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Demographics 

School Safety and Climate for Learning 
Safety 
Williams is a clean, safe, happy place where the collegial efforts of community, parents, staff, and students nurture successful future 
leaders. The staff has continued to focus on the LIFESKILLS curriculum which is designed to enforce our safe, respectful school envi-
ronment by creating a powerful bodybrain-compatible learning environment. Students are able to contribute to a safe school environ-
ment by actively participating in Safety Patrol, Valet, Grade Level Buddies, Student Council and Leadership. 

Homework 
Homework is assigned to reinforce and extend the concepts taught in the classroom. Homework is assigned to meet students’ needs 
appropriate to grade level, subject area and ability. Homework is an activity which students can do independently and may include both 
long and short-term projects and assignments. 

Discipline 
The school’s discipline philosophy and the handbook is updated yearly. This handbook outlines the philosophy of teaching, learning 
strategies, role of the PTA, parental involvement contract and general policies governing day-to-day operation of the school. At the 
beginning of the year all parents received a copy of the District’s Behavior Handbook and a copy of individual classroom policies and 
procedures. Good behavior is encouraged and recognized. Our LIFESKILLS curriculum helps to communicate our behavior expecta-
tions in a positive manner.  

Parental Involvement 
Williams was originally reopened in 1992 as a parent participation school. Although we have since gone back to being a neighborhood 
school, the expectation that parents will be actively involved in their child’s education is part of Williams school culture. As a result, in 
2001-2002 we logged over 20,000 volunteer hours!   

PTA, School Site Council, counselors on campus, ongoing home-school communications and referrals to local agencies are examples 
of community resources available to parents. 

For further information on our parent volunteer program, please contact us at 535-6196. 

Funding 
In addition to General Fund allocations, Williams receives categorical funds in varying amounts from Desegregation, School Improve-
ment Program, a Site Block Grant, Academic Performance Index rewards, Gifted and Talented Education, Limited English Proficient 
program, and others. 

Student Enrollment by Grade Level 

 Grade Level  Enrollment 
 Kindergarten 90  
 Grade 1 106  
 Grade 2 120  
 Grade 3 119  
 Grade 4 118  
 Grade 5 113  
Total Enrollment 666 
 

Student Enrollment by Ethnic Group 

 Racial/Ethnic Category 
 Number 

of 
Students 

 Percent 
of 

Students 
 African-American 4  0.6  
 American Indian or Alaska Native 3  0.5  
 Asian 322  48.3  
 Filipino 6  0.9  
 Hispanic or Latino 46  6.9  
 Pacific Islander 0  0.0  
 White (Not Hispanic) 285  42.8  
 Multiple or No Response 0  0.0  
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Suspensions and Expulsions 
 

Data reported are the total number of incidents where a stu-
dent was suspended or expelled from school and the 
school’s rates of suspension or expulsion. A single student 
may be involved in more than one incident. The rate of sus-
pension or expulsion is calculated by dividing the number of 
incidents during the school year by the school’s total enroll-
ment in October 2003. Rates for the district are computed 
separately for Elementary, Middle and High Schools 

Resources 
Buildings 
Williams Elementary was originally built in 1967. It was reopened in September 1992. During the summer of 2001, Williams began a 
school modernization project with Measure C Bond money. The renovations included a new roof, changes in wiring, and electrical lay-
out needed to accommodate computers and other technology. New paint and carpets, an updated security system, a new bell system, 
and new furniture for the administration building also were included in this exciting project. Our blacktop was resurfaced during the 
summer of 2002. We also have an outdoor Lifelab (garden) that was constructed by parent volunteers. During the summer of 2004 we 
are scheduled to have fully plumbed sinks installed in all our portable classrooms.  

Library 
During the 2002-03 school year our library will be staffed by a half-time media specialist, a part-time aide and over 40 parent volun-
teers. Students are instructed in library skills and the use of the Internet for research. Each classroom is scheduled into the library once 
a week. The library is currently being organized to support the Accelerated Reader program that will be implemented school-wide dur-
ing the 2003-2004 school year. 

Computers 
Every classroom at Williams has five iMACS, each with Internet access and the network capability to support Accelerated Reader. Our 
computer lab has 34 iMACS, Bose sound system and projection teaching station. Teachers are able to take their students to the com-
puter lab weekly and receive support in using the lab and student software from our part-time technology resource teacher. 

