino 48.3% 51.7% 90.1% 1.9% 0.9% 3.8% 3.3%
Hispanic or Latino 42.3% 57.7% 84.4% 4.0% 1.1% 6.0% 4.5%
Pacific Islander 44.6% 55.4% 86.5% 3.8% 1.7% 3.8% 4.1%
White 44.4% 55.6% 87.6% 3.3% 0.8% 4.3% 4.0%
Two or More Races 47.8% 52.2% 86.1% 4.6% 0.6% 5.0% 3.7%
English Learners 44.1% 55.9% 80.0% 5.1% 2.8% 7.5% 4.7%
Foster Youth 47.5% 52.5% 79.6% 6.1% 1.1% 6.3% 7.0%
Homeless Youth 31.5% 68.5% 76.0% 9.3% 1.4% 7.8% 5.6%
Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 41.6% 58.4% 84.0% 4.4% 1.1% 6.0% 4.5%
Students with Disabilities 46.9% 53.1% 79.9% 5.7% 2.0% 7.1% 5.3%
Note: Secondary students have duplicates due to multiple courses.
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Student Connectivity Tool: Student Interaction and Student Follow-Up

Overall District: All Students by Grade Level

Student Interaction

Student Follow-Up

Ph
] . No follow-up needed | .. one Translation | Technology Counseling
Interaction | No Interaction disconnected or
or follow-up unknown unavailable follow-up follow-up follow-up

All Students 42.6% 57.4% 84.8% 4.1% 1.0% 5.7% 4.4%
Preschool 2.1% 0.5% 80.4% 7.0% 0.9% 10.0% 1.7%
TK 1.0% 0.3% 80.8% 6.6% 2.4% 9.6% 0.5%
Kindergarten 4.8% 1.3% 77.9% 10.4% 1.6% 8.1% 2.1%
Grade 1 4.8% 1.3% 76.1% 11.0% 2.4% 8.2% 2.3%
Grade 2 5.0% 1.2% 73.9% 8.9% 3.1% 11.7% 2.4%
Grade 3 5.0% 1.2% 75.5% 8.3% 2.0% 10.2% 4.0%
Grade 4 5.1% 1.3% 77.0% 9.4% 2.3% 8.1% 3.2%
Grade 5 5.1% 1.4% 84.4% 7.2% 1.6% 4.0% 2.9%
Grade 6 5.9% 2.0% 85.2% 5.4% 1.4% 6.1% 1.9%
Grade 7 13.3% 16.3% 85.1% 3.3% 1.0% 6.6% 4.0%
Grade 8 11.9% 16.9% 89.3% 3.7% 0.2% 4.9% 1.9%
Grade 9 10.4% 17.4% 86.5% 2.5% 0.6% 4.1% 6.3%
Grade 10 9.0% 15.3% 81.9% 3.2% 1.4% 5.7% 7.7%
Grade 11 8.5% 12.9% 87.9% 2.0% 0.8% 4.4% 4.8%
Grade 12 7.9% 10.7% 88.7% 1.6% 0.6% 4.0% 5.1%
Note: Secondary students have duplicates due to multiple courses.
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Student Connectivity Tool: Student Interaction and Student Follow-Up

African American Students by Grade Level

Student Interaction

Student Follow-Up

interaction | No Interaction No follow-up needed disco::(::tee dor Translation | Technology Counseling
or follow-up unknown unavailable follow-up follow-up follow-up

All Students 42.6% 57.4% 84.8% 4.1% 1.0% 5.7% 4.4%
All African American Students 41.4% 58.6% 82.0% 6.0% 0.7% 6.3% 5.1%
Preschool 1.2% 0.6% 67.4% 19.7% 0.0% 9.1% 3.8%
TK 1.0% 0.4% 78.1% 8.3% 3.1% 10.4% 0.0%
Kindergarten 4.3% 2.3% 69.6% 17.1% 0.2% 9.6% 3.4%
Grade 1 4.5% 2.0% 68.1% 16.2% 0.4% 11.6% 3.7%
Grade 2 4.1% 2.0% 69.0% 17.8% 0.7% 10.6% 1.9%
Grade 3 4.7% 1.6% 70.5% 13.1% 0.2% 10.6% 5.6%
Grade 4 5.0% 1.7% 71.8% 16.1% 0.2% 8.5% 3.5%
Grade 5 4.6% 1.4% 77.6% 10.0% 0.7% 6.3% 5.4%
Grade 6 5.2% 1.9% 83.5% 7.1% 0.6% 6.1% 2.7%
Grade 7 14.7% 16.5% 82.1% 4.1% 0.9% 7.6% 5.3%
Grade 8 11.4% 16.3% 88.1% 4.83% 0.1% 5.0% 2.0%
Grade 9 11.3% 17.6% 84.3% 3.6% 0.8% 4.0% 7.3%
Grade 10 10.6% 14.5% 83.8% 3.6% 1.5% 4.6% 6.5%
Grade 11 8.9% 11.4% 85.3% 3.2% 1.0% 5.2% 5.4%
Grade 12 8.7% 10.0% 84.2% 1.7% 0.4% 6.3% 7.5%
Note: Secondary students have duplicates due to multiple courses.
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Student Connectivity Tool: Student Interaction and Student Follow-Up

