Santa Ana Building Healthy Communities[image: H:\2013 SABHC\Standard Operating Procedures\Logos\bhc logonewwhite-page-001.jpg]
Collective Impact and Results Based Accountability 2016
Restorative Justice in Schools - Appendix

Updated as of 12.29.17
· Inserted red/green arrows to distinguish progress towards goal statements
Need to complete rationale for selected indicators and progress updates for capacity building and policy goals

Goal Statements, Data Sources, and Indicators:
1. Students feel they are connected to their school (students feel hopeful) 
a. Goal statement: By 2019/2020 CHKS (Core Module#24) increase of baseline by +15% at each grade level of surveyed students who report they Agree/Strongly Agree “I feel like I am part of this school.” 


            Indicator for grades 7 to 11 is showing an increase toward the goal of a +15% 
Change (13% among 9th graders). 
Non-traditional students experienced a reported decrease in feeling a part of this school (9% decrease from last year).


b. Source: California Healthy Kids Survey, Core Module, Question # 24. “I feel like I am part of this school.”  (From Table A.45 – School Connectedness Scale Questions)
c. Rationale: School Connectedness is the belief by students that adults and peers in the school care about their learning as well as about them as individuals. The greater the sense of school connectedness among students, the more positive is the school climate. Students are more likely to engage in healthy behaviors and succeed academically when they feel connected to school. 
d. Data
	Goal: To increase the baseline rate by 15%

	Student agrees/strongly agrees that they feel like they are a part of their school

	Grade
	% agree/strongly agree
	% change

	
	2014-2015
	2015-2016
	2016-2017
	

	7
	58%
	62%
	63%
	Total INCREASE of 1%

	9
	54%
	55%
	68%
	Total INCREASE of 13%

	11
	50%
	52%
	55%
	Total INCREASE of 3%

	NT
	54%
	60%
	51%
	Total DECREASE of 9%



e. Baseline: 2014-2015

	2014-2015 CHKS – Student Core Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Disagree
	Disagree
	Neither
	Agree
	Strongly Agree

	7
	1,158
	6%
	9%
	27%
	41%
	17%

	
	
	
	
	
	58%

	9
	1,730
	5%
	8%
	32%
	41%
	13%

	
	
	
	
	
	54%

	11
	1,269
	5%
	9%
	35%
	38%
	12%

	
	
	
	
	
	50%

	NT
	121
	4%
	13%
	29%
	43%
	11%

	
	
	
	
	
	54%



f. Updated data: 2015-2016
	2015-2016 CHKS – Student Core Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Disagree
	Disagree
	Neither
	Agree
	Strongly Agree

	7
	609
	6%
	7%
	25%
	43%
	19%

	Total INCREASE of 4%
	62%

	9
	1,236
	5%
	7%
	34%
	39%
	16%

	Total INCREASE of 1%
	55%

	11
	1,059
	5%
	10%
	33%
	39%
	13%

	Total INCREASE of 2%
	52%

	NT
	29
	4%
	11%
	25%
	39%
	13%

	Total INCREASE of 6%
	60%



g. Updated data: 2016-2017
	2016-2017 CHKS – Student Core Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Disagree
	Disagree
	Neither
	Agree
	Strongly Agree

	7
	1,972
	6%
	6%
	24%
	37%
	26%

	Total INCREASE of 1%
	63%

	9
	2,242
	4%
	5%
	26%
	43%
	22%

	Total INCREASE of 13%
	68%

	11
	2,572
	3%
	5%
	27%
	47%
	18%

	Total INCREASE of 3%
	55%

	NT
	616
	7%
	7%
	34%
	39%
	12%

	Total DECREASE of 9%
	51%



2. Students have positive tools to overcome challenges
a. Goal statement: By 2019/2020 CHKS (BHC Module #W41) increase of baseline by +15% at each grade level of surveyed students who report they Agree/Strongly Agree that “This school helps students solve conflicts with one another”. 

Indicator for 9th and 11th grade students show an increase toward the goal of a +15% change.

Non-traditional students experienced a reported decrease in agreeing that the school helps students solve conflicts with one another.


b. Source: California Healthy Kids Survey, BHC Module, Question W41. “This school helps students solve conflicts with one another.”  (From Table C8.2 – Supports for Social and Emotional Learning)
c. Rationale: 
d. Data
	Goal: To increase baseline rate by 15%.

	Student agrees/strongly agrees that the school helps students solve conflicts with one another.

	Grade
	% agree/strongly agree
	% change

	
	2014-2015
	2015-2016

	2016-2017
	

	7
	----
	----
	---
	-----

	9
	64%
	64%
	72%
	Total INCREASE of 8%

	11
	57%
	61%
	66%
	Total INCREASE of 5%

	NT
	71%
	78%
	75%
	Total DECREASE of 3%



e. Baseline: 2014-2015

	2014-2015 CHKS – Student BHC Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Disagree
	Disagree
	Agree
	Strongly Agree

	7
	0
	----
	----
	----
	----

	
	
	
	
	----

	9
	1,505
	9%
	27%
	54%
	10%

	
	
	
	
	64%

	11
	1,103
	10%
	33%
	51%
	6%

	
	
	
	
	57%

	NT
	119
	7%
	23%
	67%
	4%

	
	
	
	
	71%



f. Updated data: 2015-2016
	2015-2016 CHKS – Student BHC Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Disagree
	Disagree
	Agree
	Strongly Agree

	7
	0
	----
	----
	----
	----

	
	
	
	
	----

	9
	1,135
	9%
	27%
	54%
	10%

	NO CHANGE
	64%

	11
	963
	9%
	31%
	54%
	7%

	Total INCREASE of 4%
	61%

	NT
	29
	15%
	7%
	63%
	15%

	Total INCREASE of 7%
	78%



g. Updated data: 2016-2017

	2016-2017 CHKS – Student BHC Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Disagree
	Disagree
	Agree
	Strongly Agree

	7
	1
	----
	----
	----
	----

	
	
	
	
	----

	9
	2,094
	9%
	19%
	58%
	14%

	Total INCREASE of 8%
	72%

	11
	1,861
	9%
	25%
	56%
	10%

	Total INCREASE of 5%
	66%

	NT
	262
	10%
	15%
	61%
	14%

	Total DECREASE of 3%
	75%



a. Goal Statement: By 2019/2020 CHKS (BHC Module #W41) increase of baseline by +15% at each grade level of surveyed students who report they Agree/Strongly Agree that “This school encourages students to care about how others feel.”