2001 2002 2003 2001 2002 2003
Number of Suspensions 0 3 1 671 668 580
Rate of Suspensions 0% 0% 0% 4% 4% 4%
Number of Expulsions 0 0 0 0 0 2
Rate of Expulsions 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

School District

Academic Data 
Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) 
Through the California Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) program, students in grades 2-11 are tested annually in various 
subject areas. Currently, the STAR program includes California Standards Tests (CST) in English-language arts and mathematics in 
grades 2-11, science and history/social science in grades 9-11, and a norm-referenced test, which tests reading, language, and 
mathematics in grades 2-11, spelling in grades 2-8, and science in grades 9-11.   

California Standards Tests (CST) 
The California Standards Tests (CST) show how well students are doing in relation to the state content standards. Student scores 
are reported as performance levels. The five performance levels are Advanced (exceeds state standards), Proficient (meets state 
standards), Basic (approaching state standards), Below Basic (below state standards), and Far Below Basic (well below state stan-
dards). Students scoring at the Proficient or Advanced level meet state standards in that content area. Detailed information regarding 
results for each grade and proficiency level can be found at the California Department of Education Web site at http://star.cde.ca.gov/ 
or by speaking with the school principal. Note: To protect student privacy, scores are not shown when the number of students tested 
is 10 or less. 
Data reported are the percent of students achieving at the proficient or advanced level (meeting or exceeding the state stan-
dard) and percent not tested. Data regarding the percent not tested, by grade level and subgroup, are available at  

http://star.cde.ca.gov/ 
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Norm Referenced Test (NRT)  
Reading and mathematics results from the Norm Referenced 
Test (NRT), adopted by the State Board of Education (this was 
the Stanford 9 test up until 2003, but was changed to the Cali-
fornia Achievement Test, Sixth Edition in 2003), are reported 
for each grade level as the percent of tested students scoring 
at or above the 50th percentile (the national average). School 
results are compared to results at the district and state levels. 
Detailed information regarding results for each grade level can 
be found at the California Department of Education Web site at 
http://star.cde.ca.gov/ or by speaking with the school principal. Note: To protect student privacy, scores are not shown when the num-
ber of students tested is 10 or less. 
NOTE; Data reported are the percent of students scoring at or above the 50th percentile. 

NRT—All Students 

 School  District  State 
Subject 

 2001  2002  2003  2001  2002  2003  2001  2002  2003 
 Reading  96  91  82  50  51  47  44  45  43 
 Mathematics  94  93  86  59  61  53  53  55  50 
 

CST—All Students 

 School  District  State 
 Performance Level 

 2001  2002  2003  2001  2002  2003  2001  2002  2003 
English Language Arts 

 Proficient or Advanced  82  79  86  36  38  40  30  32  35 
Mathematics 

 Proficient or Advanced    80  81    32  34    31  35 
 

CST—Racial Ethnic Groups 

 Performance Level  Asian  Hispanic 
or Latino 

 White 
(not 

Hispanic) 
English Language Arts 

 Proficient or Advanced  96  62  80  

Mathematics 

 Proficient or Advanced  93  59  73  

 

CST—Subgroups 

Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged 

Students With 
Disabilities Performance Level  Male  Female English 

Learners 
Yes No Yes No 

English Language Arts 

 Proficient or Advanced  82  89  86    86  50  89 
Mathematics 

 Proficient or Advanced  82  79  91    81  42  84 
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NRT—Racial Ethnic Groups 

Subject  Asian  Hispanic 
or Latino 

 White 
(not 

Hispanic) 
 Reading  91  64  77 
 Mathematics  95  67  79 
 

NRT—Subgroups 
Socioeconomically 

Disadvantaged 
 Students With 

Disabilities Subject    Male    Female  English 
Learners 

 Yes  No  Yes  No 
 Reading  78  86  77    83  47  85 
 Mathematics  86  86  86    86  53  89 
 

Local Assessment 
Data reported are the percent meeting or exceeding the district standard. 

Grade 2001 2002 2003 2001 2002 2003
3 91 59 54 77 91 91
5 91 82 79 83 81 91

% Scoring Proficient or Higher
Writing Mathematics

California Fitness Test 
Data reported are the percent of students 
meeting fitness standards (scoring in the 
healthy fitness zone on all six fitness stan-
dards). Detailed information regarding the 
California Physical Fitness Test may be 
found at the California Department of Edu-
cation Web site at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/pf/  

Note: To protect student privacy, scores are not shown when the number of students tested is 10 or less. 
 