American Indian or Alaskan Native Students by Grade Level

Student Interaction

Student Follow-Up

Phone

Interaction | No Interaction No follow-up needed disconnected or Translation | Technology Counseling
or follow-up unknown unavailable follow-up follow-up follow-up

All Students 42.6% 57.4% 84.8% 4.1% 1.0% 5.7% 4.4%
All American Indian or Alaskan

Native Students 92.1% 7.9% 83.4% 6.8% 0.9% 6.4% 2.5%
Preschool 1.2% 1.1% 57.1% 21.4% 0.0% 14.3% 7.1%
TK 1.0% 0.2% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Kindergarten 4.3% 1.3% 68.6% 17.1% 2.9% 11.4% 0.0%
Grade 1 4.5% 1.8% 71.4% 14.3% 2.9% 11.4% 0.0%
Grade 2 4.1% 1.7% 63.2% 18.4% 0.0% 13.2% 5.3%
Grade 3 4.7% 1.3% 71.9% 12.5% 6.3% 9.4% 0.0%
Grade 4 5.0% 1.5% 71.0% 16.1% 0.0% 9.7% 3.2%
Grade 5 4.6% 1.1% 80.0% 8.0% 4.0% 8.0% 0.0%
Grade 6 5.2% 1.7% 69.4% 13.9% 2.8% 13.9% 0.0%
Grade 7 14.7% 17.2% 84.7% 4.9% 1.4% 6.9% 2.1%
Grade 8 11.4% 19.3% 86.5% 4.1% 0.0% 8.8% 0.6%
Grade 9 11.3% 10.3% 92.8% 2.9% 0.0% 0.0% 4.4%
Grade 10 10.6% 17.4% 87.0% 5.3% 0.8% 2.3% 4.6%
Grade 11 8.9% 13.8% 91.7% 2.8% 0.0% 2.8% 2.8%
Grade 12 8.7% 10.5% 90.8% 2.3% 0.0% 2.3% 4.6%
Note: Secondary students have duplicates due to multiple courses.
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Student Connectivity Tool: Student Interaction and Student Follow-Up

Asian Students by Grade Level

Student Interaction

Student Follow-Up

Phone . .
Interaction | No Interaction No follow-up needed disconnected or Translation | Technology Counseling
or follow-up unknown unavailable follow-up follow-up follow-up

All Students 42.6% 57.4% 84.8% 4.1% 1.0% 5.7% 4.4%
All Asian Students 35.4% 64.6% 86.5% 3.9% 1.0% 5.1% 3.6%
Preschool 2.3% 0.7% 79.2% 7.4% 1.1% 10.8% 1.5%
TK 1.2% 0.3% 86.1% 3.7% 3.7% 5.8% 0.7%
Kindergarten 6.3% 1.3% 74.8% 10.7% 1.6% 11.2% 1.6%
Grade 1 5.9% 1.4% 82.4% 8.6% 3.0% 5.2% 0.8%
Grade 2 6.1% 1.4% 75.3% 8.3% 3.1% 10.6% 2.8%
Grade 3 5.3% 1.0% 79.9% 6.0% 2.8% 8.2% 3.0%
Grade 4 5.4% 1.3% 71.5% 12.9% 2.6% 8.8% 4.3%
Grade 5 5.3% 1.2% 84.3% 9.1% 1.4% 3.4% 2.0%
Grade 6 5.2% 1.4% 83.4% 6.6% 2.1% 7.2% 0.8%
Grade 7 12.8% 14.2% 84.4% 3.5% 0.6% 7.2% 4.3%
Grade 8 10.5% 15.9% 90.0% 2.8% 0.4% 5.0% 1.8%
Grade 9 10.5% 15.8% 90.2% 2.1% 0.4% 2.8% 4.4%
Grade 10 8.2% 15.9% 85.0% 2.9% 0.9% 4.83% 6.4%
Grade 11 6.7% 15.0% 90.3% 1.6% 0.5% 3.6% 3.9%
Grade 12 8.3% 13.4% 92.2% 2.2% 0.5% 2.2% 2.9%
Note: Secondary students have duplicates due to multiple courses.
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Student Connectivity Tool: Student Interaction and Student Follow-Up