Indicator for all grades show an increase toward the goal of a 

+15% change

b. Source: California Healthy Kids Survey, BHC Module, Question: W42. “This school encourages students to care about how others feel.” (From Table C8.2 – Supports for Social and Emotional Learning)
c. Rationale: 

d. Data
	Goal: To increase baseline rate by 15%

	Student agrees/strongly agrees that the school encourages students to care about how others feel.

	Grade
	% agree/strongly agree
	% change

	
	2014-2015
	2015-2016
	2016-2017
	

	7
	----
	---
	---
	-----

	9
	66%
	67%
	74%
	Total INCREASE of 7%

	11
	63%
	63%
	71%
	Total INCREASE of 8%

	NT
	70%
	70%
	78%
	Total INCREASE of 8%



e. Baseline: 2014-2015 

	2014-2015 CHKS – Student BHC Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Disagree
	Disagree
	Agree
	Strongly Agree

	7
	0
	----
	----
	----
	----

	
	
	
	
	----

	9
	1,505
	9%
	25%
	55%
	11%

	
	
	
	
	66%

	11
	1,103
	8%
	29%
	55%
	8%

	
	
	
	
	63%

	NT
	119
	4%
	26%
	63%
	7%

	
	
	
	
	70%



f. Updated data: 2015-2016
	2015-2016 CHKS – Student BHC Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Disagree
	Disagree
	Agree
	Strongly Agree

	7
	0
	----
	----
	----
	----

	
	
	
	
	----

	9
	1,135
	9%
	24%
	56%
	11%

	Total INCREASE of 1%
	67%

	11
	963
	9%
	28%
	56%
	7%

	NO CHANGE    
	63%

	NT
	29
	11%
	19%
	59%
	11%

	NO CHANGE    
	70%



g. Updated data: 2016-2017

	2016-2017 CHKS – Student BHC Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Disagree
	Disagree
	Agree
	Strongly Agree

	7
	1
	----
	----
	----
	----

	
	
	
	
	----

	9
	2,094
	9%
	17%
	58%
	16%

	Total INCREASE of 1%
	74%

	11
	1,861
	9%
	20%
	60%
	11%

	NO CHANGE    
	71%

	NT
	262
	9%
	13%
	63%
	15%

	NO CHANGE    
	78%



3. Students feel welcomed and safe to be themselves at school*
*This is not the most ideal measure for students feeling welcomed and safe – may need to identify another indicator
a. Goal Statement: Goal Statement: By 2019/2020 CHKS (Core Module #26) will decrease to and be maintained at less than 10% at each grade level of surveyed students who report being harassed or bullied in school. 

Indicator for 7th grade shows an increase in reported harassment or bullying in school

Indicator for 9th grade and nontraditional students shows progress and has met goal of 10%

 

Indicator for 11th grade is decreasing and approaching 10%


b. Source: California Healthy Kids Survey, Core Module, Question 26/(112)  (From Table A5.4 Reasons for Harassment on School Property, Past 12 months)
During the past 12 months, how many times on school property were you harassed or bullied for any of the following reasons? [You were bullied if you were shoved, hit, threatened, called mean names, teased, or had other unpleasant physical or verbal things done to you repeatedly or in a severe way. It is not bullying when two students of about the same strength quarrel or fight.]: 
c. Rationale

Any of the above five hate-crime reasons
Indicator for 7th grade shows an increase in reported harassment or bullying in school

Indicator for 9th grade and nontraditional students shows progress and has met goal of 10%


 
Indicator for 11th grade is decreasing and approaching 10%


d. Data
	Goal: Decrease baseline rate to, and be maintained at less than 10%

	Reporting of harassment for any of the above five hate-crime reasons.

	Grade
	
	

	
	2014-2015
	2015-2016

	2016-2017
	% change

	7
	18%
	17%
	18%
	INCREASE of 1%

	9
	15%
	15%
	10%
	DECREASE of 5%

	11
	16%
	14%
	11%
	DECREASE of 3%

	NT
	13%
	10%
	6%
	DECREASE of 4%


	*Rate has reduced to 10%

e. Baseline: 2014-2015

	2014-2015 – CHKS Student Core Module

	Grade
	%

	7
	18%

	9
	15%

	11
	16%

	NT
	13%



f. Updated data: 2015-2016
	2015-2016 – CHKS Student Core Module

	Grade
	%
	% change

	7
	17%
	DECREASE of 1%

	9
	15%
	NO CHANGE

	11
	14%
	DECREASE of 2%

	NT
	10%
	DECREASE of 3%



g. Updated data: 2016-2017

	2016-2017 – CHKS Student Core Module

	Grade
	%
	% change

	7
	18%
	INCREASE of 1%

	9
	10%
	DECREASE of 5%

	11
	11%
	DECREASE of 3%

	NT
	6%
	DECREASE of 4%



Any other reason


[bookmark: _gjdgxs]          Indicator for all grades and nontraditional students shows 

continued decrease with rates of bullying for 2 or more reasons below 
10%
h. Data
	Goal: Decrease baseline rate to, and be maintained at less than 10%.

	Reporting of harassment for any reason.

