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SY23-24 Smarter Balanced

Assessment Results




SBAC English Language Arts (ELA) and Math Participation Rates

SBAC ELA Number Tested SBAC Math Number Tested in
Number Enrolled Participation in ELA Participation Math

State Overall 213,690 98.5% 210,539 98.4% 210,262
Carson City 3,273 98.6% 3,228 99.1% 3,242
Churchill 1,338 98.1% 1,313 98.1% 1,312
Clark 130,743 98.4% 128,682 98.4% 128,590
Douglas 2,234 98.7% 2,206 99.0% 2,211
Elko 4,431 97.2% 4,305 96.8% 4,287
Esmeralda 48 89.6% 43 89.6% 43
Eureka 149 100.0% 149 100.0% 149
Humboldt 1,444 99.1% 1,431 99.0% 1,429
Lander 465 96.8% 450 97.4% 453
Lincoln 357 95.5% 341 95.0% 339
Lyon 4,111 95.2% 3,915 94.7% 3,894
Mineral 248 95.2% 236 94.4% 234
Nye 2,542 97.6% 2,480 97.2% 2,471
Pershing 305 95.4% 291 97.0% 296
SPCSA 32,571 99.7% 32,460 99.5% 32,413
Storey 183 98.9% 181 99.5% 182
University 50 98.0% 49 98.0% 49
Washoe 28,667 98.6% 28,253 98.2% 28,143

-White Pine 531 99.1% 526 98.9% 525 -



SBAC ELA Participation Rates Comparison for SY22-23 — SY23-24

by Race/Ethnicity
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SBAC ELA Participation Rates Comparison for SY22-23 - SY23-24 &L

by Student Groups
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SBAC MATH Participation Rates Comparison for SY22-23 - SY23-24 &L

by Race/Ethnicity
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SBAC MATH Participation Rates Comparison for SY22-23 - SY23-24 ’5‘

by Student Groups
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SBAC ELA Proficiency Rates
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Note: Assessments were waived (not completed) for school year (SY) 19-20 in accordance with the US Department of Education waiver of accountability in
response to the COVID 19 pandemic.




SBAC ELA Proficiency Rate Comparison for SY22-23 - SY23-24

by Race/Ethnicity
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SBAC ELA Proficiency Rate Comparison for SY22-23 - SY23-24 A
by Student Groups
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SBAC ELA Proficiency Rate Comparison for SY22-23 - SY23-24
by Grades
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SBAC Math Proficiency Rates
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Note: Assessments were waived (not completed) for school year (SY) 19-20 in accordance with the US Department of Education waiver of accountability in
response to the COVID 19 pandemic.




SBAC MATH Proficiency Rate Comparison for SY22-23 - SY23-24

by Race/Ethnicity
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SBAC MATH Proficiency Rate Comparison

for SY22-23 - SY23-24 by Grades
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District SBAC ELA / Math Proficiency

SY21-22 ELA | SY22-23ELA | SY23-24ELA Difference | SY21-22 Math | SY22-23 Math | SY23-24 Math [ Difference
State 43.7% 41.0% 41.3% 0. 29.8% 31.3% 32.6% 1.3
Carson 44.5% 37.9% 36.7% -1. 33.8% 32.0% 28.1%
Churchill 37.8% 32.0% 29.6% - 24.5% 21.7% 20.5% -1.
Clark 41.2% 39.0% 39.3% 0.3 26.4% 28.2% 30.1% 1.9i:|
Douglas 48.2% 46.6% 41.0% 34.9% 34.0% 33.7% -0.
Elko 37.6% 35.4% 32.8% 26.4% 27.5% 26.8%
Esmeralda 19.1% 20.6% 9.3% 17.0% 14.7% 4.7%
Eureka 61.3% 51.8% 59.1% 47.1% 51.8% 42.3%
Humboldt 38.8% 34.7% 35.1% 29.8% 31.2% 29.3%
Lander 31.1% 21.3% 26.2% : 18.3% 15.0% 15.0%
Lincoln 51.1% 50.3% 49.3% -1. 46.1% 42.5% 46.6%
Lyon 34.5% 29.2% 29.6% 26.8% 24.4% 24.6%
Mineral 32.4% 23.3% 22.5% 14.9% 8.9% 15.0%
Nye 34.7% 31.0% 31.7% 21.8% 23.3% 21.9%
Pershing 36.0% 31.6% 24.1% 17.2% 14.3% 17.2%
SPCSA 56.1% 53.3% 54.1% 0. i?:l 42.2% 44.3% 45.0%
Storey 48.1% 45.3% 48.6% 3. 36.5% 38.7% 34.6%
Washoe 45.4% 41.2% 41.1% -0.1 33.6% 33.6% 33.9%
White Pine 35.5% 27.7% 30.0% 2.3 | 26.0% 28.0% 29.1%




Science Results




Grade 5 Science Proficiency Rates
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Note: Assessments were waived (not completed) for school year (SY) 19-20 in accordance with the US Department of Education waiver of accountability in
response to the COVID 19 pandemic.




Grade 5 Science Proficiency Rate Comparison for SY22-23 - SY23-24 .
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Grade 5 Science Proficiency Rate Comparison for SY22-23 - SY23-24 .
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Grade 8 Science Proficiency Rates
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Note: Assessments were waived (not completed) for school year (SY) 19-20 in accordance with the US Department of Education waiver of accountability in
response to the COVID 19 pandemic.




Grade 8 Science Proficiency Rate Comparison for SY22-23 - SY23-24 .
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Grade 8 Science Proficiency Rate Comparison for SY22-23 - SY23-24 .

I
z
*

by Student Groups ;\/

40 -
36.3

35 A

30 A

25.6

25 -

20 -

15 -

Proficiency Rate %

10 -

3.1

5 -

<5 <5 N/A
State Students with Disabilities English Learners Economically Disadvantaged

m SY22-23 32.7 7.8 <5 22.5

mSY23-24 36.3 10.1 <5 25.6

m Difference 3.6 2.3 N/A 3.1

0 -




High School (Grade9/10) Science Proficiency Rates
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Note: Assessments were waived (not completed) for school year (SY) 19-20 in accordance with the US Department of Education waiver of accountability in
response to the COVID 19 pandemic.




High School Science Proficiency Rate Comparison for SY22-23 - SY23- 24
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High School Science Proficiency Rate Comparison for SY22-23 - SY23- 24
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Star Ratings Overview




Elementary School Performance Framework
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Middle School Performance Framework
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High School Performance Framework
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How are Star Ratings Calculated?

* Under the NSPF, each public school is issued an annual index
score based on school performance measures;

* A school’s star rating is associated with their Nevada School
Performance Framework (NSPF) index score—the total points
received by a school based on their performance across
various performance measures;

* Each star rating corresponds to a score range which is based on
a school’s total index score.