Filipino Students by Grade Level

Student Interaction

Student Follow-Up

Phone . .
Interaction | No Interaction No follow-up needed disconnected or Translation | Technology Counseling
or follow-up unknown unavailable follow-up follow-up follow-up

All Students 42.6% 57.4% 84.8% 4.1% 1.0% 5.7% 4.4%
All Filipino Students 48.3% 51.7% 90.1% 1.9% 0.9% 3.8% 3.3%
Preschool 1.4% N/A 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
TK 0.7% 0.3% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Kindergarten 3.2% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Grade 1 2.8% 0.3% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Grade 2 2.5% 1.6% 91.7% 8.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Grade 3 5.6% 1.0% 89.5% 0.0% 0.0% 10.5% 0.0%
Grade 4 3.9% 0.7% 92.3% 0.0% 7.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Grade 5 3.9% 0.3% 92.3% 0.0% 0.0% 7.7% 0.0%
Grade 6 5.3% 1.3% 94.1% 5.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Grade 7 17.5% 17.4% 91.1% 2.0% 2.0% 2.0% 3.0%
Grade 8 11.6% 14.8% 90.9% 5.2% 0.0% 1.3% 2.6%
Grade 9 9.1% 16.4% 91.4% 1.4% 0.0% 4.3% 2.9%
Grade 10 4.9% 17.7% 82.1% 1.5% 1.5% 6.0% 9.0%
Grade 11 14.0% 13.1% 87.2% 1.3% 1.3% 6.4% 3.9%
Grade 12 13.7% 15.1% 91.4% 0.0% 0.0% 4.9% 3.7%
Note: Secondary students have duplicates due to multiple courses.
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Student Connectivity Tool: Student Interaction and Student Follow-Up

Hispanic or Latino Students by Grade Level

Student Interaction

Student Follow-Up

interaction | No Interaction No follow-up needed disco::zrc‘:e dor Translation | Technology Counseling
or follow-up unknown unavailable follow-up follow-up follow-up

All Students 42.6% 57.4% 84.8% 4.1% 1.0% 5.7% 4.4%
All Hispanic or Latino Students 42.3% 57.7% 84.4% 4.0% 1.1% 6.0% 4.5%
Preschool 2.3% 0.5% 80.7% 6.0% 1.1% 10.6% 1.7%
TK 1.0% 0.2% 79.9% 7.2% 2.3% 10.2% 0.4%
Kindergarten 4.7% 1.2% 78.6% 9.7% 2.0% 7.8% 1.9%
Grade 1 4.8% 1.3% 75.2% 11.2% 2.8% 8.3% 2.4%
Grade 2 5.0% 1.1% 72.8% 8.3% 3.9% 13.0% 2.0%
Grade 3 5.1% 1.2% 74.9% 8.2% 2.3% 10.6% 4.0%
Grade 4 5.3% 1.2% 77.5% 8.2% 2.6% 8.7% 3.0%
Grade 5 5.0% 1.3% 83.7% 7.3% 2.0% 4.2% 2.8%
Grade 6 6.0% 1.9% 84.0% 5.6% 1.6% 6.7% 2.1%
Grade 7 13.7% 16.7% 84.9% 3.3% 1.0% 6.9% 4.0%
Grade 8 12.3% 17.1% 89.3% 3.6% 0.2% 4.9% 2.1%
Grade 9 10.0% 17.4% 85.9% 2.4% 0.6% 4.4% 6.7%
Grade 10 8.7% 15.4% 81.2% 3.1% 1.4% 6.2% 8.0%
Grade 11 8.4% 12.9% 87.7% 2.0% 0.8% 4.5% 5.0%
Grade 12 7.7% 10.5% 88.3% 1.5% 0.7% 4.1% 5.5%
Note: Secondary students have duplicates due to multiple courses.