	Grade
	2014-2015
	2015-2016

	2016-2017
	% change

	7
	10%
	9%*
	8%
	DECREASE by 1%

	9
	7%
	8%*
	5%
	DECREASE by 3%

	11
	8%
	6%*
	3%
	DECREASE by 4%

	NT
	11%
	7%*
	2%
	DECREASE by 5%


*Rates are less than 10%.

i. Baseline: 2014-2015

	2014-2015 CHKS – Student Core Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	0 times
	1 time
	2 or more times

	7
	0
	83%
	7%
	10%

	9
	1,505
	87%
	6%
	7%

	11
	1,103
	86%
	6%
	8%

	NT
	119
	84%
	5%
	11%



j. Updated data: 2015-2016
	2015-2016 CHKS – Student Core Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	0 times
	1 time
	2 or more times
	% change

	7
	609
	84%
	7%
	9%
	DECREASE by 1%

	9
	1,236
	86%
	6%
	8%
	INCREASE by 1%

	11
	1,059
	90%
	4%
	6%
	DECREASE by 2%

	NT
	29
	93%
	0%
	7%
	INCREASE by 9%



k. Updated data: 2016-2017

	2016-2017 CHKS – Student Core Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	0 times
	1 time
	2 or more times
	% change

	7
	1,972
	86%
	5%
	8%
	DECREASE by 1%

	9
	2,242
	90%
	4%
	5%
	DECREASE by 3%

	11
	2,016
	93%
	3%
	3%
	DECREASE by 4%

	NT
	301
	94%
	4%
	2%
	DECREASE by 5%



Any harassment
 
          Indicator for all  grades and nontraditional students shows 

progress toward decreasing.

l. Data
	Goal: Decrease baseline rate to, and be maintained at less than 10%

	Reporting any harassment.

	Grade
	%

	% change

	
	2014-2015
	2015-2016
	2016-2017
	

	7
	26%
	25%
	24%
	DECREASE of 1%

	9
	21%
	22%
	15%
	DECREASE by 7%

	11
	22%
	19%
	15%
	DECREASE of 4%

	NT
	26%
	14%
	9%
	DECREASE of 5%



m. Baseline: 2014-2015

	2014-2015 – CHKS Student Core Module 

	Grade
	%

	7
	26%

	9
	21%

	11
	22%

	NT
	20%



n. Updated data: 2015-2016
	2015-2016 – CHKS Student Core Module

	Grade
	%
	% change

	7
	25%
	DECREASE of 1%

	9
	22%
	INCREASE by 1%

	11
	19%
	DECREASE of 3%

	NT
	14%
	DECREASE of 6%



o. Updated data: 2016-2017

	2016-2017 – CHKS Student Core Module

	Grade
	%
	% change

	7
	24%
	DECREASE of 1%

	9
	15%
	DECREASE by 7%

	11
	15%
	DECREASE of 4%

	NT
	9%
	DECREASE of 5%



4. Students feel physically safe at school 
Goal statement: By 2019/2020 CHKS (Core Module#91) increase of baseline by +20% at each grade level of surveyed students who report they feel Very Safe/Safe at school. 
7th grade and nontraditional students a reported decrease in feeling safe. However, there is no overall change (since 2014-2015)



Indicator for 9th and 11th grades shows progress with an increase in the % of students reporting feeling safe in school.

a. Source: California Healthy Kids Survey, Core Survey, Question 91” How safe do you feel when you are at school?” 
A) Very safe B) Safe C) Neither safe nor unsafe D) Unsafe E) Very unsafe
(From table A5.1 – Perceived Safety at School)
b. Rationale
c. Data
	Goal: To increase baseline rate by 20%.

	Students report feeling safe/very safe when they are at school

	Grade
	2014-2015
	2015-2016

	2016-2017
	% change

	7
	62%
	67%
	62%
	Total DECREASE by 5%   

	9
	59%
	58%
	65%
	Total INCREASE by 7%  

	11
	58%
	63%
	66%
	Total INCREASE by 3%   

	NT
	61%
	65%
	61%
	Total DECREASE by 4%   



d. Baseline: 2014-2015

	2014-2015 CHKS – Student Core Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	Very Safe
	Safe
	Neither
	Unsafe
	Very Unsafe

	7
	0
	22%
	40%
	30%
	4%
	4%

	
	
	62%
	
	
	

	9
	1,505
	17%
	42%
	35%
	4%
	3%

	
	
	59%
	
	
	

	11
	1,103
	14%
	44%
	35%
	4%
	3%

	
	
	58%
	
	
	

	NT
	119
	19%
	42%
	34%
	3%
	2%

	
	
	61%
	
	
	



e. Updated data: 2015-2016

	2015-2016 CHKS – Student Core Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	Very Safe
	Safe
	Neither
	Unsafe
	Very Unsafe

	7
	609
	24%
	43%
	26%
	5%
	3%

	
	
	67%
	Total INCREASE by 5%   

	9
	1,236
	17%
	41%
	36%
	4%
	2%

	
	
	58%
	Total DECREASE by 1%  

	11
	1,059
	15%
	48%
	31%
	3%
	2%

	
	
	63%
	Total INCREASE by 5%   

	NT
	29
	10%
	55%
	24%
	3%
	7%

	
	
	65%
	Total INCREASE by 4%   



f. Updated data: 2016-2017
Very Safe	Safe	  Neither	Unsafe	     Very Unsafe
	
	2016-2017 CHKS – Student Core Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	Very Safe
	Safe
	Neither
	Unsafe
	Very Unsafe

	7
	1,972
	24%
	38%
	28%
	5%
	4%

	
	
	62%
	Total DECREASE by 5%   

	9
	2,242
	22%
	43%
	30%
	3%
	2%

	
	
	65%
	Total INCREASE by 7%  

	11
	2,016
	19%
	47%
	30%
	2%
	2%

	
	
	66%
	Total INCREASE by 3%   

	NT
	301
	21%
	40%
	32%
	3%
	3%

	
	
	61%
	Total DECREASE by 4%   




Additional Indicators
A. Goal Statement
Indicator shows increase of nearly 10% for all grades (7th grade not applicable).


B. Source: BHC Module #W39/School Climate Module, #W27. This school encourages students to understand how others think and feel. TableC8.2
C. Rationale
D. Data
	Goal: 

	Students agree/strongly agree that this school encourage them to understand how others think and feel.