Star Rating System

The star rating is the summative annual determination made for all Nevada public schools.
A school’s star rating is associated with their NSPF INDEX SCORE, which is the total points received by a
school based on their performance across various Indicators and Measures over the prior school year.

Total Index Points

Star Level

Elementary Middle High
* <27 <29 <27
* % >27and<50 >29and<50 >27 and <50
* %k >50and < 67 >50and <70 >50and <70
* % kK >67and<84 >70and <80 >70and < 82
* % K Kk Kk >84and<100 =>80and<100 2>82and<100






School Star Ratings - Four Year Trend

SY17-18 SY18-19 SY22-23 SY23-24
Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage] Number Percentage

5-Star 109 13.5% 120 14.8% 85 9.8% 96 11.2%

4-Star 96 11.9% 113 13.9% 79 9.2% 92 10.7%

3-Star 188 23.4% 200 24.6% 179 20.7% 157 18.3%

2-Star 187 23.2% 191 23.5% 195 22.6% 198 23.1%

1-Star 98 12.2% 95 11.7% 223 25.8% 232 27.1%
Not-Rated* 127 15.8% 93 11.5% 102 11.8% 82 9.6%
Grand Total 805 100.0% 812 100.0% 863 100.0% 857 100.0%
30.0% A 27.1%

25.8%
24.6% °

23.2% 23.5% 55 co 23.1%

25.0% A

20.0% A

15.8%

14.8% 13.9%

15.0% A 13.5%
(] 12.2% 11.7% 11.5% 11.8%
9.6%

10.0% A

5.0% A

0.0% -
5-Star 4-Star 3-Star 2-Star 1-Star Not-Rated

H2017-18 m2018-19 m2022-23 m2023-24

* "Not Rated" if they lacked data in one or more measures required for receiving a Star Rating



SY23-24 Star Ratings by School Levels
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Thank You.

Questions?

Office of Assessment, Data, and Accountability Management

* Peter Zutz
— ADAM Administrator: pzutz@doe.nv.gov

* Dr. Gunes Kaplan

— Education Programs Supervisor / Accountability : gkaplan@doe.nv.gov


mailto:skeo@doe.nv.gov

SY23-24 School Star Ratings by LEA

District Name
Churchill
Clark
Douglas
Elko
Esmeralda
Eureka
Humboldt
Lander
Lincoln
Lyon
Mineral
Nye
Carson City
Pershing
Storey
Washoe
White Pine
SPCSA

ES MS HS
1 1 0
80 30 10
2 1 1
6 5 1
2 2 0
0 0 0
1 1 1
1 1 0
2 0 0
6 3 0
1 1 0
4 2 1
2 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0
24 9 5
1 0 1
14 6 1

ES MS HS
0 0 1
77 17 12
3 2 0
6 3 0
0 0 0
1 0 0
2 1 0
0 0 1
0 1 0
3 2 1
1 0 1
4 2 0
2 2 0
2 1 0
0 1 0
20 5 4
2 2 0
9 6 1

ES MS | HS
0 0 O
39 13 14
1 0 0
1 1 4
0 0 O
0o 1 1
2 0 1
0 0 O
1 1 2
1 0 3
0 0 O
1 3 4
3 0 O
0 0 O
2 0 1
14 9 3
1 0 1
1114 4

ES MS HS
0 0 0
28 3 14
0 0 1
0 0 2
0 0 0
1 0 0
2 0 0
0 0 0
1 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 1 1
0 0 1
0 0 0
9 0 1
0 0 1
14 6 5

ES MS HS
0 0 0
9 7 12
1 1 1
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 2 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
7 1 7
0 0 0
9 22 15

ES MS HS
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* "Not Rated" if they lacked data in one or more measures required for receiving a Star Rating




School Star Ratings - Four Year Trend by LEA: Churchill

=

SY17-18 SY18-19 SY22-23 SY23-24
Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage
5-Star 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
4-Star 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
3-Star 2 40.0% 1 20.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
2-Star 1 20.0% 1 20.0% 1 20.0% 1 20.0%
1-Star 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 2 40.0% 2 40.0%
Not-Rated* 2 40.0% 3 60.0% 2 40.0% 2 40.0%
Grand Total 5 100.0% 5 100.0% 5 100.0% 5 100.0%
70% -
cor ] 60.0%
50% -
40.0% 40.0% 40.0% 40.0% 40.0% 40.0%

40% A

30% o

20% o

10% A

0%

0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

20.0%

0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

4-Star

3-Star 2-Star

m2017-18 m2018-19 m2022-23 m2023-24

20.0% 20.0% 20.0% 20.0%

0.0% 0.0% “ll

0.0% 0.0%

1-Star Not Rated



School Star Ratings - Four Year Trend by LEA: Clark

SY17-18 SY18-19 SY22-23 SY23-24
Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage

5-Star 46 11.7% 44 11.2% 28 7.1% 28 7.1%

4-Star 48 12.2% 54 13.8% 29 7.3% 45 11.4%

3-Star 99 25.2% 101 25.8% 86 21.7% 66 16.7%

2-Star 101 25.7% 107 27.3% 93 23.4% 106 26.8%

1-Star 53 13.5% 54 13.8% 125 31.5% 120 30.3%
Not-Rated* 46 11.7% 32 8.2% 36 9.1% 31 7.8%
Grand Total 393 100.0% 392 100.0% 397 100.0% 396 100.0%
50% A
40% A

31.5%30.39%
30% 4 25.29%25.8% 25.7%273%  268%
21.7%
20% + 16.7%
11.7%11 25 12 99, 13-8% 1145 13.5%13.8% 117%
10% 7.1% 7.1% 7.3% 8.2% 2-1% 7.8
0% -
5-Star 4-Star 3-Star 2-Star 1-Star Not Rated

W 2017-18 mW2018-19 m2022-23 m2023-24



School Star Ratings - Four Year Trend by LEA: Douglas

SY17-18 SY18-19 SY22-23 SY23-24
Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage

5-Star 4 22.2% 1 5.6% 0 0.0% 3 15.8%

4-Star 1 5.6% 6 33.3% 2 9.5% 1 5.3%

3-Star 4 22.2% 4 22.2% 4 19.0% 1 5.3%

2-Star 4 22.2% 1 5.6% 6 28.6% 5 26.3%

1-Star 0 0.0% 1 5.6% 3 14.3% 4 21.1%
Not-Rated* 5 27.8% 5 27.8% 6 28.6% 5 26.3%
Grand Total 18 100.0% 18 100.0% 21 100.0% 19 100.0%
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10% -

0% -

22.2%
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33.3%
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26.3%
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27.8%27.8% 28.6%

26.3%
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School Star Ratings - Four Year Trend by LEA: Elko