Prepared by: Equity and Access 5/19/2020 7




Student Connectivity Tool: Student Interaction and Student Follow-Up

Pacific Islander Students by Grade Level

Student Interaction

Student Follow-Up

Phone . .
interaction | No Interaction No follow-up needed disconnected or Translation | Technology Counseling
or follow-up unknown unavailable follow-up follow-up follow-up

All Students 42.6% 57.4% 84.8% 4.1% 1.0% 5.7% 4.4%
All Pacific Islander Students 44.6% 55.4% 86.5% 3.8% 1.7% 3.8% 4.1%
Preschool 3.2% 2.1% 70.0% 20.0% 0.0% 10.0% 0.0%
TK 0.3% 0.2% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Kindergarten 3.7% 1.9% 52.4% 14.3% 14.3% 14.3% 4.8%
Grade 1 4.0% 1.2% 84.2% 10.5% 0.0% 5.3% 0.0%
Grade 2 2.6% 0.9% 69.2% 15.4% 7.7% 0.0% 7.7%
Grade 3 3.2% 1.2% 76.5% 17.7% 0.0% 5.9% 0.0%
Grade 4 3.2% 0.7% 85.7% 0.0% 0.0% 14.3% 0.0%
Grade 5 15.8% 6.7% 93.6% 3.9% 0.0% 1.3% 1.3%
Grade 6 6.0% 6.9% 92.2% 3.9% 2.0% 0.0% 2.0%
Grade 7 11.5% 17.8% 89.3% 2.7% 1.8% 3.6% 2.7%
Grade 8 7.5% 6.5% 92.3% 0.0% 1.9% 3.9% 1.9%
Grade 9 9.8% 13.7% 86.2% 1.1% 3.2% 1.1% 8.5%
Grade 10 5.5% 15.3% 85.0% 3.8% 1.3% 2.5% 7.5%
Grade 11 11.2% 13.0% 90.2% 1.1% 1.1% 4.4% 3.3%
Grade 12 12.6% 12.0% 85.0% 2.2% 0.0% 6.5% 6.5%
Note: Secondary students have duplicates due to multiple courses.

Prepared by: Equity and Access 5/19/2020 8




Student Connectivity Tool: Student Interaction and Student Follow-Up

White Students by Grade Level

Student Interaction

Student Follow-Up

Interaction | No Interaction No follow-up needed disco::(::tee dor Translation | Technology Counseling
or follow-up unknown unavailable follow-up follow-up follow-up

All Students 42.6% 57.4% 84.8% 4.1% 1.0% 5.7% 4.4%
All White Students 43.0% 57.0% 87.6% 3.3% 0.8% 4.3% 4.0%
Preschool 1.1% 0.2% 91.8% 2.5% 0.0% 4.9% 0.8%
TK 0.9% 0.2% 84.1% 5.7% 2.3% 6.8% 1.1%
Kindergarten 4.6% 1.1% 85.4% 7.9% 0.0% 5.0% 1.8%
Grade 1 4.3% 1.0% 83.0% 6.9% 1.0% 7.7% 1.4%
Grade 2 5.1% 1.1% 82.8% 6.0% 0.6% 5.8% 4.8%
Grade 3 4.8% 0.9% 80.0% 5.9% 0.9% 8.9% 4.3%
Grade 4 4.9% 1.1% 82.4% 8.8% 1.5% 4.3% 3.0%
Grade 5 6.0% 2.2% 91.2% 4.3% 0.5% 1.5% 2.6%
Grade 6 7.9% 3.7% 93.1% 2.7% 0.3% 3.0% 0.9%
Grade 7 12.0% 14.2% 89.4% 1.9% 1.3% 3.9% 3.4%
Grade 8 12.5% 17.0% 90.4% 3.7% 0.0% 4.5% 1.3%
Grade 9 11.6% 18.8% 88.3% 2.3% 0.7% 3.4% 5.4%
Grade 10 10.2% 15.0% 81.2% 4.4% 1.5% 4.3% 8.6%
Grade 11 8.1% 12.8% 87.9% 1.7% 0.8% 5.0% 4.6%
Grade 12 6.1% 10.7% 90.3% 0.8% 0.8% 4.0% 4.0%
Note: Secondary students have duplicates due to multiple courses.
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Student Connectivity Tool: Student Interaction and Student Follow-Up

