Scenario A: Single grade

Scenario A Samples

ELD Intermediate

ELD Early Intermediate

Benchmark

Strategic

IEP Intensive

Total Students 71 . ELD . .
class | Gifted/Adv Benchmark ELD I/EI Strategic Intensive
Gifted 2 / Mon/A/EA / g
Advanced 3 X(36) | 5 14% 14 39% 10 28% 19%
ELD Monitor 4 Y (35) 14 40% 9 26% 17% 6 17%
ELD Advanced 6
ELD Early Advanced 4 class G;I;ed- M EI/-Z/EA Benchmark ELD I/EI Strategic Intensive
ELD Intermediate 5 v Ll
0 0, 0,
ELD Early Intermediate 4 X(24) | 5] 21% = 8% 3 21%
e m——— 24 Y (24) 9 | 375% | 9| 37.5% | 3 | 12.5% 12.5%
Strategic 13 Z(23) 10 43.5% 10 43.5% 3 13%
IEP Intensive 6
Scenario B Samples
class Gifted Adv ELD Benchmark Strategic Intensive
Scenatio B: Blend, 2 grades . 20% .
Total Students 93 SRR | &) 2 20 HE Mon - i
Gifted 5|2 Y (31) 1)3|13% |12 9|'5E°f’ 11 | 355% | 5| 8| 42%
Advanced 1 3 /
ELD Monitor 3 3 Z(31) 25 80% 3| 3| 20%
ELD Advanced 0|0
ELD Early Advanced 0 1 class Gifted Adv ELD Benchmark Strategic Intensive
ERpllneinediat i 111 W (24) | 5| 2| 29% 33| 25% | 11 | 46%
ELD Early Intermediate | O | O
Strategic 5 |8 Y (23) 12| 13% | 14 | 61% | 6 | 26%
IEP Intensive 3 3
2(23) 17 | 74% 3|3/ 26%
Scenario C Samples
Scenario C: Progressive Blend, class Gifted-Adv ELD Mon/EA/I Benchmark ELD Strategic Intensive
3 grades
Total Students 95 X (32)
Gifted 0|2|0
Advanced 1|10(2 Y (32)
ELD Monitor 1/7|6
ELD Advanced 0|0|O0 Z(31)
ELD Early Advanced 4|12|5
ELD Intermediate 71513 class Gifted-Adv ELD Benchmark ELD Strategic Intensive
ELD Early Intermediate | 5| 3 | 1
ELD Beginning 1(0]|3 W (24)
Benchmark 7165
Strategic 6 2|7 X (24)
IEP Intensive 0|04
Y (24)
Scenario D, single grade Al
Total Students
Gifted Scenario D Samples
Advanced class Gifted Adv ELD Benchmark Strategic Intensive
ELD Monitor 1
ELD Advanced
ELD Early Advanced 2