	Grade
	2014-2015
	2015-2016

	2016-2017
	% change

	7
	----
	---
	---
	----
----

	9
	67%
	70%
	76%
	INCREASE by 6%

	11
	64%
	67%
	74%
	INCREASE by 7%

	NT
	68%
	75%
	77%
	INCREASE by 2%



E. Baseline Data: 2014-2015
	2014-2015 CHKS – Student BHC Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Disagree
	Disagree
	Agree
	Strongly Agree

	7
	0
	----
	----
	----
	----

	
	
	
	
	----

	9
	1,505
	8%
	25%
	57%
	10%

	
	
	
	
	67%

	11
	1,103
	8%
	28%
	56%
	8%

	
	
	
	
	64%

	NT
	119
	6%
	26%
	62%
	6%

	
	
	
	
	68%



F. Updated data: 2015-2016

	2015-2016 CHKS – Student BHC Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Disagree
	Disagree
	Agree
	Strongly Agree

	7
	0
	----
	----
	----
	----

	
	
	
	
	----

	9
	1,135
	9%
	21%
	59%
	11%

	Total INCREASE of 3%
	70%

	11
	963
	8%
	26%
	59%
	8%

	Total INCREASE of 3%
	67%

	NT
	29
	11%
	14%
	61%
	14%

	Total INCREASE of 7%
	75%



G. Updated data: 2016-2017

	2016-2017 CHKS – Student BHC Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Disagree
	Disagree
	Agree
	Strongly Agree

	7
	1
	----
	----
	----
	----

	
	
	
	
	----

	9
	2,094
	8%
	15%
	60%
	16%

	Total INCREASE of 6%
	76%

	11
	1,861
	7%
	19%
	62%
	12%

	Total INCREASE of 7%
	74%

	NT
	262
	8%
	12%
	61%
	16%

	Total INCREASE of 7%
	77%



A. Goal statement
Indicator shows decrease among non-traditional students.


No change among 9th and 11th graders, however more than 50% of students report not being sure about all sides are heard before taking disciplinary action.

B. Source: BHC Module #W34. When there is a conflict at your school between students or between a teacher and a student, does your school have a way of making sure that all sides are heard (like restorative justice) before taking disciplinary action? Table C8.5
C. Rationale
D. Data
	Goal:

	Students feel that when there is a conflict at their school between students or between a teacher and a student, they have a way of making sure that all sides are heard (like restorative justice) before taking disciplinary action.

	Grade
	2014-2015
	2015-2016

	2016-2017
	% change

	7
	----
	---
	---
	----

	9
	27%
	30%
	30%
	NO CHANGE

	11
	29%
	31%
	31%
	NO CHANGE

	NT
	42%
	52%
	34%
	DECREASE by 18%



E. Baseline: 2014-2015
	2014-2015 CHKS – Student BHC Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	Yes
	No
	I don’t know

	7
	0
	----
	----
	----

	9
	1,505
	27%
	16%
	57%

	11
	1,103
	29%
	20%
	51%

	NT
	119
	42%
	8%
	50%



F. Updated data: 2015-2016

	2015-2016 CHKS – Student BHC Module
	

	Grade
	Sample size
	Yes
	No
	I don’t know
	% change

	7
	0
	----
	----
	----
	---

	9
	1,135
	30%
	12%
	58%
	INCREASE by 3%

	11
	963
	31%
	15%
	15%
	INCREASE by 2%

	NT
	29
	52%
	15%
	33%
	INCREASE by 10%



G. Updated data: 2016-2017

	2016-2017 CHKS – Student BHC Module
	

	Grade
	Sample size
	Yes
	No
	I don’t know
	% change

	7
	1
	----
	----
	----
	---

	9
	2,094
	30%
	12%
	58%
	NO CHANGE

	11
	1,861
	31%
	15%
	54%
	NO CHANGE

	NT
	262
	34%
	14%
	52%
	DECREASE by 18%



A. Goal statement:

Indicator shows increase for all grades.



B. Source: BHC Module #W37/School Climate Module, #W25. This school encourages students to feel responsible for how they act. Table C8.1
C. Rationale
D. Data

	Goal: 

	Students agree/strongly agree that this school encourages students to feel responsible for how they act.

	Grade
	2014-2015
	2015-2016

	2016-2017
	% change

	7
	----
	---
	---
	----

	9
	76%
	76%
	81%
	INCREASE by 5%

	11
	75%
	77%
	83%
	INCREASE by 6%

	NT
	79%
	67%
	81%
	INCREASE by 14%



E. Baseline: 2014-2015
	2014-2015 CHKS – Student BHC Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Disagree
	Disagree
	Agree
	Strongly Agree

	7
	0
	----
	----
	----
	----

	
	
	
	
	----

	9
	1,505
	9%
	16%
	64%
	12%

	
	
	
	
	76%

	11
	1,103
	7%
	18%
	65%
	10%

	
	
	
	
	75%

	NT
	119
	5%
	15%
	68%
	11%

	
	
	
	
	79%



F. Updated data: 2015-2016

	2015-2016 CHKS – Student BHC Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Disagree
	Disagree
	Agree
	Strongly Agree

	7
	0
	----
	----
	----
	----

	
	
	
	
	----

	9
	1,135
	8%
	16%
	63%
	13%

	Total INCREASE of 1%
	76%

	11
	963
	7%
	16%
	68%
	9%

	NO CHANGE    
	77%

	NT
	29
	14%
	18%
	46%
	21%

	NO CHANGE    
	67%



G. Updated data: 2016-2017

	2016-2017 CHKS – Student BHC Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Disagree
	Disagree
	Agree
	Strongly Agree

	7
	1
	----
	----
	----
	----

	
	
	
	
	----

	9
	2,094
	9%
	10%
	62%
	19%

	Total INCREASE of 5%
	81%

	11
	1,861
	7%
	11%
	67%
	16%

	INCREASE by 6%    
	83%

	NT
	262
	9%
	10%
	60%
	21%

	INCREASE by 14%    
	81%



5. Parents feel welcome to participate at their children’s schools
a. Goal Statement: By 2019/2020 California School Parent Survey (CSPS) increase of baseline by +20% of surveyed parents who report feeling welcome to participate at their children’s school. 

NO CHANGE

            Indicator has met 2019/2020 GOAL.

b. Source: California School Parent Survey (CSPS), Question 3: I feel welcome to participate at this school. (From Table 3.2 Parent Survey – This school welcomes parent input and contribution)
c. Rationale
d. Data
	Goal: To increase baseline rate by 20%.