Two or More Races Students by Grade Level

Student Interaction

Student Follow-Up

Phone

interaction | No Interaction No follow-up needed disconnected or Translation | Technology Counseling
or follow-up unknown unavailable follow-up follow-up follow-up

All Students 42.6% 57.4% 84.8% 4.1% 1.0% 5.7% 4.4%
All Two or More Races Students 44.4% 55.6% 86.1% 4.6% 0.6% 5.0% 3.7%
Preschool 3.1% 0.5% 88.8% 7.9% 0.0% 3.4% 0.0%
TK 1.5% 0.6% 77.4% 5.7% 0.0% 15.1% 1.9%
Kindergarten 6.8% 1.9% 79.9% 10.3% 0.5% 6.1% 3.3%
Grade 1 6.3% 1.5% 76.7% 11.4% 1.0% 8.3% 2.6%
Grade 2 6.2% 1.5% 80.8% 7.3% 0.0% 9.3% 2.6%
Grade 3 5.6% 1.6% 77.3% 9.7% 0.6% 8.5% 4.0%
Grade 4 4.8% 1.6% 80.1% 9.9% 2.5% 3.1% 4.4%
Grade 5 5.6% 1.4% 87.4% 6.0% 0.0% 3.6% 3.0%
Grade 6 6.0% 2.3% 87.7% 4.9% 0.5% 4.9% 2.0%
Grade 7 13.7% 17.1% 86.5% 3.7% 1.0% 5.1% 3.8%
Grade 8 11.5% 19.2% 88.7% 4.83% 0.0% 5.4% 1.2%
Grade 9 10.4% 19.4% 88.4% 3.0% 0.5% 2.5% 5.6%
Grade 10 7.0% 12.7% 84.3% 2.8% 0.6% 6.1% 6.3%
Grade 11 5.8% 9.6% 89.9% 0.7% 1.5% 3.9% 4.1%
Grade 12 5.7% 9.0% 90.2% 2.6% 0.0% 3.3% 3.9%
Note: Secondary students have duplicates due to multiple courses.
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Student Connectivity Tool: Student Interaction and Student Follow-Up

English Learner Students by Grade Level

Student Interaction

Student Follow-Up

Phone

Interaction | No Interaction No follow-up needed disconnected or Translation | Technology Counseling
or follow-up unknown unavailable follow-up follow-up follow-up

All Students 42.6% 57.4% 84.8% 4.1% 1.0% 5.7% 4.4%
All English Learner Students 44.1% 55.9% 80.0% 5.1% 2.8% 7.5% 4.7%
Preschool N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
TK 1.7% 0.5% 78.0% 6.5% 6.5% 8.6% 0.3%
Kindergarten 7.0% 1.9% 74.3% 9.2% 4.6% 10.2% 1.7%
Grade 1 7.8% 2.4% 73.0% 10.5% 6.2% 8.5% 1.9%
Grade 2 7.4% 1.9% 67.7% 7.2% 8.2% 14.4% 2.5%
Grade 3 6.1% 1.7% 69.8% 7.4% 6.2% 13.0% 3.7%
Grade 4 5.5% 1.9% 69.1% 11.9% 5.6% 10.4% 3.0%
Grade 5 6.5% 1.7% 78.8% 8.4% 4.0% 6.0% 2.9%
Grade 6 5.8% 2.1% 79.0% 8.0% 3.9% 7.5% 1.6%
Grade 7 14.0% 18.4% 81.9% 3.8% 1.5% 8.7% 4.2%
Grade 8 10.8% 15.5% 86.6% 4.4% 1.1% 4.7% 3.3%
Grade 9 8.6% 17.2% 81.9% 2.8% 1.1% 5.8% 8.4%
Grade 10 6.8% 14.5% 77.9% 3.7% 2.9% 8.1% 7.4%
Grade 11 6.0% 11.6% 83.9% 3.6% 1.8% 5.4% 5.3%
Grade 12 6.0% 8.6% 84.6% 2.9% 2.0% 4.8% 5.7%
Note: Secondary students have duplicates due to multiple courses.
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Student Connectivity Tool: Student Interaction and Student Follow-Up