SY17-18 SY18-19 SY22-23 SY23-24
Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage
5-Star 1 2.6% 2 5.6% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
4-Star 3 7.9% 3 8.3% 2 5.0% 2 5.0%
3-Star 9 23.7% 11 30.6% 7 17.5% 6 15.0%
2-Star 11 28.9% 7 19.4% 10 25.0% 9 22.5%
1-Star 2 5.3% 4 11.1% 9 22.5% 12 30.0%
Not-Rated* 12 31.6% 9 25.0% 12 30.0% 11 27.5%
Grand Total 38 100.0% 36 100.0% 40 100.0% 40 100.0%
50% A
40% A
o 30.6% 28.9% 30.0% 31.6% 30.0% .,
20% o
10% A  5.6% 7% 5 o s.0%
_ﬁ. 0.0% 0.0%

0%

5-Star

4-Star 3-Star 2-Star 1-Star Not Rated

m2017-18 m2018-19 m2022-23 m2023-24



School Star Ratings - Four Year Trend by LEA: Esmeralda

SY17-18 SY18-19 SY22-23 SY23-24
Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage

5-Star 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
4-Star 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
3-Star 0 0.0% 1 16.7% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
2-Star 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
1-Star 2 33.3% 2 33.3% 2 28.6% 4 57.1%

Not-Rated* 4 66.7% 3 50.0% 5 71.4% 3 42.9%

Grand Total 6 100.0% 6 100.0% 7 100.0% 7 100.0%

80% - 71.4%

70% + 66.7%

60%

50%

40% 1 33.3%33.3%

30% 4 28.6%

20% 4 16.7%

100/ | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% l 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

o 5-Star 4-Star 3-Star 2-Star 1-Star Not Rated
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School Star Ratings - Four Year Trend by LEA: Eureka

SY17-18 SY18-19 SY22-23 SY23-24
Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage
5-Star 3 42.9% 1 25.0% 1 25.0% 0 0.0%
4-Star 0 0.0% 1 25.0% 0 0.0% 1 25.0%
3-Star 1 14.3% 1 25.0% 2 50.0% 2 50.0%
2-Star 0 0.0% 1 25.0% 1 25.0% 1 25.0%
1-Star 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Not-Rated* 3 42.9% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Grand Total 7 100.0% 4 100.0% 4 100.0% 4 100.0%
80% A
70% A
°0% 1 50.0%50.0%
50% 1 42.9% 42.9%

40% -

25.0%25.0% 25.0% 25.0% 25.0%

14.3%
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

5-Star 4-Star 3-Star 2-Star 1-Star Not Rated

30% o 25.0%25.0%25.0%
20% A

10% -~
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

0% -

m2017-18 m2018-19 m2022-23 m2023-24



School Star Ratings - Four Year Trend by LEA: Humboldt

SY17-18 SY18-19 SY22-23 SY23-24
Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage
5-Star 0 0.0% 1 4.8% 1 5.0% 2 11.8%
4-Star 2 9.5% 1 4.8% 1 5.0% 2 11.8%
3-Star 2 9.5% 5 23.8% 3 15.0% 3 17.6%
2-Star 3 14.3% 4 19.0% 5 25.0% 3 17.6%
1-Star 3 14.3% 2 9.5% 3 15.0% 3 17.6%
Not-Rated* 11 52.4% 8 38.1% 7 35.0% 4 23.5%
Grand Total 21 100.0% 21 100.0% 20 100.0% 17 100.0%

60% -~

50% A

40% A

30% o

20% A

10% -

0.0%
0% -

11.8%
4.8% 5.0%

5-Star

9. 5% 11.8%
. ()

4.8% 5.0%

4-Star

23.8%

3-Star

25.0%

2-Star

m2017-18 m2018-19 m2022-23 m2023-24

52.4%

1-Star

38.1%
35.0%

23.5%

Not Rated



School Star Ratings - Four Year Trend by LEA: Lander

SY17-18 SY18-19 SY22-23 SY23-24
Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage
5-Star 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
4-Star 1 16.7% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
3-Star 1 16.7% 2 33.3% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
2-Star 1 16.7% 1 16.7% 1 16.7% 1 20.0%
1-Star 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 2 33.3% 2 40.0%
Not-Rated* 3 50.0% 3 50.0% 3 50.0% 2 40.0%
Grand Total 6 100.0% 6 100.0% 6 100.0% 5 100.0%

60% -
50.0%50.0%50.0%
50% -
40% A
33.3%
30% -
20.0%

20% A 16.7% 16.7% 16.7%16.7%16.7%
10% A

0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
0%

5-Star 4-Star 3-Star 2-Star 1-Star Not Rated

m2017-18 m2018-19 m2022-23 m2023-24




School Star Ratings - Four Year Trend by LEA: Lincoln

SY17-18 SY18-19 SY22-23 SY23-24
Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage

5-Star 1 10.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
4-Star 2 20.0% 3 30.0% 3 30.0% 1 10.0%

3-Star 3 30.0% 4 40.0% 2 20.0% 4 40.0%

2-Star 2 20.0% 1 10.0% 2 20.0% 1 10.0%

1-Star 1 10.0% 0 0.0% 1 10.0% 2 20.0%

Not-Rated* 1 10.0% 2 20.0% 2 20.0% 2 20.0%
Grand Total 10 100.0% 10 100.0% 10 100.0% 10 100.0%
50% A
40.0% 40.0%
40% A
30.0%30.0%
30% o
20.0% 20.0% 20.0% 20.0% 20.0%20.0%20.0%
20% o
10.0% 10.0% 10.0% 10.0%
10% A
l 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% l 0.0%
0%
5-Star 4-Star 3-Star 2-Star 1-Star Not Rated

m2017-18 m2018-19 m2022-23 m2023-24



School Star Ratings - Four Year Trend by LEA: Lyon

SY17-18 SY18-19 SY22-23 SY23-24
Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage
5-Star 1 4.5% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
4-Star 2 9.1% 1 4.5% 1 4.5% 1 4.5%
3-Star 7 31.8% 10 45.5% 4 18.2% 4 18.2%
2-Star 9 40.9% 7 31.8% 4 18.2% 6 27.3%
1-Star 1 4.5% 2 9.1% 11 50.0% 9 40.9%
Not-Rated* 2 9.1% 2 9.1% 2 9.1% 2 9.1%
Grand Total 22 100.0% 22 100.0% 22 100.0% 22 100.0%

60% -~

50% A

40% -

30% A

20% A

10% 4 4.5%

4.5% 4.5% 4.5%

45.5%

18.2%18.2%

50.0%

9.1% 9.1% 9.1% 9.1%

- 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

0%

Not Rated

5-Star 4-Star 3-Star 2-Star 1-Star
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School Star Ratings - Four Year Trend by LEA: Mineral