	Parents agree/strongly agree that this school welcomes parent input and collaboration

	Grade
	2014-2015
	2015-2016

	2016-2017
	% change

	Total
	53%
	92%*
	92%
	NO CHANGE

	Elementary
	52%
	93%*
	93%
	NO CHANGE

	Middle School
	52%
	92%*
	92%
	NO CHANGE

	High School
	57%
	97%*
	97%
	NO CHANGE

	NT
	12%
	92%*
	92%
	NO CHANGE


* Rates have increased by 20% or more.

e. Baseline: 2014-2015

	2014-2015 CHKS – Parent Survey

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	DK/NA

	TOTAL
	3,843
	35%
	18%
	6%
	27%
	14%

	
	
	53%
	
	
	

	Elementary
	2,072
	43%
	9%
	2%
	32%
	14%

	
	
	52%
	
	
	

	Middle
	655
	29%
	23%
	6%
	27%
	14%

	
	
	52%
	
	
	

	High School
	1,095
	24%
	33%
	14%
	17%
	12%

	
	
	57%
	
	
	

	NT
	21
	4%
	8%
	4%
	48%
	36%

	
	
	12%
	
	
	



f. Updated data: 2015-2016 (Table A12.1: This school... allows input and welcomes parents’ contributions).

	2015-2016 CHKS – Parent Survey

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	DK/NA

	TOTAL
	10,273
	40%
	52%
	4%
	1%
	4%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 39%
	92%
	
	
	

	Elementary
	5,022
	42%
	51%
	3%
	1%
	3%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 41%      
	93%
	
	
	

	Middle
	1,959
	43%
	49%
	4%
	1%
	2%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 40%
	92%
	
	
	

	High School
	3,153
	34%
	54%
	5%
	1%
	5%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 40%
	97%
	
	
	

	NT
	139
	37%
	55%
	1%
	1%
	5%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 80%
	92%
	
	
	



g. Updated data: 2016-2017

	2016-2017 CHKS – Parent Survey

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	DK/NA

	TOTAL
	10,457
	39%
	51%
	5%
	1%
	4%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 39%
	92%
	
	
	

	Elementary
	5,086
	44%
	48%
	4%
	1%
	3%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 41%      
	93%
	
	
	

	Middle
	1,943
	45%
	49%
	4%
	1%
	2%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 40%
	92%
	
	
	

	High School
	3,325
	29%
	57%
	8%
	2%
	5%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 40%
	97%
	
	
	

	NT
	103
	51%
	38%
	3%
	2%
	6%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 80%
	92%
	
	
	



a. Goal Statement: By 2019/2020 California School Parent Survey (CSPS) increase of baseline by +20% of surveyed parents who report feeling welcome to participate at their children’s school.


Indicator has met 2019/2020 GOAL.
No change for total, increase reported by elementary, middle school and nontraditional parents. 
Decrease reported among high school parents; however still improved by 38% from 2014-2015.


b. Source: California School Parent Survey (CSPS), Question #46. Parents feel welcome to participate at this school. 
c. Rationale:
d. Data

	Goal: To increase baseline rate by 20%.

	Parents agree/strongly agree that this school welcomes parent input and collaboration

	Grade
	2014-2015
	2015-2016

	2016-2017
	% change

	Total
	53%
	92%*
	92%
	NO CHANGE

	Elementary
	52%
	93%*
	95%
	INCREASED by 2%

	Middle School
	52%
	92%*
	94%
	INCREASED by 2%

	High School
	57%
	97%*
	85%
	DECREASED by 8%

	NT
	12%
	92%*
	95%
	INCREASED by 3%


*Rates have increased by 20% or more.
e. Baseline: 2014-2015

	2014-2015 CHKS – Parent Survey

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	DK/NA

	TOTAL
	3,843
	35%
	18%
	6%
	27%
	14%

	
	
	53%
	
	
	

	Elementary
	2,072
	43%
	9%
	2%
	32%
	14%

	
	
	52%
	
	
	

	Middle
	655
	29%
	23%
	6%
	27%
	14%

	
	
	52%
	
	
	

	High School
	1,095
	24%
	33%
	14%
	17%
	12%

	
	
	57%
	
	
	

	NT
	21
	4%
	8%
	4%
	48%
	36%

	
	
	12%
	
	
	



f. Updated data: 2015-2016 (Table A12.1: This school... allows input and welcomes parents’ contributions.)
	2015-2016 CHKS – Parent Survey

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	DK/NA

	TOTAL
	10,273
	40%
	52%
	4%
	1%
	4%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 39%
	92%
	
	
	

	Elementary
	5,022
	42%
	51%
	3%
	1%
	3%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 41%      
	93%
	
	
	

	Middle
	1,959
	43%
	49%
	4%
	1%
	2%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 40%
	92%
	
	
	

	High School
	3,153
	34%
	54%
	5%
	1%
	5%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 40%
	97%
	
	
	

	NT
	139
	37%
	55%
	1%
	1%
	5%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 80%
	92%
	
	
	



g. Updated data: 2016-2017 (Table A12.1)
	2016-2017 CHKS – Parent Survey

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	DK/NA

	TOTAL
	10,457
	46%
	46%
	4%
	1%
	3%

	NO CHANGE
	92%
	
	
	

	Elementary
	5,086
	55%
	40%
	3%
	1%
	2%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 2%      
	95%
	
	
	

	Middle
	1,943
	49%
	45%
	3%
	1%
	2%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 40%
	94%
	
	
	

	High School
	3,325
	31%
	54%
	7%
	2%
	5%

	TOTAL DECREASE by 8%
	85%
	
	
	

	NT
	103
	52%
	43%
	1%
	1%
	3%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 3%
	95%
	
	
	



a. Goal Statement: By 2019/2020 California School Parent Survey (CSPS) increase of baseline+20% of surveyed parents who report feeling that school staff treat them with respect. 



Increase among all school parents with rates of 89% and higher.


a. Source: California School Parent Survey (CSPS), Question 4: School staff treats me with respect (From Table 3.4 Parent Survey – This school is promptly responsive to parent calls and messages)
b. Rationale:
	Goal: To increase baseline rate by 20%.