Foster Students by Grade Level

Student Interaction

Student Follow-Up

Interaction | No Interaction No follow-up needed disco::(::tee dor Translation | Technology Counseling
or follow-up unknown unavailable follow-up follow-up follow-up

All Students 42.6% 57.4% 84.8% 4.1% 1.0% 5.7% 4.4%
All Foster Students 47.5% 52.5% 79.6% 6.1% 1.1% 6.3% 7.0%
Preschool 0.5% 0.3% 75.0% 12.5% 0.0% 12.5% 0.0%
TK 1.1% 0.2% 83.3% 0.0% 8.3% 8.3% 0.0%
Kindergarten 3.5% 2.2% 65.5% 14.6% 5.5% 10.9% 3.6%
Grade 1 4.2% 2.7% 74.6% 17.9% 0.0% 4.5% 3.0%
Grade 2 5.2% 2.7% 71.4% 19.5% 1.3% 7.8% 0.0%
Grade 3 4.7% 2.7% 69.4% 13.9% 0.0% 6.9% 9.7%
Grade 4 6.0% 1.8% 68.4% 13.2% 0.0% 13.2% 5.3%
Grade 5 4.7% 1.6% 79.0% 9.7% 1.6% 4.8% 4.8%
Grade 6 3.2% 1.5% 72.1% 11.6% 0.0% 9.3% 7.0%
Grade 7 15.6% 16.6% 83.3% 2.9% 0.0% 7.5% 6.2%
Grade 8 15.1% 17.2% 86.3% 7.3% 0.0% 5.1% 1.3%
Grade 9 13.3% 16.9% 78.8% 3.0% 1.7% 5.7% 10.8%
Grade 10 11.1% 13.4% 81.2% 3.8% 2.5% 3.8% 8.8%
Grade 11 7.2% 12.7% 78.5% 0.5% 2.0% 7.0% 12.0%
Grade 12 4.7% 7.5% 83.3% 0.8% 0.0% 3.3% 12.5%
Note: Secondary students have duplicates due to multiple courses.
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Student Connectivity Tool: Student Interaction and Student Follow-Up

Homeless Students by Grade Level

Student Interaction

Student Follow-Up

Phone
] . No follow-up needed | .. Translation | Technology Counseling
Interaction | No Interaction disconnected or
or follow-up unknown ] follow-up follow-up follow-up
unavailable

All Students 42.6% 57.4% 84.8% 4.1% 1.0% 5.7% 4.4%
All Homeless Students 31.5% 68.5% 76.0% 9.3% 1.4% 7.8% 5.6%
Preschool 1.3% 0.3% 50.0% 20.0% 0.0% 30.0% 0.0%
TK 1.0% 0.2% 85.7% 14.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Kindergarten 5.0% 1.8% 64.4% 24.4% 4.4% 4.4% 2.2%
Grade 1 3.8% 2.6% 56.3% 29.2% 0.0% 6.3% 8.3%
Grade 2 5.7% 2.2% 58.2% 20.0% 1.8% 20.0% 0.0%
Grade 3 4.6% 2.5% 65.4% 15.4% 1.9% 17.3% 0.0%
Grade 4 5.0% 2.6% 63.6% 20.0% 3.6% 5.5% 7.3%
Grade 5 5.2% 2.7% 58.2% 21.8% 1.8% 12.7% 5.5%
Grade 6 5.0% 2.9% 72.9% 13.6% 1.7% 10.2% 1.7%
Grade 7 15.7% 19.7% 79.7% 5.3% 0.3% 9.3% 5.3%
Grade 8 13.8% 19.2% 83.8% 7.8% 0.4% 4.9% 3.2%
Grade 9 9.4% 13.6% 76.2% 9.4% 0.5% 4.5% 9.4%
Grade 10 4.6% 8.1% 74.6% 6.1% 3.5% 7.0% 8.8%
Grade 11 7.1% 10.2% 78.7% 4.7% 2.0% 10.0% 4.7%
Grade 12 12.8% 11.5% 83.1% 1.5% 2.1% 4.6% 8.7%
Note: Secondary students have duplicates due to multiple courses.
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Student Connectivity Tool: Student Interaction and Student Follow-Up

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged (SED) Students by Grade Level

Student Interaction

Student Follow-Up

Phone . .
interaction | No Interaction No follow-up needed disconnected or Translation | Technology Counseling
or follow-up unknown unavailable follow-up follow-up follow-up