 

 School  District  State  Grade 
Level   Total   Female   Male    Total   Female   Male    Total   Female   Male  

 5  0.0  0.0  0.0  18.6  20.4  17.0  23.8  25.2  22.3 
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The Academic Performance Index (API) is a score on a scale of 200 to 1000 that annually measures the academic performance and 
progress of individual schools in California. On an interim basis, the state has set 800 as the API score that schools should strive to 
meet. 

Growth Targets: The annual growth target for a school is 5 percent of the distance between its Base API and 800. The growth target 
for a school at or above 800 is to remain at or above 800. Actual growth is the number of API points a school gained between its base 
and growth years. Schools that reach their annual targets are eligible for awards. Schools that do not meet their targets and have a 
statewide API rank of one to five are eligible to participate in the Immediate Intervention/Underperforming Schools Program (II/USP), 
which provides resources to schools to improve their academic achievement. There was no money allocated to the II/USP Program in 
2002 or 2003. 

Subgroup APIs and Targets: In addition to a schoolwide API, schools also receive API scores for each numerically significant sub-
group in the school (i.e., racial/ethnic subgroups and socioeconomically disadvantaged students). Growth targets, equal to 80 percent 
of the school’s target, are also set for each of the subgroups. Each subgroup must also meet its target for the school to eligible for 
awards. 

Percent Tested: In order to be eligible for 
awards, elementary and middle schools 
must test at least 95 percent of their stu-
dents in grades 2-8 and high schools must 
test at least 90 percent of their students in 
grades 9-11 on STAR. 

Statewide Rank: Schools receiving a 
Base API score are ranked in ten catego-
ries of equal size (deciles) from one 
(lowest) to ten (highest), according to type 
of school (elementary, middle, or high 
school). 

Similar Schools Rank: Schools also re-
ceive a ranking that compares that school 
to 100 other schools with similar demographic characteristics. Each set of 100 schools is ranked by API score from one (lowest) to ten 
(highest) to indicate how well the school performed compared to schools most like it. 

API criteria are subject to change as new legislation is enacted into law. Detailed information about the API and the Public Schools 
Accountability Act (PSAA) can be found at the California Department of Education Web site at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/ac/ap/  or by 
speaking with the school principal. 

Academic Performance Index (API) 

API—Schoolwide 
 API Base Data  API Growth Data 

   2000  2001  2002   
From 
2000 

to 2001 

From 
2001 

to 2002 

From 
2002 

to 2003 
 Percent Tested  99  99  99  Percent Tested  99  99  100 
 API Base Score  931  924  913  API Growth Score  938  919  923 
 Growth Target  #  A  A  Actual Growth  7  -5  10 
 Statewide Rank  10  10  10 
 Similar Schools Rank  8  8  8 

  

 

API—Racial Ethnic Groups 

 API Base Data  API Growth Data 

   2000  2001  2002   
From 
2000 

to 2001 

From 
2001 

to 2002 

From 
2002 

to 2003 
 Asian  Asian 

 API Base Score  958  954  947  API Growth Score  965  950  967 
 Growth Target  #  A  A  Actual Growth  7  -4  20 

 White (Not Hispanic)  White (Not Hispanic) 
 API Base Score  924  908  899  API Growth Score  923  908  891 
 Growth Target  #  A  A  Actual Growth  -1  0  -8 
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Awards and Intervention Programs 
 

Eligibility for statewide award 
or intervention programs is 
based on API growth data 
from the previous academic 
year. The Immediate Inter-
vention/Underperforming 
Schools Program (IIUSP) was 
not funded for the year 2002-
2003. 

 School  District 
 Federal Programs  2001  2002  2003  Federal Programs  2001  2002  2003 

 Recognition for 
 Achievement (Title 1)  No  No  No  Number of Schools Identified 

 for Program Improvement  0  0  5 

 Identified for Program 
 Improvement (Title 1)  No  No  No  Percent of Schools Identified 

 for Program Improvement  0.0  0.0  8.8 

 Exited Title 1 Program 
 Improvement  No  No  No 

 Years Identified for 
 Program Improvement       

 California Programs  2001  2002  2003 
 Eligible for Governor's 
 Performance Award  No  No  No 

  
 Eligible for II/USP  No  ---  --- 

  
 Applied for II/USP Funding  No  ---  --- 

  
 Received II/USP Funding  No  ---  --- 

  

 

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) 
The federal No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB) requires 
that all students perform at or above the proficient level 
on the state's standards-based assessments by 2014. 
In order to achieve this goal and meet annual perform-
ance objectives, districts and schools must improve 
each year according to set requirements. Data reported 
show whether all groups of students in the school made 
Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP). Detailed information 
about AYP can be found at the California Department of 
Education Web site at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/ac/ay/ 
or by speaking with the school principal. 