	Parents agree/strongly agree that this school staff treat them with respect

	Grade
	2014-2015
	2015-2016

	2016-2017
	% change

	Total
	86%
	88%
	94%
	INCREASED by 6%

	Elementary
	92%
	91%
	95%
	INCREASED by 4%

	Middle School
	87%
	89%
	97%
	INCREASED by 8%

	High School
	72%
	82%
	89%
	INCREASED by 7%

	NT
	100%
	91%
	95%
	INCREASED by 4%



c. Baseline: 2014-2015 (Table A12.1)

Strongly Agree	    Agree	Disagree    Strongly Disagree	DK/NA
Total			40%	     46%		7%		3%		4%	
 					       (86%) 
Elementary		49%	     43%		4%		2%		2%
      (92%)
Middle			39%	     48%		5%		2%		5%
     (87%)
High School		22%	     50%		15%		7%		6%
     (72%)
NT			56%	     44%		0%		0%		0%
     (100%)

d. Updated data: 2015-2016
	2015-2016 CHKS – Parent Survey

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	DK/NA

	TOTAL
	10,273
	39%
	49%
	6%
	2%
	4%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 2%
	88%
	
	
	

	Elementary
	5,022
	44%
	47%
	5%
	1%
	3%

	TOTAL DECREASE by 1%      
	91%
	
	
	

	Middle
	1,959
	40%
	49%
	6%
	2%
	3%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 2%
	89%
	
	
	

	High School
	3,153
	32%
	50%
	9%
	3%
	7%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 10%
	82%
	
	
	

	NT
	139
	42%
	49%
	4%
	1%
	5%

	TOTAL DECREASE by 9%
	91%
	
	
	



e. Updated data: 2016-2017

	2016-2017 CHKS – Parent Survey

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	DK/NA

	TOTAL
	10,457
	47%
	47%
	3%
	1%
	2%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 6%
	94%
	
	
	

	Elementary
	5,086
	53%
	42%
	3%
	1%
	1%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 4%      
	95%
	
	
	

	Middle
	1,943
	52%
	45%
	1%
	1%
	1%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 8%
	97%
	
	
	

	High School
	3,325
	34%
	55%
	5%
	2%
	4%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 7%
	89%
	
	
	

	NT
	103
	53%
	42%
	2%
	0%
	3%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 4%
	95%
	
	
	



a. Goal Statement: By 2019/2020 California School Parent Survey (CSPS) increase of baseline by +20% of surveyed parents who report that they feel staff take their concerns seriously.
Increase reported by parents in all grades
Baseline 2015-2016
         
b. Source: California School Parent Survey (CSPS), Question #48. School staff take parent concerns seriously. Table 12.1
c. Rationale:
d. Data
	Goal: To increase baseline rate by 20%.

	Parents agree/strongly agree that school staff take their concerns seriously.

	Grade
	2014-2015
	2015-2016

	2016-2017
	% change

	Total
	N/A
	88%
	90%
	INCREASED by 2%

	Elementary
	N/A
	90%
	91%
	INCREASED by 1%

	Middle School
	N/A
	89%
	95%
	INCREASED by 6%

	High School
	N/A
	83%
	84%
	INCREASED by 1%

	NT
	N/A
	92%
	95%
	INCREASED by 3%


Here is another example of where an increase by 20% is not feasible due to the baseline – consider changing Goal statement

e. Baseline data: 2015-2016 (Table A12.1)
	2015-2016 CHKS – Parent Survey

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	DK/NA

	TOTAL
	10,273
	41%
	47%
	6%
	2%
	4%

	
	88%
	88%
	
	

	Elementary
	5,022
	47%
	43%
	5%
	1%
	3%

	
	90%
	90%
	
	

	Middle
	1,959
	41%
	48%
	5%
	2%
	3%

	
	89%
	89%
	
	

	High School
	3,153
	32%
	51%
	7%
	2%
	8%

	
	83%
	83%
	
	

	NT
	139
	45%
	47%
	2%
	1%
	5%

	
	92%
	41%
	47%
	6%




f. Updated data: 2016-2017
	2016-2017 CHKS – Parent Survey

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	DK/NA

	TOTAL
	10,457
	43%
	47%
	5%
	1%
	4%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 2%
	90%
	
	
	

	Elementary
	5,086
	48%
	43%
	4%
	1%
	3%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 1%      
	91%
	
	
	

	Middle
	1,943
	49%
	46%
	2%
	1%
	2%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 6%
	95%
	
	
	

	High School
	3,325
	31%
	53%
	8%
	2%
	6%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 1%
	84%
	
	
	

	NT
	103
	51%
	44%
	0%
	0%
	5%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 3%
	95%
	
	
	




a. School is a safe and supportive place for my child
i. Goal Statement: By 2019/2020 California School Parent Survey (CSPS) increase of baseline by +20% of surveyed parents who report that they agree or strongly agree that school is a safe place for their child.


Indicator has met 2019/2020 GOAL.
2% decrease reported by high school parents.


ii. Source: California School Parent Survey (CSPS), Question #25. This school is a safe place for my child. Table 2.3.
iii. Rationale:
iv. Data

	Goal: To increase baseline rate by 20%.