All Students 42.6% 57.4% 84.8% 4.1% 1.0% 5.7% 4.4%
All SED Students 41.6% 58.4% 84.0% 4.4% 1.1% 6.0% 4.5%
Preschool 1.6% 0.4% 78.1% 8.5% 1.2% 10.5% 1.7%
TK 1.0% 0.3% 80.3% 7.4% 2.7% 9.2% 0.5%
Kindergarten 4.8% 1.4% 76.5% 11.2% 1.7% 8.5% 2.1%
Grade 1 5.0% 1.4% 75.1% 11.9% 2.4% 8.3% 2.2%
Grade 2 5.2% 1.3% 72.5% 9.4% 3.3% 12.5% 2.3%
Grade 3 5.2% 1.3% 74.2% 8.8% 2.2% 10.8% 4.0%
Grade 4 5.4% 1.4% 75.9% 10.0% 2.4% 8.5% 3.3%
Grade 5 5.0% 1.4% 82.5% 8.2% 1.9% 4.3% 3.1%
Grade 6 5.9% 1.9% 83.4% 6.2% 1.6% 6.7% 2.1%
Grade 7 13.8% 16.9% 84.3% 3.6% 1.0% 7.0% 4.1%
Grade 8 12.2% 17.0% 88.8% 4.0% 0.2% 5.0% 2.1%
Grade 9 10.4% 17.4% 85.9% 2.6% 0.6% 4.3% 6.5%
Grade 10 8.8% 15.3% 81.6% 3.3% 1.4% 6.0% 7.7%
Grade 11 8.0% 12.3% 87.6% 2.1% 0.8% 4.5% 5.0%
Grade 12 7.7% 10.2% 88.3% 1.7% 0.6% 4.1% 5.4%
Note: Secondary students have duplicates due to multiple courses.
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Student Connectivity Tool: Student Interaction and Student Follow-Up

Students with Disabilities by Grade Level

Student Interaction

Student Follow-Up

Phone
] . No follow-up needed | .. Translation | Technology Counseling
Interaction | No Interaction disconnected or
or follow-up unknown ] follow-up follow-up follow-up
unavailable

All Students 42.6% 57.4% 84.8% 4.1% 1.0% 5.7% 4.4%
All Students with Disabilities 46.9% 53.1% 79.9% 5.7% 2.0% 7.1% 5.3%
Preschool 2.4% 0.6% 85.9% 6.9% 1.3% 5.3% 0.7%
TK 0.9% 0.2% 85.3% 4.1% 0.8% 9.0% 0.8%
Kindergarten 4.0% 1.3% 77.9% 11.4% 1.6% 7.1% 2.0%
Grade 1 4.1% 1.2% 76.0% 8.6% 2.7% 9.7% 3.1%
Grade 2 4.4% 1.4% 73.9% 8.0% 2.8% 13.0% 2.3%
Grade 3 4.9% 1.5% 75.6% 8.5% 2.7% 9.2% 4.0%
Grade 4 5.2% 1.7% 74.1% 11.5% 2.6% 8.5% 3.3%
Grade 5 5.3% 1.6% 81.0% 8.5% 1.8% 4.6% 4.1%
Grade 6 5.2% 1.9% 76.9% 8.7% 2.0% 9.5% 3.0%
Grade 7 15.3% 18.8% 80.6% 5.0% 1.1% 7.8% 5.5%
Grade 8 12.1% 16.3% 84.2% 6.0% 0.9% 5.1% 3.8%
Grade 9 10.8% 17.8% 80.6% 4.5% 2.1% 5.2% 7.6%
Grade 10 9.7% 13.7% 76.4% 4.3% 3.0% 8.0% 8.4%
Grade 11 7.5% 12.2% 80.8% 4.2% 3.1% 7.3% 4.7%
Grade 12 8.3% 9.7% 81.5% 3.2% 2.5% 6.5% 6.3%
Note: Secondary students have duplicates due to multiple courses.
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https://www.fresnounified.org/dept/earlylearning
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Viote by Mail 667 5252%: 603 47.48% 1,270
Total 770" 5332% 674 46.68% 1,444
0000226 : T B ’
Polling’ e o TS
Vate by Mall’ 4 100.00% 0 0.00% 4
Total- 4 10000% 0 0.00% T4
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Precifict
‘0000208 ‘ :
' Palling’ o,
Vote by Mail* 0:
_ Total 0:
10000210 o '
, Polling 0
! Vote by Mail | 0.
' Total 0,
'0000211 i :
Polling, o
Vote by Mailt Y
- Total’ 0
0000214 =
ﬂa;ote by Ma 3 0
Total! 0,
0000215 g ;
Polling’ o
Vote by Méil:‘: ) 0:
Total* 0
0000215 : :
Polling’ 0i
o VowebyMail o
Total .03
10000225 T
Polling 0
Vote by Mail, 0
—‘_d Total! D
‘0000226 : ;
Polling. 0;
Vote by Mail. 0.