SY17-18 SY18-19 SY22-23 SY23-24
Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage
5-Star 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
4-Star 1 16.7% 1 25.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
3-Star 0 0.0% 1 25.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
2-Star 1 16.7% 0 0.0% 2 50.0% 2 50.0%
1-Star 2 33.3% 2 50.0% 2 50.0% 2 50.0%
Not-Rated* 2 33.3% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Grand Total 6 100.0% 4 100.0% 4 100.0% 4 100.0%
60% A
50.0% 50.0% 50.0% 50.0% 50.0%
50% A
A0% 1 33.3% 33.3%
30% 25.0% 25.0%
20% H 16.7% 16.7%
10% A I
. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
7 5-Star 4-Star 2-Star 1-Star Not Rated

m2017-18 m2018-19 m2022-23 m2023-24




School Star Ratings - Four Year Trend by LEA: Nye

SY17-18 SY18-19 SY22-23 SY23-24
Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage

5-Star 0 0.0% 1 3.7% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

4-Star 5 18.5% 1 3.7% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

3-Star 3 11.1% 7 25.9% 6 24.0% 8 34.8%

2-Star 5 18.5% 5 18.5% 6 24.0% 6 26.1%

1-Star 6 22.2% 7 25.9% 9 36.0% 7 30.4%
Not-Rated* 8 29.6% 6 22.2% 4 16.0% 2 8.7%
Grand Total 27 100.0% 27 100.0% 25 100.0% 23 100.0%

40% A

30% A

20% A

10% -
3.7%

0%

0.0% - 0.0% 0.0%

18.5%

3.7%
0.0% 0.0%

5-Star

4-Star

3-Star

34.8%

18.5%18.5%

26.1%
24.0%

2-Star

H2017-18 MW2018-19 m2022-23 m2023-24

36.0%

1-Star

29.6%

Not Rated




School Star Ratings - Four Year Trend by LEA: Carson City

SY17-18 SY18-19 SY22-23 SY23-24
Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage
5-Star 0 0.0% 1 9.1% 1 7.7% 0 0.0%
4-Star 1 9.1% 2 18.2% 2 15.4% 2 16.7%
3-Star 4 36.4% 4 36.4% 2 15.4% 3 25.0%
2-Star 5 45.5% 4 36.4% 4 30.8% 4 33.3%
1-Star 1 9.1% 0 0.0% 3 23.1% 3 25.0%
Not-Rated* 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 1 7.7% 0 0.0%
Grand Total 11 100.0% 11 100.0% 13 100.0% 12 100.0%

50% -

40% A

30% A

20% A

10% -

0% -
5-Star

4-Star

36.4%36.4%

45.5%

36.4%

9.1%

0,
23.1%25.06

7.7%

3-Star

H2017-18 MW2018-19 m2022-23

.-

1-Star

2-Star

W 2023-24

0.0% 0.0% . 0.0%

Not Rated




School Star Ratings - Four Year Trend by LEA: Pershing

SY17-18 SY18-19 SY22-23 SY23-24
Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage

5-Star 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
4-Star 1 20.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 1 25.0%
3-Star 0 0.0% 1 25.0% 1 25.0% 0 0.0%
2-Star 1 20.0% 1 25.0% 1 25.0% 3 75.0%
1-Star 1 20.0% 1 25.0% 1 25.0% 0 0.0%

Not-Rated* 2 40.0% 1 25.0% 1 25.0% 0 0.0%

Grand Total 5 100.0% 4 100.0% 4 100.0% 4 100.0%

80% q 75.0%

70% 1

60%

50% A

40.0%
40% A
30% H 25.0% 25.0%25.0% 25.0%25.0% 25.0%25.0% 25.0%25.0%
20.0% 20.0% 20.0%

20% +

10% A

0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% I 0.0% 0.0% I 0.0% 0.0%

5-Star 4-Star 3-Star 2-Star 1-Star Not Rated
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SY17-18 SY18-19 SY22-23 SY23-24
Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage

5-Star 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
4-Star 0 0.0% 2 50.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
3-Star 3 75.0% 2 50.0% 2 50.0% 3 75.0%
2-Star 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 2 50.0% 1 25.0%
1-Star 1 25.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

Not-Rated* 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

Grand Total 4 100.0% 4 100.0% 4 100.0% 4 100.0%

80% - 75.0% 75.0%

70% H

60%

0% 50.0% 50.0%50.0% 50.0%

40% -

30% A 25.0% 25.0%

20% A

10? | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% I 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

e 5-Star 4-Star 3-Star 2-Star 1-Star Not Rated
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School Star Ratings - Four Year Trend by LEA: Washoe

SY17-18 SY18-19 SY22-23 SY23-24
Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage

5-Star 22 18.6% 20 16.9% 8 6.4% 15 11.9%

4-Star 13 11.0% 18 15.3% 18 14.4% 10 7.9%

3-Star 29 24.6% 31 26.3% 23 18.4% 26 20.6%

2-Star 28 23.7% 29 24.6% 31 24.8% 29 23.0%

1-Star 14 11.9% 11 9.3% 36 28.8% 38 30.2%
Not-Rated* 12 10.2% 9 7.6% 9 7.2% 8 6.3%
Grand Total 118 100.0% 118 100.0% 125 100.0% 126 100.0%
40% -

] 55,89 30-2%
o 20.6% 2% 23.7%24.6%24.8% o
20.6% '0
20% 4 186% ¢ g0 18.4%
15.3% 14.4%
11.9% 11.9% 0,39 10.2%
10% 1 6.4% _ 6% 7.2% 639
0% -
5-Star 4-Star 3-Star 2-Star 1-Star Not Rated
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School Star Ratings - Four Year Trend by LEA: White Pine

SY17-18 SY18-19 SY22-23 SY23-24
Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage

5-Star 1 11.1% 0 0.0% 1 11.1% 0 0.0%

4-Star 0 0.0% 2 22.2% 1 11.1% 1 11.1%

3-Star 2 22.2% 0 0.0% 2 22.2% 2 22.2%

2-Star 2 22.2% 2 22.2% 2 22.2% 4 44.4%

1-Star 3 33.3% 5 55.6% 2 22.2% 2 22.2%
Not-Rated* 1 11.1% 0 0.0% 1 11.1% 0 0.0%
Grand Total 9 100.0% 9 100.0% 9 100.0% 9 100.0%
60% -~ 55.6%
50% A
40% A
30% +

22.2% 22.2% 22.2%22.2% 22.2%22.2%22.2% 22.2%22.2%
20% H
11.1% 11.1% 11.1%11.1% 11.1% 11.1%
10% A
l 0.0% l 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% l 0.0% l 0.0%
0%
5-Star 4-Star 3-Star 2-Star 1-Star Not Rated
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School Star Ratings - Four Year Trend by LEA: SPCSA

SY17-18 SY18-19 SY22-23 SY23-24
Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage| Number Percentage
5-Star 29 30.5% 47 42.3% 43 30.1% 46 31.5%
4-Star 16 16.8% 18 16.2% 20 14.0% 25 17.1%
3-Star 19 20.0% 14 12.6% 35 24.5% 29 19.9%
2-Star 13 13.7% 20 18.0% 24 16.8% 16 11.0%
1-Star 8 8.4% 3 2.7% 12 8.4% 21 14.4%
Not-Rated* 10 10.5% 9 8.1% 9 6.3% 9 6.2%
Grand Total 95 100.0% 111 100.0% 143 100.0% 146 100.0%
50% A
42.3%
40%
0% 24.5%
20% - 16.8% 16 2% 17.1% " - 18.0% 16 8%

10% A

0% -

5-Star

14.0%

4-Star

12.6%

3-Star

2-Star

m2017-18 m2018-19 m2022-23 m2023-24

1-Star

14.4%

10.5%

8.19
7 6.3% 6.2%

Not Rated






Acing Accountability District Data Summary

The Acing Accountability District Data Summary provides an overview of the data collections and ratings in alignment with the Ensuring the Effectiveness of New Investments in Nevada’s K-12 Education
System document released by Governor Lombardo and Superintendent Ebert in September 2023.