	Parents agree/strongly agree that this school welcomes parent input and collaboration

	Grade
	2014-2015
	2015-2016

	2016-2017
	% change

	Total
	53%
	92%*
	91%
	TOTAL DECREASE by 1%

	Elementary
	51%
	93%*
	95%
	TOTAL INCREASE by 2%      

	Middle School
	53%
	91%*
	93%
	TOTAL INCREASE by 2%

	High School
	57%
	88%*
	86%
	TOTAL DECREASE by 2%

	NT
	21%
	86%*
	90%
	TOTAL INCREASE by 4%


 	*Rates have increased by 20% or more.

v. Baseline: 2014-2015

	2014-2015 CHKS – Parent Survey

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	DK/NA

	TOTAL
	3,843
	33%
	20%
	7$
	30%
	10%

	
	
	53%
	
	
	

	Elementary
	2,072
	39%
	12%
	3%
	35%
	10%

	
	
	51%
	
	
	

	Middle
	655
	29%
	24%
	6%
	31%
	10%

	
	
	53%
	
	
	

	High School
	1,095
	23%
	34%
	15%
	19%
	9%

	
	
	57%
	
	
	

	NT
	21
	13%
	8%
	0%
	50%
	29%

	
	
	21%
	
	
	



vi. Updated data: 2015-2016 (Table A7.3 – School is a Safe Place for Students)

	2015-2016 CHKS – Parent Survey

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	DK/NA

	TOTAL
	10,273
	42%
	50%
	4%
	1%
	2%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 39%
	92%
	
	
	

	Elementary
	5,022
	46%
	48%
	3%
	1%
	1%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 42%      
	93%
	
	
	

	Middle
	1,959
	41%
	50%
	5%
	2%
	2%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 38%
	91%
	
	
	

	High School
	3,153
	34%
	54%
	6%
	2%
	4%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 31%
	88%
	
	
	

	NT
	139
	38%
	48%
	7%
	3%
	5%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 55%
	86%
	
	
	



vii. Updated data: 2016-2017 (Table A7.4)
	2016-2017 CHKS – Parent Survey

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	DK/NA

	TOTAL
	10,457
	42%
	49%
	5%
	1%
	2%

	TOTAL DECREASE by 1%
	91%
	
	
	

	Elementary
	5,086
	48%
	47%
	3%
	1%
	2%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 2%      
	95%
	
	
	

	Middle
	1,943
	44%
	49%
	4%
	1%
	1%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 2%
	93%
	
	
	

	High School
	3,325
	31%
	55%
	8%
	2%
	4%

	TOTAL DECREASE by 2%
	86%
	
	
	

	NT
	103
	48%
	42%
	2%
	1%
	7%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 4%
	90%
	
	
	




viii. Goal Statement: By 2019/2020 California School Parent Survey (CSPS) increase of baseline by +20% of surveyed parents who report that they agree or strongly agree that this school has a supportive learning environment for their child.

Elementary and high school parents report a decrease in meeting the goal.



Indicator shows increase by parents Source: California School Parent Survey (CSPS), Question #42. This school has a supportive learning environment for my child. Table 2.10 and A7.1, respectively.
ix. Rationale
x. Data
	Goal: To increase baseline rate by 20%.

	Parents agree/strongly agree that this school has a supportive learning environment for their child.

	Grade
	2014-2015
	2015-2016

	2016-2017
	% change

	Total
	91%
	93%
	84%
	TOTAL DECREASE by 9%

	Elementary
	97%
	88%
	86%
	TOTAL DECREASE by 2%      

	Middle School
	88%
	94%
	96%
	TOTAL INCREASE by 2%

	High School
	88%
	90%
	88%
	TOTAL DECREASE by 2%

	NT
	----
	90%
	95%
	TOTAL INCREASE by 5%


Here is another example of where an increase by 20% is not feasible due to the baseline – consider changing Goal statement
b. Baseline: 2014-2015 (table 2.10)

	2014-2015 CHKS – Parent Survey

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	DK/NA

	TOTAL
	3,843
	40%
	51%
	5%
	1%
	4%

	
	
	91%
	
	
	

	Elementary
	2,072
	51%
	46%
	2%
	0%
	1%

	
	
	97%
	
	
	

	Middle
	655
	49%
	39%
	4%
	1%
	6%

	
	
	88%
	
	
	

	High School
	1,095
	25%
	63%
	8%
	1%
	4%

	
	
	88%
	
	
	

	NT
	21
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---

	
	
	---
	
	
	



c. Updated data: 2015-2016 (Table A7.1)

	2015-2016 CHKS – Parent Survey

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	DK/NA

	TOTAL
	10,273
	47%
	46%
	3%
	1%
	2%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 2%
	93%
	
	
	

	Elementary
	5,022
	53%
	43%
	2%
	1%
	1%

	TOTAL DECREASE by 9%      
	88%
	
	
	

	Middle
	1,959
	45%
	49%
	4%
	1%
	1%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 6%
	94%
	
	
	

	High School
	3,153
	39%
	51%
	5%
	1%
	4%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 2%
	90%
	
	
	

	NT
	139
	50%
	45%
	2%
	0%
	3%

	BASELINE
	90%
	
	
	



d. Updated data: 2016-2017 (Table A7.1)

	2016-2017 CHKS – Parent Survey

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	DK/NA

	TOTAL
	10,457
	47%
	47%
	3%
	1%
	2%

	TOTAL DECREASE by 9%
	84%
	
	
	

	Elementary
	5,086
	53%
	43%
	2%
	1%
	2%

	TOTAL DECREASE by 2%      
	86%
	
	
	

	Middle
	1,943
	50%
	46%
	2%
	1%
	1%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 2%
	96%
	
	
	

	High School
	3,325
	35%
	53%
	6%
	2%
	4%

	TOTAL DECREASE by 2%
	88%
	
	
	

	NT
	103
	50%
	45%
	1%
	0%
	0%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 5%
	95%
	
	
	




i. Goal Statement: By 2019/2020 California School Parent Survey (CSPS) increase of baseline by +20% of surveyed parents who report that they agree/strongly agree that this school has quality programs for their child’s talents, gifts or special needs.


Indicator shows increase by parents, met 2019/2010 GOAL with an increase among elementary and middle school parents
	Indicator shows a decrease in parents agreeing that the school has programs for their child’s talents, gifts or special needs; though overall has met the 2019/2020 goal.


ii. Source: California School Parent Survey (CSPS), Question #24. This school has quality programs for my child’s talents, gifts, or special needs. Table 2.5 and 7.4
iii. Rationale:
iv. Data
	Goal: To increase baseline rate by 20%.

	Parents agree/strongly agree that this school has quality programs for their child’s talens, gifts or special needs.

