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GOAL A:  

Families, especially those most in need, live in a safe and nurturing 
environment for themselves and their children. 

 
A1. FEEL SAFE IN YOUR NEIGHBORHOOD 
 
HOW DO WE MEASURE IT?    

We are measuring the percent of families who feel safe in their neighborhood. This measure is 
calculated by reporting the percent of parents who report they feel safe or very safe while walking alone 
in neighborhood during the day and at night in the Controller’s City Survey. It is a biennial study of 
residents' perceptions of the quality of select City services and other community issues.  
 
A survey of a random, representative sample of San Francisco residents, the City Survey covers services 
that are experienced by most residents, including streets and sidewalks, parks, libraries, public 
transportation, and public safety. It also covers community issues such as those related to children and 
the disabled. The City Survey provides high-level indication of residents' satisfaction with City 
government's overall performance as well as satisfaction with specific services. It excludes some major 
City services, such as social and health services.  
 
Items to consider: 

¶ Performing an analysis of the Healthy Kids Survey or another alternative source  

¶ Feelings of safety in neighborhoods and parks (the 2015 City Survey notes that people feel most 
unsafe when traveling, especially on Muni)  

 

HOW DO WE CURRENTLY FAIR FROM AN EQUITY LENS 

During 2015, about one-quarter of parents with children in San Francisco reported feeling safe walking 
alone in their neighborhood both during the day and at night. Only 17 percent of Latino and 20 percent 
of African American parents reported feeling safe, compared to 33 percent of White parents. 

The 2015 City Survey report notes that while San Francisco residents overall feel safe when walking 
alone in their neighborhood, significant disparities exist. People of color and younger residents are less 
likely to feel safe in their neighborhood. There are also key discrepancies in feelings of safety among 
neighborhood. Residents of District 6 (SOMA/Treasure Island) and District 10 (Bayview/Hunters Point) 
were the most likely to say they feel unsafe in their neighborhood both day and night.  
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Parents who report feeling safe walking alone in their neighborhood 

Percent by race, 2015 

 
 
 

Row Labels # % 

Arab, Middle Eastern, North African 13 2% 

Very unsafe, unsafe, or neither safe or unsafe, or do not know 10 74% 
Safe or very safe  3 26% 

Asian 148 29% 

Very unsafe, unsafe, or neither safe or unsafe, or do not know 115 78% 
Safe or very safe  33 22% 

Black/African American 44 9% 

Very unsafe, unsafe, or neither safe or unsafe, or do not know 35 80% 
Safe or very safe  9 20% 

Latino 74 15% 

Very unsafe, unsafe, or neither safe or unsafe, or do not know 61 83% 
Safe or very safe  13 17% 

Mixed unspecified 3 1% 

Very unsafe, unsafe, or neither safe or unsafe, or do not know 1 35% 
Safe or very safe  2 65% 

Native American 1 0% 

Very unsafe, unsafe, or neither safe or unsafe, or do not know 1 100% 
Other 2 0% 

Very unsafe, unsafe, or neither safe or unsafe, or do not know 2 100% 
Pacific Islander 6 1% 

Very unsafe, unsafe, or neither safe or unsafe, or do not know 4 72% 
Safe or very safe  2 28% 

Refused 15 3% 

Very unsafe, unsafe, or neither safe or unsafe, or do not know 10 60% 
Safe or very safe  5 40% 

White 233 39% 

Very unsafe, unsafe, or neither safe or unsafe, or do not know 159 67% 
Safe or very safe  74 33% 

Grand Total 539 100% 
 

Note: Percent of parents (with children under 18) that report feeling safe or very safe walking alone in their neighborhood both 
during the day and at night. 

Source: OCOF Analysis of the 2015 City Survey, 2015 City Survey Report 
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A2. JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTEM INVOLVEMENT (JUVENILE PROBATION REFERRALS 
2009-2014) 
 
HOW DO WE MEASURE IT?    