The following provides a brief description of the data points represented by the column headers:

. Early Literacy — MAP Grades K-3
o  Met Annual Growth Projections: Percent of grades K-3 students meeting NWEA MAP Growth (Measures of Academic Progress) personalized learning growth goals.
o  265th Percentile in Spring: Percent of grades K-3 students at or above the 65t percentile.
° Math - SBAC Grades 4-8
o Met Adequate Growth: Percent of grades 4-8 students non-proficient in math in the prior year who have met their Adequate Growth Percentile (AGP) and are on track to be proficient in 3 years
or by 8t grade.
o  Proficient (Level 3 or Level 4): Percent of grades 4-8 students proficient in math.
. College and Career Readiness (High School)
o  Rigorous Coursework Enroliment: Percent of students enrolled in a course unique to College and Career Ready (CCR) diploma coursework.
o  Student Proficiency:
= AP/IB Exam Pass Rate: Percent of students passing one or more Advanced Placement (AP) or International Baccalaureate (IB) exams.
= CCR Course Pass Rate: Percent of students passing one or more courses unique to CCR diploma coursework.
o % Graduates with CCR Diploma: Percent of graduates earning a CCR Diploma.
. Workforce
o  Fully Licensed and Certified Staff:
= % Unfilled Positions: Percent of positions that are unfilled or filled with short-term or long-term substitutes.
= % Classes Fully Licensed: Percent of classes taught by a licensed teacher in their endorsed area.
o  Vacancy/Substitute Distribution: Percentage point difference between the distribution of vacancies and long-term substitutes at Title | and non-Title | schools. Positive numbers indicate that the
Vacancy/Substitute rate at non-Title | schools is lower than at Title | schools. Negative numbers indicate that the Vacancy/Substitute rate at non-Title | schools is higher than at Title | schools.
o  Budget Allocation: Percent of budgets allocated toward salaries and benefits.
° Implementing Resources
o Evidence Based Instructional Materials: “Meets” (a contraction of “Meets Criteria”) indicates that all instructional materials submitted to the Nevada Department of Education (NDE) were on the
NDE adopted Instructional materials list. “Does Not Meet” (a contraction of “Does Not Meet Criteria”) indicates that not all materials were on the NDE adopted Instructional materials list, or that
districts did not respond.
o  District Performance Plans: Information on “Meets” or “Does not Meet” was provided by the NDE Leadership.



Acing Accountability District Data Summary

K-3 Literacy

K.3Lit Growth Greater than or equal to 65.0-79.9% of 50.0-64.9% of Less than 50% of students
g - yorow ¢ 80.0% of smudents met or students met or exceeded | students met or exceeded met or exceeded their
T_" what degree are ) prm[ !PEReud' | exceeded their personalized their personalized their personalized perzonalized learning
kindergarten through ng learming growth goal learming growth goal learming growth goal growth goal
grade 3 (K-3) students
demonstrating 0140
Pﬂ'ﬂg‘mss_t’m’_‘rard K-3 Literacy Greater than or equal to 9.0 3.0-8.9 percentage points U‘l;]l F eﬂtag; Negative or no
mastery in literacy? Proficiency percentage points increase increase of students stEdent: 1:;;?&5&; or improvement on students
Spring administration of of students scoring at or scoring at or above the sbove thel-;?th scoring at or above the
MAP Eeading above the 651 percentile 650 percentile percentile 630 percentile
Data Acquisition
s NWEA provided MAP reports for the spring administration demonstrate whether or not a student met their personalized learning growth goal.
4-8 Mathematics
3.0-8.9 percentage
Greater than o equ.al 1090 . poits . 0'.1_49 pementage_: potats Negative orno growth of
4-8 percentage points increase increase of previously increase of previously — ficient
To what d Mathematics Growth of previously non-proficient | non-proficient students | non-proficient students on Pfi':l‘:';: ¥ ﬂﬁz;l?cft L
© whal cegree are s SBAC Mathematics students on track to be on track to be track to be proficientin 3 5 y 5 ."”3 o ‘; )
grades 4 (at least two years of | proficient in 3 years or by proficient in 3 years or vears or by 3% grade as proficient in 3 years or by
th -
through 8 (4-8) data) 38 grade as measured by by 3% grade meazured by 8% grade as measured by
students demonstrating i AGP
srowth and AGP as meazured by AGP
proficiency in AGP
mathematics? 48 Greater than or equal to 9.0 3.0-8.9 percentage 0.1-4.9 percentage MNegative or no
Mathematics Proficiency percentage points icrease points mcreas_e of points mcreas_e of mprm‘ement.m students
e SBAC afics of students scoring students scoring students scoring scoring
Level3 or 4 Level3 or4 Level3 or 4 Level3 or4
Data Acquisition

& Office of Assessment, Data, and Accountability Management (ADAM) recerves this data from the assessment vendor.




Early Literacy - MAP Math - SBAC
(Grade K-3) (Grade 4-2)
;fﬂi‘:: Eﬁggﬂﬂ?ﬁi 65" Percentile in Spring Met Adequate Growth Proficient (Level 3 or Level 4)
3 12.2% 0% 15.3% 4%
Carcon 23 195% 303% 113% 7%
iy A 73 +03 3 )
Goal 5% I = =
s .
23 48.1% 32.2% 5.0% 20%
73 187% 1% §4% 173%
Churchill A 06 29 03 28
Goal 5% = = I
s .
3 S1.5% 2% 15.9% 26.9%
23 519 11.9% 13.4% 8 E%
Clark A 03 00 33 10
Goal 6% = = =
R —
3 7% 34.7% 12.3% 2.1%
24 613% 1% 13.1% 17%
Douglas A +143 +03 0.8 +0.1
Goal 6% = = =
Fating
3 30.3% 31.2% 17.0% 3%
24 50.3% 33% 14.2% 24.5%
Elko A +11 +1.3 28 -0.8
Goal 5% I = I
s .
3 NA NA NA NA
24 NA NA NA NA
Esmeralda [ 4 8 167 136 73
Goal 65% = = =
T ] 0