	Grade
	2014-2015
	2015-2016

	2016-2017
	% change

	Total
	55%
	86%*
	87%
	TOTAL INCREASE by 1%

	Elementary
	52%
	84%*
	85%
	TOTAL INCREASE by 1%      

	Middle School
	54%
	90%*
	93%
	TOTAL INCREASE by 3%

	High School
	63%
	87%*
	86%
	TOTAL DECREASE by 1%

	NT
	15%
	78%*
	75%
	TOTAL DECREASE by 3%


	* Rates have increased from baseline by 20% or more.

e. Baseline: 2014-2015

	2014-2015 CHKS – Parent Survey

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	DK/NA

	TOTAL
	3,843
	39%
	16%
	4%
	28%
	12%

	
	
	55%
	
	
	

	Elementary
	2,072
	44%
	8%
	2%
	35%
	11%

	
	
	52%
	
	
	

	Middle
	655
	33%
	21%
	4%
	30%
	12%

	
	
	54%
	
	
	

	High School
	1,095
	35%
	28%
	9%
	15%
	13%

	
	
	63%
	
	
	

	NT
	21
	15%
	0%
	0%
	54%
	31%

	
	
	15%
	
	
	



f. Updated data: 2015-2016 (Table 7.4)
	2015-2016 CHKS – Student Core Module

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	DK/NA

	TOTAL
	10,273
	38%
	48%
	5%
	1%
	7%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 31%
	86%
	
	
	

	Elementary
	5,022
	37%
	47%
	6%
	1%
	9%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 32%      
	84%
	
	
	

	Middle
	1,959
	41%
	49%
	4%
	1%
	4%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 36%
	90%
	
	
	

	High School
	3,153
	38%
	49%
	5%
	1%
	7%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 24%
	87%
	
	
	

	NT
	139
	31%
	47%
	9%
	1%
	13%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 63%
	78%
	
	
	




g. Updated data:2016-2017 (Table A7.5)
	2016-2017 CHKS – Parent Survey

	Grade
	Sample size
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	DK/NA

	TOTAL
	10,457
	38%
	49%
	6%
	1%
	6%

	TOTAL DECREASE by 9%
	87%
	
	
	

	Elementary
	5,086
	39%
	46%
	6%
	1%
	8%

	TOTAL DECREASE by 2%      
	85%
	
	
	

	Middle
	1,943
	44%
	49%
	4%
	1%
	2%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 2%
	93%
	
	
	

	High School
	3,325
	33%
	53%
	7%
	1%
	5%

	TOTAL DECREASE by 2%
	86%
	
	
	

	NT
	103
	44%
	31%
	5%
	1%
	19%

	TOTAL INCREASE by 5%
	75%
	
	
	



6. Capacity building to actively engage youth and parents in advocacy and for Restorative Justice changes in schools
Baseline: no prior work in this area
Update January 2016
a. Develop RJ training curriculum – materials (English and Spanish)
i. Restorative Justice Advocates Workshop established January 2017
ii. Workshop topics
1. Restorative Justice and Its Place in Education
2. Restorative Practices
3. LGBTQ101
4. Overview of Local Control Funding Formula (LCFF) and Local Control Accountability Plan (LCAP)
5. Policy and Advocacy
b. # of participants 
i. First cohort of participants
1. A total of 38 individuals participated with 4 completing all trainings
2. 10 people only attended one training
c. # graduated from the training
i. 19 people received the certificate of restorative justice advocacy
d. Tracking of graduates and their participation/engagement overtime with LCFF/LCAP/School Climate Committee (SCC)

7. Capacity building for all partner organizations by participating in the General Plan update process – integrate recommendations from RJ, Health and Equity work groups
Baseline: not previously tracked formally
Update January 2016
a. All SA BHC work groups provide recommendations for General Plan Update (Dec 2016)
b. Work with ChangeLab Solutions to refine language for policy recommendations (Dec 2016)
c. Conduct workshops with organizational partners and residents (about 50 participants in each training) to understand the General Plan process and how to participate, and hold accountable proposed changes (January 2017)
d. Review draft recommendations for General Plan Update (all work groups) (January – February 2017)
e. Community organizational partners (Nancy Mejia – LHA, Lynette Guzman – SAAS, Isaac Machaca – student) serve on General Plan Advisory Board

8. Policy Goals/Indicators:
C. RJ in Schools Resolution and LGBT Student Bill of Rights adopted by SAUSD
a. By June, 2017, the RJ in Schools Resolution will be adopted by SAUSD
b. By January, 2018 the LGBT Student Bill of Rights will be adopted by SAUSD
c. Source: LCAP and SAUSD Policies
d. Baseline 2014-2015- neither exist in SAUSD policies
e. Status update for 2015-2016: Working with the school to integrate the policies into the Board and Administrative regulations rather than establish Board Resolution (in progress)
f. Status update for 2016-2017

D. RJ in Schools recommendations are included in 2017-2018 SAUSD LCAP
a. By June, 2017, the RJ in Schools recommendations will be included in the SAUSD LCAP
b. Source: LCAP and SAUSD Policies
c. Baseline 2014-2015- neither exist in SAUSD policies
d. Status update for 2015-2016: working with the School District, they are considering the recommendations (in progress)
e. Status update for 2016-2017

E. RJ in Schools proposed changes to the California Healthy Kids Survey are 
accepted/adopted by SAUSD and West-Ed
a. By the 2017-2018 school year, SAUSD and WestEd will integrate the suggested 
language changes to CHKS.
b. By the 2017-2018 school year, SAUSD and WestEd will integrate the suggested 
module changes/additions to CHKS.
c. Source: Questions/language changes to CHKS
d. Baseline 2014-2015- language is not LGBT sensitive and does not 
include the sexual harassment/gender module
e. Status update for 2015-2016: no change to date, continue to advocate for changes (in progress)
f. Status update for 2016-2017

F. School Climate Committee has a designated role in reviewing and contributing 
recommendations to LCAP document
a. By the 2017-2018 school year, SAUSD’s School Climate Committee will have a 
designated role in reviewing and contributing recommendations to the LCAP document
b. Source: LCAP and SAUSD Policies
c. Baseline 2014-2015- current role does not formally exist
d. Status update for 2015-2016: there is a parent presence and engagement; the role is not yet formalized (in progress)
e. Status update for 2016-2017
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