We are measuring the number of youth involved with the juvenile justice system and/or the number of 
children and youth with incarcerated parents. At the time of this analysis, historical data on the number 
of children and youth with incarcerated parents was not available and therefore not included in this 
analysis. The number of youth that have incarcerated parents is an estimate based on a point in time 
survey of San Francisco County jail inmates who said they were a primary caregiver to a child under the 
age of 18. The number of youth involved in the juvenile justice system is defined as all juvenile 
probation referrals (all cases referred to the probation department for purposes of screening). These 

referrals may or may not result in a booking or petition for adjudication of wardship.Ο 

Items to consider:  

¶ Capturing referrals to CARC (Community Assessment and Referral Center).  
¶ What is the decrease in number of referrals caused by? How do we measure gentrification/out 

migration information?  
¶ What are the impacts of custody and out of custody nuances?  
¶ Out of home placements are more common than probation referrals. Practitioners often see 

young girls placed in foster care, group homes, etc and this cohort should be considered for 
tracking and analysis.   

¶ Project What! may hold relevant data sets or be able to conduct a survey to collect information 
on incarcerated parents.  

 

HOW DO WE CURRENTLY FAIR FROM AN EQUITY LENS 

Children and youth of color – particularly African Americans and Latinos – are disproportionally involved 

in the juvenile justice system. Although involvement in the juvenile justice system has decreased for 

African Americans and Latinos over time, they still make up the largest percentage of Juvenile Probation 

Department Referrals.  

Juvenile Probation Referrals + Children of Incarcerated Parents 

Total impacted by race, 2014 

 

Source: San Francisco Juvenile Probation Department, 2009- 2014 Statistical Reports; Kramer, K. and the Children of 
Incarcerated Parents Jail Survey Teams. Descriptive Overview of Parents, Children and Incarceration in Alameda and San 
Francisco County Jails. Alameda County Children of Incarcerated Parents Partnerhsip & San Francisco Children of Incarcerated 
Parents Partnership. Zellerbach Family Foundation, (June 2015). 
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In October of 2014, the San Francisco County Children of Incarcerated Parents Partnership (SFCIPP) 
worked in partnership with the San Francisco County Sheriff’s Department (SFSD) to distribute a brief 
survey to all individuals incarcerated within the San Francisco County Jail System. The main focus of the 
survey was to identify who within the San Francisco County Jail System is a parent to minor age children, 
what are some of the effects to the children of having an incarcerated parent, and what types of 
resources the children might need to maintain contact and/or relationships with their parents both 
during their parents’ incarceration and after release.  

 

 

Juvenile Probation Referrals + Children of Incarcerated Parents  

Disaggregated by impacted population and race 2014 

 

2014 Juvenile Justice Referrals Children of Incarcerated 
Parents 

Total impacted 

Native American 2 2 

Other 12  12 

White 65 111 176 

Asian/Pacific Islander 102 89 191 

Mixed Race 244 244 

Latino 253 133 386 

African American 463 522 985 

 895 1101 1996 

Source: San Francisco Juvenile Probation Department, 2009- 2014 Statistical Reports; Kramer, K. and the Children of 
Incarcerated Parents Jail Survey Teams. Descriptive Overview of Parents, Children and Incarceration in Alameda and San 
Francisco County Jails. Alameda County Children of Incarcerated Parents Partnerhsip & San Francisco Children of Incarcerated 
Parents Partnership. Zellerbach Family Foundation, (June 2015). 
 
 

In 2014, there were more children with incarcerated parents than juveniles referred to probation. In 

addition to the negative effects juvenile crime has on the community, youth offenders are also more 

likely to be victimized by violent crime and engage in criminal activity as adults. Studies also find that 

youth involved in the criminal justice system are at increased risk for substance use, disconnection from 

school and employment, and early pregnancy.1 

                                                 

 
1 The San Francisco Indicator Project. Indicator C.1.i. Perceived safety. Retrieved from website. Fullilove, MT., Heon, V., 
Jimenez, W., Parsons, C., Green, LL., & Fullilove, R.E. (1998). Injury and anomie: effects of violence on an inner-city community. 