NOTE:  N/A means that this group was too small to 
receive summary scores. 

 

 

 School  District 
 Groups 

 2001  2002  2003  2001  2002  2003 
 All Students  ---  ---  Yes  ---  ---  Yes 
 African American  ---  ---  N/A  ---  ---  Yes 
 American Indian or Alaska Native  ---  ---  N/A  ---  ---  No 
 Asian  ---  ---  Yes  ---  ---  Yes 
 Filipino  ---  ---  N/A  ---  ---  Yes 
 Hispanic or Latino  ---  ---  N/A  ---  ---  Yes 
 Pacific Islander  ---  ---  N/A  ---  ---  Yes 
 White (not Hispanic)  ---  ---  Yes  ---  ---  Yes 
 Socioeconomically Disadvantaged  ---  ---  N/A  ---  ---  Yes 
 English Learners  ---  ---  N/A  ---  ---  Yes 
 Students with Disabilities  ---  ---  N/A  ---  ---  No 
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Class Size 
Average Class Size and Class Size Distribution 
Data reported are the 
average class size and 
the number of classrooms 
that fall into each cate-
gory (i.e., the number of 
students), by grade level 
as reported by CBEDS. 

 2001  2002  2003 
Number of Classrooms Number of Classrooms Number of Classrooms  Grade  Avg. 

Class 
Size  1-20  21-32  33+ 

 Avg. 
Class 
Size  1-20  21-32  33+ 

 Avg. 
Class 
Size  1-20  21-32  33+ 

 K  18.17  6      20.00  5      19.75  3  1   
 1  20.00  5      20.00  5      20.00  5     
 2  20.00  6      20.00  5      24.00  4    1 
 3  19.83  6      20.00  6      20.00  6     
 4  31.33    2  1  32.33    2  1  33.00      3 
 5  31.33    3    32.33    2  1  32.67    1  2 
 6                         

 K-3          20.00  1      25.00    1   
 3-4                         
 4-8  32.00    1    33.00      1  33.00      1 

 Other                         
 

Teacher and Staff information 
Principal’s Experience 
Sue Walker has been the principal at Williams for two years. Prior to that she was an assistant principal at the middle school level for 
six years. She entered administration after ten years of successful classroom teaching. . 

Teacher Credentials 
Data reported are the number of 
teachers (full-time and part-time). 
Each teacher is counted as '1'. If a 
teacher works at two schools, he/she 
is only counted at one school. Data 
are not available for teachers with a 
full credential and teaching outside 
his/her subject area. 

 
 

Class Size Reduction Participation 
 

California's K-3 Class Size Reduction program began in 1996 for children in 
kindergarten and grades one through three. Funding is provided to participat-
ing school districts to decrease the size of K-3 classes to 20 or fewer stu-
dents per certificated teacher. Data reported are the percent of students in 
each grade level in the school that are in a class size reduction classroom. 

 Percent of Students Participating 
 Grade Level 

 2001  2002  2003 
 K  100 100 100 
 1 100 100 100 
 2 100 100 100 
 3  100 100 100 

Williams    2001      2002      2003  

 Teachers with Full Credential
 (full credential and teaching in subject area)

 Teachers Teaching Outside Subject Area
 (full credential but teaching outside subject area)

 Teachers with Emergency Credential
 (includes District Internship, University Internship, Pre-Interns, and 
Emergency Permits)

 Teachers with Waivers

 (does not have credential and does not qualify for an Emergency Permit)

 Total Teachers  32  30  32

 26  26  30

0

 5  4  3

 1
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Evaluating/Improving Teachers 
The new teacher evaluation system is aligned to the District vision that incorporates the idea of a learning community committed to 
lifelong learning. It is designed to support teachers and guide ongoing professional growth. It is grounded in research based teaching 
practices that optimize student learning, and it focuses on the knowledge, skills and attitudes that our professional teaching staff must 
demonstrate. Teachers are evaluated at least every other year. 