Early Literacy - MAD Niath - SBAC
(Grade K-3) (Grade 4-2)
District -
;ﬁ ﬁﬁggﬂtﬁgﬁz 65 Percentile in Spring Met Adequate Growth Proficient (Level 3 or Level 4)
23 62.9% 39.5% 9% 19.2%
23 16.8% 30.5% 0% 3%
Eureka A 16.1 K 13.9 52
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Fating
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Humboldt | A 113 136 ) 39
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Fating
gE 36.9% 26.6% 0.6% 13.0%
24 39.9% 30.7% 5.9% 1%
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Goal 65% = = =
Fating
FE 58.1% 53.5% 13.6% 39.9%
24 S11% 188% 169% 6%
Lincoln A =8 47 31 747
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Fating
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Fating
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Early Literacy - MAP Math - SBAC
(Grade K-3) (Grade 4-8)
District -
;ﬁi‘:’; Eﬁ%ﬁgﬁi =65 Percentile in Spring Met Adequate Growth Proficient (Level 3 or Level 4)
23 16% 75.8% 17.4% 728%
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Nye A +2 +14 43 )
Goal 5% ; = ;
| Rating | I
23 40.8% 17.4% 13.0% 13.1%
g 93% 21.8% 5% 14.5%
Pershing A +18.5 +4.4 252 +14
Goal 5% +3 +5 +3
Ruing I
23 53.6% 14% 22.5% 428%
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SPCSA A +4 23 42 07
Goal 5% ; 35 ;
R I ——
23 41 8% 33.6% 32.0% 36.3%
gl 193% 378% 3% 6%
Starey, A +73 +42 -1g -39
Goal 65% ; 5 ;
| Rating PP I
23 44.1% 30.1% 14.6% 32.3%
g 1% 118% 12.7% 13%
Wazhoe A 106 +1 19 07
Goal £5% ; = ;
F.ating
23 129% 262% 19.1% 20.8%
U 374% 2% 13.4% 29.3%
White Pine | A 55 +038
Goal 65% +5




College and Career Ready (CCR) Graduates

———

Greater than or equal to 85% 75-84.9% of students 65-74 9% of students Less than 83% of students
Rigorous Coursework of students enrolled in enrolled in courses enrolled in courses enrolled in courses
s Course enrollment data Courses unique to CCE unique to CCE. diploma unique to CCR diploma | unique to CCR diploma
diploma coursework courzework courzework courzework
+3.0-5.9 percentage +0.1-4.9 percentage MNegative orno
Greater than or equal to 9.0 points increase passage of | points increaze passage improvement in pazsage

Student Proficiency

percentage points increase
passage of AP/TB exams (3 or

AP/B exams (3 or
higher) and/or courses

of AP/IE exams (3 or
higher) and/or courses

AP/IB exams (3 or
higher) and/or courses

« Advanced Placement (AP) higher) ﬂifld-"ﬂf courses unigque unique to CCE diploma unique to CCR. diploma unique to CCE. diploma
to CCR diploma coursework coursework coursework coursework
To what dE-'ngE-' ans Exam SEMES OR 0OR OR OR
high school graduates | ® International Baccalaureate | G o a0 or equalto 80% of | Greaterthanorequalto | Greaterthanorequalto | Greater than or equal to
prepared (IB) Exam Scores students passing AP/TB exams | 75% of students passing | 70% of students passing | 65% of students passing
for success in ¢ Courze enrollment data (3 or higher) and/or enrolled in | AP/IB exams (3 or APIB exams (3 or APIB exams (3 or
college or a career? courses unigque to higher) and/or courses higher) and/or courses higher) and/or courses
CCE. diploma coursework vaique to CCR diploma vaique to CCE. diploma vnique to CCR. diploma
coursework courzework courzework
Greater than or equal to 9
percentage points increase in
College and Career FReady students who earn the College | 5.0-8.9 percentage points | 0.1-4.9 percentage points | Decline or no growth in
Diploma and Career Eeady Diploma inerease in students who increase in students who | percent of students whao
(9-12) OR earn the College and earn the College and earn the College and
« CCE Diploma Endorsements | Greater than or equal to 50% Career Ready Diploma Carzer Beady Diploma Carser Beady Diploma
of graduates receive the CCR
diploma
Data Acquisition

+ College and Career Ready: The Department will request information from each of the school districts and the SPCSA:
o AP and IB exams: ADAM Office receives AP and IB exam pass rate data from districts and the SPCSA.
o Rigorous Coursework Enrollment: ADAM Office receives enrollment in CCR coursework from districts and the SPCSA.
o CCR Course Pass Rates: ADAM Office receives pass rate data for CCR coursework from districts and the SPCSA.
o College & Career Ready Diploma: ADAM QOffice collects from and validates this data with districts and the SPCSA.




Staff Retention and Recruitment

Fully Licensed and Greater than or equal to 20-29.9% 10-19.9% Less than 10%
Certified Staff 30%% reduction in unfilled reduction in unfilled reduction in unfilled
# October 1 Staff Report reduction in uafilled positions, including positions, including positions positions, including
positions,_ including positions temporarily filled temporarily filled by positions temporarily
pozitions temporarily filled by substitute staff OR substitute staff OR filled by substitute staff
To what degree do by zubstitute staff OR 95-97.9% of 91-94 9% of OR .
school districts and the 92-100% of classrooms have a licensed classrooms have a licensed Less than 91% of
SPCSA have the clazsrooms have a licensed educator, not including a educator, not including a ) classrooms have a
workforce to meet the educator, not including a | substitute, teaching in their | substitute, teaching in their '_’“"1“‘_’" E’d‘mf:tfi’t::‘
needs of every substitute, teaching in their endorsed area endorsed area {ACTUCHIE & 58 )
student? teaching in their endorsed
endorsed area
area
Dhstribution of Vacancies Less than or equal to 3% % 1-10.004 10.1-20.0% Greater than 20%
and Long-Term Substitutes mm;bﬂitjr#ztwiee:ii 1tlle I variability between Title] | variability between Title I and vm;hahtyj?ztv;em Tltlle I
* October 1 Staff Report angnon-fitled schoots. and non-Title I schools. non-Title I schools. aagnon-tife ts =
Percentage of the budget
that 1= allocated toward
zalaries and benefits for all %% of budget
emplovess.
Data Acquisition

o Staff Retention and Recruitment: The Department will request information from each of the school districts and the SPCSA.
+ Dastribution of Substitutes: The Department will request information from each of the school districts and the SPCSA.

Budget: School districts and the SPCSA will provide the percentage of the budget that 1s allocated toward salanies and benefits for all emplovees.