Am J Public Health 88(6):924-7.Ο 
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Children with one or more incarcerated caregivers often face financial insecurity, instability in their 
family structure, residential mobility, and social stigma. Research has found that children often 
experience trauma, family disruption, and loss of their primary caregiver as a result of parental 

incarceration. 2  

Juvenile Probation Referrals  

Age 5/13/10-1/1/15 

 

Juveniles age 16 to 18 are engaged in the justice system at a higher rate compared to youth 15 years old 

and younger. The number of youth involved in juvenile probation referrals has decreased over time, 

however the question remains, what is causing the decline?   

                                                                                                                                                             

 
2 Putnam, R. (2000). Bowling Alone: The Collapse and Revival of American Community. Simon & Schuster.Ο 
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Juvenile Probation Referrals  

Age 5/13/10-1/1/15 

 

Age on 
5/13/10 

Age on 
2/17/11 

Age on 
2/29/12 Age on 1/1/13 Age on 1/1/14 Age on 1/1/15 

Under 10  0 0 0 0 0 0 

10 0 0 1 1 0 2 

11 12 0 3 6 2 5 

12 19 25 18 18 13 12 

13 51 70 64 37 27 32 

14 138 147 106 127 70 58 

15 270 256 198 169 169 119 

16 419 372 288 261 206 199 

17 512 448 374 303 283 224 

18 614 359 328 241 222 205 

Over 18  111 43 39 39 38 39 

Total  2,146 1,720 1,419 1,202 1,030 895 

Source: San Francisco Juvenile Probation Department, 2009- 2014 Statistical Reports. 
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Juvenile Probation Referrals  

Male versus female 

 
 

While the number of juveniles referred for probation has decreased, males have remained far more 
likely than females to be referred. Charts on the following pages show referrals over time by race.  

 

YEAR  FEMALE MALE   Total 

2009 # 694 1452 2,146 

 % 32.34% 67.66% 100.00% 

2010 Count 556 1164 1,720 

 % 32.33% 67.67% 100.00% 

2011 Count 415 1,004 1,419 

 % 29.25% 70.75% 100.00% 

2012 Count 376 826 1,202 

 % 31.28% 68.72% 100.00% 

2013 Count 298 732 1,030 

 % 28.93% 71.07% 100.00% 

2014 Count 225 670 895 

 % 25.14% 74.86% 100.00% 
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SF Juvenile Probation Department Referral 

Numbers of race/ethnicity 2009-2014 

 
 
Source: San Francisco Juvenile Probation Department, 2009- 2014 Statistical Reports. 

 

SF Juvenile Probation Department Referrals 
Percent of race/ethnicity, 2009-2014 

 
 

While the number of juvenile probation department referrals has decreased over time, the ratio of total 
referrals remains disproportionally high for African American and Latino young compared to Asian and 
White youth.  

 
SF Juvenile Probation Department Referrals 

Number and Percent 2009-2014 
 

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 

 # % # % # % # % # % # % 

African 
American 982 45.76% 759 44.13% 686 48.34% 591 49.17% 528 51.26% 463 51.73% 

Native 
American 3 0.14% 2 0.12% 2 0.14% 1 0.08% 2 0.19% 0 0.00% 

Latino 528 24.60% 511 29.71% 391 27.55% 306 25.46% 290 28.16% 253 28.27% 

Asian/PI 265 12.35% 257 14.90% 196 13.81% 138 11.48% 121 11.75% 102 11.40% 

White 256 11.93% 134 7.79% 106 7.47% 119 9.90% 70 6.80% 65 7.26% 

Other 112 5.22% 57 3.32% 38 2.68% 47 3.91% 19 1.84% 12 1.34% 

n 2,146 100.00% 1,720 99.97% 1,419 99.99% 1,202 100.00% 1,030 100.00% 895 100.00% 

Source: San Francisco Juvenile Probation Department, 2009- 2014 Statistical Reports. 
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A3. CHILD MALTREATMENT RATES 

 
HOW DO WE MEASURE IT?    
We are measuring the rates of children experiencing maltreatment. The current measure is calculated 
by reporting the percent of substantiated (confirmed) rates of child maltreatment. Types of child 
maltreatment can include physical abuse, neglect, emotional abuse, and sexual abuse. Data is made 
available by the UC Berkeley and the California Dept. of Social Services California Child Welfare 
Indicators Project. The current system of measuring the rate of maltreatment is limited as it relies 
exclusively on reports and subsequent confirmation of maltreatment, and does not capture unreported 
cases. There are limited means available for capturing data on children who witness maltreatment or 
other abusive events. 
 