Staff Development 
Each year the staff analyzed the previous year’s assessment results. The outcome of this analysis becomes the foundation from which 
our staff development activities are planned. During the past year a need for additional training in the area of differentiation, technology, 
Step Up to Writing, LIFESKILLS and reading strategies was determined and activities to meet these needs were implemented. SIP 
money was reallocated and now funds a part-time technology resource teacher. We also have a Professional Development Coach. 

Teacher Assignment 
Elementary teacher assignments within the school are the responsibility of the principal and every effort is made to make assignments 
compatible with the teacher’s request. Consideration is given to needs of a grade level, teacher familiarity with curriculum and expertise 
in working with student age groups. 

Substitute Teachers 
Williams is very fortunate to have a team of dedicated substitute teachers who are part of the Williams community. Because our substi-
tute teachers are part of our community, they are familiar with our school’s climate, culture, practices, policies and daily routines. As a 
result of having a small pool of substitute teachers, our students are familiar with them and discipline is not an issue. 

Counselors and Other Support Staff 
We have a full-time resource specialist. Our nurse, counselor and speech and language therapist are part time. 

Highly Qualified Teachers 
The No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB) requires local educational agencies (LEAs) to report specific data regarding highly qualified 
teachers. As of December of 2003, the State Board of Education (SBE) had not approved a definition for use in reporting data per-
taining to highly qualified teachers. Therefore, the requirement that LEAs include these data will not apply to reports published during 
the 2003-04 school year. The State Board of Education is scheduled to approve a definition for “highly qualified teacher” in 2004. 
Once approved, LEAs will be required to use the definition to provide data on report cards published during the 2004-05 school year. 
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Curriculum and Instruction 
Reading and Writing 
Teachers are trained in early literacy strategies with an emphasis on intervention techniques. The connection between assessment 
guiding instruction has been internalized by our teaching staff that has enabled Williams to have 90% of the students reading on grade 
level by the end of third grade. Each year our 1st-5th grade teachers provide parents with their child’s Lexile score which enables and 
encourages parents to go to the Lexile website and find reading material that is both interesting and at the child’s reading level.   

Step Up to Writing has been implemented schoolwide so there is consistency as students move through the grade levels. Writing oc-
curs everyday and is a key to improving student achievement. 

Math 
Williams’s mathematics curriculum closely follows the State framework and is defined by five strands: probability and statistics, num-
bers and operations, geometry and measurement, function and algebra, and mathematical reasoning. Preparation for real-world math 
is a priority when selecting curriculum. Our 2002 adoption is from Harcourt Brace, a state-approved curriculum. Basic skills are taught 
through concrete hands-on experience and use of manipulatives. Open-ended problems involving all strands of mathematics challenge 
students to try new approaches and search for more than one answer. Students regularly write about their thinking in math journals 
while working towards clarity and coherence. Math is integrated throughout the curriculum at all grade levels. 

Science 
Science instruction follows the State framework and benchmarked District standards. Our focus is on the development of the essential 
understanding of major science concepts, themes and methodologies for all children. Our science text grades K-5 is Harcourt Science 
2000. 

Williams has a wonderful large Lifelab (garden) and each teacher has a section for their class. In addition to parent volunteer science 
docents at each grade level, grades K-3 enjoy hands-on science labs led by our part-time science specialist. All 5th graders attend 
Camp Campbell for an outdoor science week. 

Specialized Programs 
GATE 
All 2nd grade students are screened for the Gifted and Talented Education program using the Ravens 3 Matrix. Curriculum is differenti-
ated at all grades within the core program to provide GATE students opportunities for more challenging work. Hands-on projects also 
allow students to explore topics at greater depth and complexity. Teachers in grades three through five have been involved in intensive 
staff development activities focused on increasing the opportunities for student involvement in differentiated instructional strategies. 

Special Education Staff 
Williams has one full-time Resource teacher, a part-time Speech teacher, a counselor and registered nurse who are on campus one 
day per week to provide needed support for students. Student Success Teams are made up of teachers, our resource teacher, admin-
istrator, nurse and counselor. The teams meet with the families of children who may need support services in the area of academics, 
attendance or whose behavior interrupts learning. 