College and Career Readiness
(High School) Waorkforce
) Student Proficiency
District Cﬁjufsm District’s cholces wers: 2, Graduates with Fully Licensed and Certified Staff Wacancy! Substitute
Enrollment * CCR Course 73% Pass Rate ?CR Diploma District’s cholces were: Distribution Budgn_at
Rating is based on * CCR Cowrse 5 Point Increase 24 values not = 20% Decrease in Unfilled Positions Rating is based on Allocation
the 24 Value » AP/IB Exam 73% Pass Rate ready yet * 93% of Classrooms Fully Licensed the 24 Value
* AFAE Exam § Point Increase
CCR Course 73% Pass Rate 20% Decrease in Unfilled Positions
23 - e 239% 8.3% 14% 36%
Carzson 24 78.5% 89.9% Dizcember 24 3.1% -0.7%
City A - - -62.6% - -
Goal T5% 5% +5 6.6% <10% -
Ratng T S s I
CCR Course 73% Pass Rate 20% Decrease in Unfilled Positions
23 - 89.8% 13.4% 9.3% -30.6% 42 8%
Churchill 24 T8% 91.5% Diecember 24 11.5% -36.4%
A - - +23.6% - -
Goal 5% 5% +5 74% <10% -
Ratug N ] A
CCR Cowrse 732 Pass Rate 9532 gf Classrooms Fully Licensed
23 - 91.8% 274% 99.3%% 8.3% 40.7%
Clark 2; 68.9% 87.7% Dizcember 24 90.4% 10.8%
Goal T5% 5% +5 05% <10% -
Ratng e e o :
APAR Exam 73% Pass Rate 20% Decrease in Unfilled Positions
23 - 70.3% 218% 6.6% -23% 5%
Douglas 24 83.4% 84.1% Diecember 24 2.0% -5 1%
A - - -609.6% - -
Goal 5% 5% +5 5.2% <10% -
Bating December 24 -
CCR Cowrse 732 Pass Rate 20%¢ Decrease in Unfilled Positions
23 - 93.7% 14.0% 11.1% 3.3% 65.4%
Elko 24 74.6% 93.6% Diecember 24 13.3% 21.3%
A - - +12.8% - -
Goal T5% 5% +5 8.8% <10% -
Bating December 24 -




College and Career Readiness

(High School) Workforce
. Student Proficiency
District Cﬁm District’s choices were: % Graduates with Fully Licensed and Certified Staff Vacancy/ Substitute
Enrollment * CCR Course 73% _Passﬂm'e (PGR Diploma District’s Fﬁﬂ!ﬂ'&s were: Dlrtrihuncm Budgf_:t
Rating is based on * CCR Course § Point Increase 24 values not & 0% Decrease in Unfilled Etﬂ.mwm Rafmg,z.s based on Allocation
the 34 Talue » AP/IB Exam 73% Pass Rate ready yet * 93% of Classrooms Fully Licensed the 24 Value
* APAE Exam § Point Increase
CCR Course 73% Pass Rate 93%: gf Classrooms Fully Licensed
23 - 100%4 - 4% 333% 3d6%
24 NiA 10084 December 24 83.3% 20,0%
Esmeralda A - - - - -
Goal T3% 3% - 85% <10% -
I [ S s et -
CCR Course 75%¢ Pasr Rate 95325 of Classrooms Fully Licensed
23 - 97.5% NiA 85.1% - 113%
Eureka ‘id- 30.5% 91.4% December 24 83.5% -
Goal 3% 5% +5 P5% - -
[ Taios (I S S Dok : :
CCR Course 73% Pass Rate 93% gf Classrooms Fully Licensed
23 - 90.3% 10.8% 91.0%% 9.4% 60.2%
Humboldt ‘i-d- TE% 94.9% Dizcember 24 92.9% 4.5%
Goal 5% T5% +5 05% <10% -
Rang s o W [ N
] CCR Course 73% Pass Rate 93% of Classrooms Fully Licensed
23 - 97.7% WA 91.0% 46.6% 31.7%
24 67.6% 97.3% Diecember 24 92.3% 8.7%
Lander A . - . . -
Goal 5% 5% +5 85% <10% -
Rating Degember 24 -
) CCR Course 5 Polnt Increase 93%: of Classrooms Fully Licensed
23 - £B.1% - 100% -4.7% 36.2%
: 24 55.5% 9B8.8% Diecember 24 100% -3.6%
Lancoln A i +10.7 - - -
Goal T5% +5 - 95% <10% -
Rating T T I S R




S =

College and Career Readiness .
(High School) Worldforce
Rizorous Student Proficiency
District Guuiemk District’s choices were: % Graduates with Fully Licensed and Certified Staff Vacaney! Substitute
Enrofhment * OCR Course 73% _PassRm'sr I;E:CR Diploma Disirict’s fr&arces were: Distihmmn Budgt_-.t
Rating is based on * OCR Cowrse 5 Point Increase 24 values not s 0% Decrease in Unfilled Positions Bating is écfsed' an Allocation
the 24 Value s APAB Exarn 75% Pass Rate ready yet » 93% of Classrooms Fully Licensed the '24 Value
* AFAR Exern 5 Point Increase
CCR Course 75% Pass Rate 95%¢ of Classreoms Fully Licensed
23 - 94.1% 1. 7% 85.5% -4 9% 35.8%
24 61.1% 95.4% December 24 86.0% -1.3%
Lyon
3 0 - - : - -
Goal 15% 3% +3 95% =10% -
BN s B S S s R
CCR Course 75% Pass Rate 2022 Decrease in Unfilled Positions
‘23 - 023% - 16.6%% - 49.5%
. 24 36.9% 100% December 24 13% -
Mineral A - - 56% - -
Goal 13% 3% - 13.2% - -
BTN s s s B S s -
CCR Course 75% Pass Raie 2023 Decrease in Unjfilled Positions
23 - 80.3% 122% 19% -18.5% 48.3%
Nve 24 316% T74% December 24 91% -11.4%
) A - - +15.1% - -
Goal 15% 3% +3 6.3% =10% -
R LI e s s R
CCR Course 732 Pass Rate 95%¢ of Classreoms Fully Licensed
23 - 99.5% - T1.4% - 433%
Pershi iﬂf 3% 83.4% December 24 83 2% -5.6
Goal 15% T5% - 95% - -
Raing Dot % E—
CCR Course 73% Pass Rate 20%s Decrease in Unjfilled Positions
23 - 80.2% 31.8% 13.7% 11.6% 48.8%
SPCSA 24 71.9% 92 4% December 24 14.0% 254%
A - - +2.1% - -
Goal 15% T5% +3 10.9% =10% -
e sy e e e ey