The statewide Allegation Rate for a given year is computed by dividing the unduplicated state count of 
children with a child maltreatment allegation by the state child population and then multiplying by 1,000 
(for an allegation rate per 1,000 children in the population). Similarly, each county's allegation rate for a 
given year is calculated by dividing the unduplicated county count of children with a child maltreatment 
allegation by the county child population and then multiplying by 1,000. 
 
The Substantiation Rate (both state and county) for a given year is computed by dividing the 
unduplicated count of children with a substantiated allegation by the child population and multiplying 
by 1,000. The ‘% of allegations’ is calculated by dividing the Substantiation Rate by the Allegation Rate. 
 
Items to consider: 
¶ Decision making processes that result in a child being removed from home 
¶ Data on children living in subsidized housing  

 
HOW DO WE CURRENTLY FAIR FROM AN EQUITY LENS 

Substantiated maltreatment incidences per 1,000 children in San Francisco have decreased since 2000. 
African American and Native American children typically have the highest rates of child maltreatment of 
all race/ethnic groups, followed by Latino children. Female children also have higher rates of 
maltreatment year over year. Children under age 1 also experienced higher rates of maltreatment year 
over year.  
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Child Maltreatment Substantiations (Incidence per 1,000 Children) 

CA versus SF 
 

 

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 

CA 
12.3 12.3 12.2 11.7 11.6 11.5 11.3 11.2 10.2 9.9 9.6 9.5 9.3 9.2 9.1 8.5 

SF 11.2 12.7 11.7 12.3 10.7 10.3 10 9.8 10 10.5 7.7 6 6.3 5.7 6.8 6.2 

 
 

 
 

Child Maltreatment (Incidence per 1,000 Children) 
Substantiations versus Allegations 

 

 

 

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 

SF 
Substantiations  

11.2 12.7 11.7 12.3 10.7 10.3 10 9.8 10 10.5 7.7 6 6.3 5.7 6.8 6.2 

SF Allegations 
44 42.2 45.5 50.2 50.5 49.5 51.8 45.9 46.9 53.5 54.9 54.2 55 47.5 43.4 45.5 
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Child Maltreatment Substantiations (Incidence per 1,000 Children) 
by race/ethnicity 

 
 

Child Maltreatment Substantiations (Incidence per 1,000 Children) 
by age 

 
 
Source: California Child Welfare Indicators Project. 
 

Child Maltreatment Substantiations (Incidence per 1,000 Children) 
by gender 
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2000 25.8 8.9 11.5 11.7 10.3 6 44.6 6.2 13.5 4 34.9 12.2 10.2 11.2 1,258 