Total: 0:
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,0000257 » ;

’ _ polling_ 129° 1,650 * 0
T NotehyNMal. 786 1,650: 4] 0
e B _Total: 315 1,650° 50° 0-
0000258 o == K

Polling’ s8 1,602 6 0.
Vate by Mzll: 779 1,602 38" 0
Total' B77. 1,602 a 0
0000258 ;- T
~ Polling 2. 322° 0. 0
T Vota by Wi 161 322! 5 0.
Total* 185" 322 5 o
:0000260 ’ :
Polling: 111 1,902 3 o
Vote by Mail* 1,084 1,902 46 Y
o Total 1,195 1902: 48 c
0000261 J L : ’
Polling! 87’ 1,699} 6 0
Vote by Mail: 1471 1,208 51 o'
Total: 1,258 s 1,999 57 0,
0000262 ' ! ‘
Polling: 61 1,173: 4 0.
" Vote by Mail: 604 1178° 39’ o
Total: 755 1178. a8 o
0000263 i _ | 1] l
e - Polling: 4; 167" [ 0
Vote by Mail* 118: 167 3 0’
Total, 122 167 3. 0
0000264 ) '
Polling. 2 613 2 o
Vate by Mall” 383 :. 6131 11 0
Toml. 405 613 13 0

FPrecinct

4/3/2020 10:48:17 AM

.0000257

Poning:’m_: 73: 59.84% 49 4016% i3
Vote by Mall; 3% s0s1% 367, 4939% 743
Total; 449 5191% 416° 48.09% 865
‘0000258 ., ' i
; Paliing: 55 5078% 37 a022% 92
Vote by Mail 367 49.53% 374 5047% 741
Total, 422 50.66% 1 a934% a3
0000259 . i ' &
o Poling 10 4167% 14 5333%. 24
Vate by Mail. 70 4487% 86 5513% 156
_ Total: 80 4444% 1000 5556% 180
‘0000260 P L e .- T
~ polling’ 62 57.41% 46" 42.59% 108
n Vete by Mail 503 45.04% 529 s096% 1038
Total S7T1 45.83% 575 5017% 1146
0000261 : ‘ I
Polling’ 47 5B.02% 34, 41.98%, 81
Vote by Mail: 508 45.36% 612 54.64%: 1120
Total, 555 46.21% 646 5379% 1201
0000262 A
- _Poling: 35 61.40%. 22 38.60% 57
ol Vote by Mail: 273 41.68%. 382" 5832% 655
= Total: 308 4326% 404" 5674% 712.
0000263 i T
' ~ Polling’ 3 75.00% 1 2500% 4
Vote by Mail* 23 2000% 92 80.00% 115
Total! 26 21.85% 93 78.15% 118
P N = P e
. ___poling. 8 4000% 12 6ooo% 20
Vote by Mail: 136 36.56% 236 6344% in
Total, 144 3673% 248 6327T% D
















School Silver Certified Linked Learning Pathways

Bullard Business, Marketing and Technology
Law and Social Justice
Biomedicine
Duncan Innovation Design & Applied Technology (IDATA)
Medical Academy of Sciences & Health (MASH)
Edison Biomedical Sciences & Technology
Hoover Public Service

Eco-Technology

McLane Academy of Finance and Entrepreneurship
Medical Education and Research (MERA)

Patifio Business, Entrepreneurship and Technology
Roosevelt Health Academy
Sunnyside Agriscience and Technology

Multimedia and Marketing
Health and Human Services

School Candidate Linked Learning Pathways
Edison Engineering Design and Development
Hoover Arts, Media, and Entertainment
Roosevelt Public Service

If you have further questions or require additional information, please contact Jeremy Ward at 248-
7465.

Approved by Superintendent B
Robert G. Nelson Ed.D. At A e — Date;  05/22/2020
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