Colleze and Career Feadiness Worlforce
(High Schoal)
; Student Proficiency
District CEJUE:::E'L District's choices were: %% Graduates with Fully Licensed and Certified Staff Vacancy! Substitute
Enrollment * OCR Course 73% _P-rISSRIIE'Ef CCF. Diploma District’s f.‘}safces were: Distibldlon Bu.dgi?t
Rating is based on * CCR Course 5 Point Increase 24 values not s 0% Decrease in Unfilled Positions _Rafmgr:s Elcirsea’ an Allocation
the 24 Value & AP/B Exam 75% Pass Rate ready yet s 93% of Classrooms Fully Licensed the "24 Value
» AFPAR Exepn 5 Point Increase
CCR Course § Point Increase 8524 of Classrooms Fully Licensed
23 - 90.9% - 87.5% -8.0% 15.5%
Storsx. ‘iri 1?._5% Tgﬂ"’f: December 24 96._6% -1023% _
ozl 3% +5 - 95% =10% -
Fateg et ——
CCR Course 732 Pass Rate 95% of Classreoms Fully Licensed
23 - 93.8% 26.0% 88.3% 0.6% 40.2%
Washos ‘iri 73.1% 94.5% December 24 08.6% -0.9%
ozl 3% 3% +3 93% =10% -
Batmg December 24 -
CCR Course 732 Pass Rate 20%% Decrease in Unfilled Positions
23 - 85.5% 18.2% 13.7% 12.6% 32%
White 24 8. 7% 90.6% December 24 1.1% 3.6%
Pine A - - -91.5% - -
ozl 15% T3% +3 10.9% =10% -
Fateg S S I




Implementation of Resources

Source

Evidence- Based

p—

I . Materials Mot Applicable Meets criteria Mot Applicable Does notmeet criteria
Towhat degree ate | Thy 4 and SPCSA Planming Plan is not approved
school districts and .- Plan iz approved
the SPCSA effectively | * - noual DFF submission OR
T . : »  Charter school annual plan ) AND ) Plan does not include
mp ementing reacing for the im tof Not Applicable Plaa includes evideace Not Applicable idence to i
d mathematics provement o pplica : ) pplica evidence to improve
o a pupils to improve literacy. literacy, mathematics, and
Te30UICes. mathematics, and CCR. CCR
diploma rates diploma rates
Data Acquisition

+« Evidence-based Instructional Materials: School districts and the SPCSA

o  District Performance Plan: School districts submit the District Performance Plan annually to the Department of Education for approval. The Department
ensures the plan contains strategic targets, updated annually, to improve literacy and mathematics outcomes as well as increase the number of students
receiving the College and Career Ready Diploma.

#  Charter School Plans: SPCSA will collect the annual plan for the improvement of pupils from each sponsored charter school and ensure the plan contains

strategic targets, updated annually, to improve literacy and mathematics outcomes and increase the number of students recerving the College and Career
Ready Diploma.

Innovative Solutions

Ezzential Question

Source

e pve—

To what degree are
school districts and the
SPCSA using
innovative
solutions to mest the
vaigue needs of
their students?

School District and SPCSA
Developed Success

Target(s)

E—

data

To be developed by each school district and the SPCSA | baszed on the success target and corresponding

Data Acquisition

* To be determined by each school district based on the success target and corresponding data.




Evidence Based Instructional Materials District Performance Plans District Success Goal £1 District rg;‘:;j;;?“ﬂ =
23 Mests MMeatz - -
24 Meetz Meats 14.08% -
Carzon
City A - - - -
Gooal - - Between 14% - 16% -
Rating _
23 ) Mests Meatz - -
24 Does Mot heet Meats 45 -
Churchall A - - - -
Goal - - Al -
I I :
23 MMests Meeatz - -
24 Meets Meets 0.1% -
Clark A _ _ _ -
Goal - - Betwesn 20% - 00.0% -
Bating -
23 Meets Meets - -
24 Does Not Meet Meets 20.5% -
Douglas A - - - -
Goal - - Betwesn 18.1% - 21% -
BTN :
23 Meets MMeatz - -
24 Does Not Meet Meets 1612 51.1%
Elke A - - - -
Goal - - 000 - 230 9% - 63%
Teins [IO R
23 Meets Meatz - -
24 Does Mot Mieet Meats (%% -
Esmeralda A - - - -
Gooal - - 10% -
EEETH I— -




Innovative Goals

Evidence Based Instructional Materials District Performance Plans District Success Goal #1 Dm“rg:‘:;:j:;f“l i
k] Meets Meets - -
“24 Does Mot hieet Meets 83% -
Eurcka A - - - -
Goal - - e -
Fag — :
‘23 Mests Meeatz - -
‘24 Meats Meets 58% 1 mm Novice 9.5% and T m Proficient 8%
Humboldt A - - - -
Goal - - 0.5% e
Raig
‘13 MMests Meets - -
‘24 Does Mot Meet Meatz =013 -
Lander A - - - -
Goal - - 24 =113 -
Fating -
23 Meets Meets - -
24 Does Mot Meet Meetz 100%% 03%
Lincoln A - - - -
Goal - - e 100%%
T —— .
‘23 Meets Meetz - -
‘24 Meats Meets 1336 18777
Lyon A - - - -
Goal - - 1130 4697
Raing I
‘23 MMests Meatz - -
24 Meats Meets 0% -
IMineral A - - - _
Goal - - s -

Fating




Innovative Goals
Evidence Based Instructional Materials District Performance Plans District Success Goal 1 D’m(g;‘::;ﬂ‘}“"l =2
‘23 Meets Meets - -
24 Does Not heet Meets ELA +0.7%, Math -1.1% -
Nye A - - - -
{Goal - - Between 3% - 6% -
EEEE] —— . :
gk Meets Meets - -
24 Does Not Liezet Meets 62% -
Pershing A - - - -
{Goal - - % -
] —— . :
‘23 Mests Mests - -
24 Dioes Not Iiset Meets F1.8%, T2.9%, 11.7%, 13.3% -
SPCEA A - - - i
Goal - - 0%, B3%, 17%, =4% -
(Ratimg P :
‘23 Meets Meets - -
24 Does Not Iiset Meets 0 -
Storey A - - - -
Goal - - 3% - B.9% -
T —— I :
13 Meets Meets - -
24 Meets Meets 27.53% £4.48%
Washoe A ~ ~ _ _
(Goal - - Fato =599 % Fato=300%
Rating . 1]
‘23 Meets Meets - -
24 Does Not hieet Meets 67% 1242
Whita Pina A - - - i
(Goal - - 63% 1200
X ——




Supplementary Notes:

23 indicates 2022-2023 school year. The data in the row labeled '23 is Assessment, CCR, Workforce, and financial data corresponding to the 2022-2023
school year. This data serves as the baseline.

'24 indicates 2023-2024 school year.

A represents the change in value from the 2022-2023 school year to the 2023-2024 school year to meet expectations.

N/A indicates data with fewer than 10 students and suppressed to protect student privacy.

“." indicates a null value. This could mean that a district had no students reported as taking or passing an AP/1B exam, no students were reported as having

earned a CCR Diploma, or the cell does not apply for Acing purposes (i.e. no A value is required for the Budget Allocation and Evidence Based Instructional
Materials measures).

Values presented in this document are truncated, not rounded.

The design and layout of the table are subject to change.

The Workforce data presented here is self-reported by the districts and this is a preliminary view.

Blank cells mean data has not been collected/computed yet.

Gray color indicates the cells are not in use.,
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