English Learners 
Williams is a Structured English Instruction (SEI) school where English language development is provided by the classroom teacher a 
specified number of minutes per day according to the District’s English Language Development Master Plan. In addition to the yearly 
CELDT assessment, ongoing assessments by the classroom teacher enable instruction to be tailored to meet the needs of the English 
learners by providing a full and balanced core curriculum in English. 
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Leadership Team 
Williams leadership team is comprised of both the K-2 and 3-5 site reps for both language arts and math, our technology resource 
teacher and the school principal. This team comes together to look at data around student achievement and helps guide decision mak-
ing for staff professional development. 

Instructional Minutes 
 
The California Education Code establishes the required number of instruc-
tional minutes per year for each grade. Data reported compares the number 
of instructional minutes offered at the school level to the state requirement for 
each grade. The number of minutes shown here does not take into considera-
tion pupil free days, minimum days or shortened days that are used for par-
ent/teacher conferences or testing. Williams had three minimum days during 
the 2002-2003 school year. 

 Instructional Minutes  Grade 
Level  Offered  State Requirement 

 K  36,000  36,000 
 1  50,400  50,400 
 2  50,400  50,400 
 3  50,400  50,400 
 4  54,000  54,000 
 5  54,000  54,000 

 

Social Studies 
Our social studies program follows the California State Framework to prepare for each succeeding grade and middle school. The cur-
riculum’s rich program integrates knowledge of literature, math, science, art and music. Content areas foster historic, geographic, eco-
nomic, sociopolitical and cultural literacies, and include civil rights, values and responsibilities.  

One of the culminating activities at the 4th grade is the real life reenactment of the Gold Rush Days and the crime labs at the 5th grade. 

Textbooks 
New textbooks are selected from State approved lists that have been piloted by all grade levels throughout the District. New social 
studies texts were adopted for the school year 2000–2001. New science textbooks were adopted for the year 2001–2002. New math 
textbooks were adopted this year, 2002-2003, and we look forward to our new reading and language arts adoption for 2003-2004. 



Williams  Elementary— 2002-2003 School Accountability Report Card 

Page 12 

Fiscal and Expenditure Data 

Average Salaries (Fiscal Year 2001-2002) 
Data reported are the district average salary 
for teachers, principals, and superinten-
dents, compared to the state average sala-
ries for districts of the same type and size, 
as defined by Education Code Section 
41409. The district average principal salary 
is shown separately for elementary, middle, 
and high schools, but the state average 
principal salary is combined. 

 

 Category  District 
Amount 

 State Average 
For Districts 

In Same Category 
 Beginning Teacher Salary $ 36,735  $35,980 
 Mid-Range Teacher Salary $ 60,704 $ 57,139 
 Highest Teacher Salary $ 73,778 $ 73,953 
 Average Principal Salary (Elementary) $ 83,895 
 Average Principal Salary (Middle) $ 88,030 
 Average Principal Salary (High) $ 94,627 

$ 100,810 

 Superintendent Salary $ 201,693  $171,096 
 Percent of Budget for Teacher Salaries  40.58  43.28 
 Percent of Budget for Administrative Salaries  6.01  5.20 
 

Expenditures (Fiscal Year 2001-2002) 
Data reported are total dollars expended in the dis-
trict, and the dollars expended per student at the dis-
trict compared to the state average. Detailed informa-
tion regarding expenditures may be found at the Cali-
fornia Department of Education Web site at  

http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/fd/  

 

 District  District 
 State Average 
For Districts 

In Same Category 
 State Average 
All Districts 

 Total Dollars  Dollars per Student 
(ADA) 

 Dollars per Student 
(ADA) 

 Dollars per Student 
(ADA) 

 $253,850,521  $8,093  $6,770  $6,719 
 

Notes regarding the source and currency of data: 
Data included in this School Accountability Report Card (SARC) are consistent with State Board of Education guidelines, which are 
available at the California Department of Education Web site at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/ac/sa/datasources.asp. Most data presented 
in this report were collected from the 2002-03 school year or from the two preceding years (2000-01 and 2001-02). Due to the certifica-
tion timelines for graduation, dropout, and fiscal information, the data for these sections of the report were collected in 2001-02.  

 

San José Unified SARC’s are prepared by the Office of Public Engagement. Questions — call Sheryl Stroh at 535-6108 or via e mail to 
Sheryl_Stroh@sjusd.org 