2001 29.2 10 11.6 14.5 10.9 7.1 52.3 5.7 16.6 4.8 61.5 13.8 11.6 12.7 1,481 

2002 26.6 9.3 12.1 13.1 10.4 5.6 54.4 5.2 14.6 4.1 50.5 12 11.5 11.7 1,384 

2003 27.5 11.7 9.5 13.4 11.9 6.7 58.5 4.9 14.5 5.1 63.2 12.4 12.1 12.3 1,448 

2004 21.9 10.1 8.7 11.6 10.8 6 53.9 3.8 13.3 4 36.5 10.6 10.7 10.7 1,245 

2005 23.3 9.8 9 9.6 10.8 6.7 50.2 3.6 13.6 4.1 59 10.4 10.2 10.3 1,175 

2006 26.7 7.6 8.2 8.4 11 7.8 45.5 3.7 14.2 4.4 77.9 11 9.1 10 1,116 

2007 21.1 6.9 8.5 10.2 10.2 6.4 45.2 3.6 14.4 4.2 21.7 10.4 9.1 9.8 1,069 

2008 20 8.2 8.7 9.4 11.4 6.8 43.7 4.7 16 3.6 7.3 10 10 10 1,080 

2009 21.1 8.1 8.6 9.9 11.7 8.7 47.7 5.2 16.4 4.2 61.3 11 10 10.5 1,103 

2010 15.7 5.8 6.4 7 8.2 7.1 38.5 3.6 12.6 2.9 18.3 8.3 7.1 7.7 830 

2011 10.4 5 5.8 5.5 6.4 4.4 32.2 2.8 9.5 2.3 23.5 6.4 5.6 6 662 

2012 13.9 4.7 5.2 6.2 6.3 5.5 31.7 3.1 9.4 3.2 28.4 6.4 6.2 6.3 717 

2013 12.3 4.7 4.4 6 5.7 3.7 32 2.7 9.8 1.6 5.6 5.6 5.8 5.7 661 

2014 15.6 6 5.7 6.5 6.6 5.2 39.4 3.1 11.6 2.1 50.6 7.1 6.6 6.8 812 

2015 13.6 4.8 5.2 6.4 5.4 5.8 36 2.6 10.4 2.2 11 5.9 6.4 6.2 753 

 
Source: California Child Welfare Indicators Project. 
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A4. FEEL ENGAGED AND CONNECTED TO COMMUNITIES AND NEIGHBORHOODS 
 

HOW DO WE MEASURE IT?    

We would like to measure the percent of families who report they feel engaged and connected in 
their communities or neighborhoods. No known data source with a representative sample of families 
with children in San Francisco currently captures this measure, so an investment in a new data source 
would be needed. One possible new data source would be a survey of families which could include 
questions about how much support or connection they feel among their peers or neighbors. 
 
HOW DO WE CURRENTLY FAIR FROM AN EQUITY LENS 

No data on this measure is currently available, however the SEL Survey (SFUSD) and Well-Being Survey 
(DPH) are potential data sources.  
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GOAL B:  

Families and transitional age youth, especially those most in need, 
attain economic security and housing stability for themselves and 
their children. 

 
B1. SELF-SUFFICIENCY 
 
HOW DO WE MEASURE IT?    

We are measuring the percent of families with children and young adults who meet the Self-Sufficiency 
Standard (which is an alternative to the federal poverty level adjusted for local cost of living). The Self-
Sufficiency Standard measures income needed for a single adult or family of a certain composition living 
in San Francisco to adequately meet minimal basic needs. It is based on the costs families face on a daily 
basis– including housing, food, child care, out-of-pocket medical expenses, transportation, and other 
necessary spending, and calculated by the Insight Center for Community Economic Development. Using 
American Community Survey Public Use Microdata Sample (PUMS) data, estimates of the number of 
different compositions of families are created and the specific Self-Sufficiency Standard is applied. The 
Self-Sufficiency Standard for a single adult is applied to 18-24 year olds. 
 
Items to consider:  
¶ For the Self-Sufficiency Standard would be beneficial to look at different HH type sto understand 

equity issues such as families vs. TAY HHs vs. Single Parent HHs 
¶ Understand how being system-involved, having a system involved parent impacts outcomes: 

housing, economic stability, academic 
o Criminal justice policies such as fines, fees, incarceration 

¶ To set targets, would be good to understand what improves outcome to understand what’s 
possible 

o Drill down to the micro level, do experiments across agencies to see wat micro-changes 
can drive macro-ones 

¶ Look into 1996 youth survey done by SFUSD that was comprehensive and on the micro level  
¶ Consider other data sources  

 
 
HOW DO WE CURRENTLY FAIR FROM AN EQUITY LENS 

African American and Latino families with children and young adults in San Francisco are typically less 
likely to earn enough to sustain their basic needs (meet the  Self-Sufficiency Standard) followed by 
Latino families and young adults.  
 

Percent of families with children and young adults who meet the Self Sufficiency Standard 

Race 2011 2014 
% 

Change 

61%

30%

51% 57%
71%

78%

59%

27%

45%
55% 62%

77%

0%

50%

100%

Overall African American Latino Asian/PI Other White

2011 5-year sample 2014 5-year sample
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Total TAY 

TAY Below 
Self-

Sufficiency 
% 

below % above Total TAY 

TAY Below 
Self-

Sufficiency 
% 

below % above Change 

Overall 131,061 50,463 39% 61% 125,507 51,119 41% 59% -2% 

African 
American 

8,547 6,010 70% 30% 7,731 5,630 73% 27% -3% 

Latino 25,603 12,654 49% 51% 24,701 13,519 55% 45% -6% 

API 46,250 20,024 43% 57% 44,098 19,669 45% 55% -2% 

White 43,468 9,594 22% 78% 41,361 9,361 23% 77% -1% 

Other 6,946 2,013 29% 71% 7,317 2,802 38% 62% -9% 

Native 
American 

247 168 68% 32% 299 138 46% 54% 22% 

Source: Human Services Agency of San Francisco analysis of 2011 5-Year and 2014 5-Year American Community Survey Sample 
Data. 

 

B2. STABLY HOUSED (NOT HOMELESS OR IN OVERCROWDED CONDITIONS) 
 

HOW DO WE MEASURE IT?    

We are measuring the percent of stably housed families and young adults. This measure is currently 
calculated by subtracting the number of homeless and the number of overcrowded families/youth ages 
18-24 from total number of families/youth ages 18-24. Households are considered overcrowded if they 
have more than one person per room. A room includes whole rooms used for living purposes (includes 
bedrooms, kitchens, etc., and excludes bathrooms, porches, balconies, foyers, halls, unfinished 
basements). The homeless data is from the San Francisco Homeless Point-In-Time Count that uses the 
federal definition of homeless, and the overcrowded data is the Human Services Agency’s analysis of 
American Community Survey PUMS data. OCOF would like to invest in a data source that would provide 
self-reported qualitative data about the condition of housing and perceptions of stability.  
 

HOW DO WE CURRENTLY FAIR FROM AN EQUITY LENS 
Overall, youth ages 18 to 24  are stably housed (not living in overcrowded housing conditions or 
homeless) at a slightly higher rate than families with children. The sample size of homeless families and 
youth surveyed is not large enough to reliably disaggregate by race/ethnicity.  
 
Percent of stably housed families and young adults 
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Year 2011 2014 % Change 

Families with Children  81% 82% +1% 

Youth Ages 18-24 83% 83% 0% 

 
Source: Human Services Agency of San Francisco analysis of 2011 3-Year American Community Survey and 2014 5-Year 

American Community Survey sample data and 2015 San Francisco homeless point-in-time count and survey. 

Race/Ethnicity of TAY (Ages 18-24) in SF, 2011 

Race/Ethnicity Total 
Living in Overcrowded 

Households 

# % # % 

White 25,779 35.2% 746 6.7% 

African-American 4,242 5.8% 601 5.4% 

Native American 226 0.3% 114 1.0% 

API 23,757 32.4% 5,691 51.0% 

Latino 15,359 21.0% 3,967 35.5% 

Other 3,912 5.3% 44 0.4% 

Total 73,275 100.0% 11,163 100.0% 
 

Race/Ethnicity of SF Families with Children, 2011 

Race/Ethnicity Total 
Living in Overcrowded 

Households 

# % # % 

White 20,912 33.0% 1,173 9.9% 

African American 4,474 7.1% 640 5.4% 

Native American 322 0.5% 132 1.1% 

API 22,231 35.0% 5,984 50.3% 

Latino 12,174 19.2% 3,718 31.2% 

Other 3,322 5.2% 251 2.1% 

2011

2011

2014

2014

80%

81%

82%

83%

84%

Families with Children Youth Ages 18-24
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Total 63,435 100.0% 11,898 100.0% 
 

Race/Ethnicity of TAY (Ages 18-24) in SF, 2014 

Race/Ethnicity Total 
Living in Overcrowded 

Households 

# % # % 

White 22,594 32.5% 727 7.0% 

African-American 4,611 6.6% 638 6.1% 

Native American 93 0.1% 114 1.1% 

Asian 22,937 33.0% 5,490 52.7% 

Pacific Islander 342 0.5% 69 0.7% 

Latino 14,695 21.2% 3,268 31.4% 

Other 4,154 6.0% 218 2.1% 

Total 69,426 100.0% 10,410 100.0% 
 

Race/Ethnicity of SF Families with Children, 2014 

Race/Ethnicity Total 
Living in Overcrowded 

Households 

# % # % 

White 21,870 34.3% 1,066 9.4% 

African American 3,970 6.2% 420 3.7% 

Native American 139 0.2% 0 0.0% 

Asian 21,394 33.6% 6,084 53.7% 

Pacific Islander 353 0.6% 13 0.1% 

Latino 12,279 19.3% 3,310 29.2% 

Other 3,716 5.8% 435 3.8% 

Total 63,721 100.0% 11,328 100.0% 
 

GOAL C:  
Children, youth and transitional age youth, especially those most in 
need, are physically, emotionally, and mentally healthy. 

 
C1. HEALTHY BIRTHS (BIRTH AFTER 37 WEEKS OF PREGNANCY) 
 

HOW DO WE MEASURE IT?    

We are measuring the percent of births that are full term. This measure is calculated by looking at the 
percentage of births that are full term in San Francisco, defined as more than 37 weeks of gestational 
age. This data is compiled through the California Dept. of Public Health California Birth Statistical 
Master Files by the San Francisco Dept. of Public Health. 
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HOW DO WE CURRENTLY FAIR FROM AN EQUITY LENS 

White and Asian women in San Francisco typically deliver full-term babies, occurring after 37 weeks of 
pregnancy while African American women are far less likely to have full-term births.  San Francisco 
women also have full-term births at a higher rate than California as a state.  

 

Percentage of live births that occurred after 37 completed weeks of gestation by race/ethnicity 

 
 
Ethnicity  2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

Asian  91% 90% 92% 92% 92% 92% 

African American  86% 84% 88% 87% 85% 84% 

Latino 90% 92% 90% 91% 91% 90% 

White 93% 92% 92% 92% 94% 93% 

 
Source: California Department of Public Health/San Francisco Department of Public Health, Life Course Indicators Databook, 
Maternal, Child, & Adolescent Health. 

Percentage of live births that occurred after 37 completed weeks of gestation by jurisdiction  
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Jurisdiction 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

CA 89% 89% 90% 90% 90% 90% 

SF 91% 91% 91% 91% 92% 91% 

 
Source: California Department of Public Health/San Francisco Department of Public Health, Life Course Indicators Databook, 
Maternal, Child, & Adolescent Health. 
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C2. HEALTHY BODIES 
 

HOW DO WE MEASURE IT?    

We are measuring the percent of children and youth with a healthy body composition. For preschoolers 
participating in Preschool for All, this is defined as not identified as at risk of obesity (rapid BMI gain, 
overweight or obese). Data is collected through the San Francisco Department of Public Health’s Child 
Care Health Project. For SFUSD students, data is collected in grades 5, 7, and 9, and is defined as when a 
student has a body fat percentage OR a body mass index that falls within a “Healthy Fitness Zone” as 
defined through The Cooper Institute’s FITNESSGRAM protocol, used by California Department of 
Education. 
 
HOW DO WE CURRENTLY FAIR FROM AN EQUITY LENS 

Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander, Latino, African American students are less likely to have healthy body 
compositions compared to White and Asian students. The significant variation in Native American 
student body composition year to year may be attributable to a small sample size.  Economically 
disadvantaged students are also less likely to have a healthy body composition.   
 
Percent of 5th graders who have a healthy body composition 2006-2016 
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2006-07 61% 79% 67% 59% 76% 36% 76%  81%  81% 62% 71% 3,957 

2007-08 65% 81% 64% 61% 78% 42% 75%  79%  81% 63% 72% 3,875 

2008-09 59% 82% 74% 60% 50% 41% 75%  77%  80% 64% 72% 3,805 

2009-10 61% 78% 66% 53% 50% 47% 80%  0%  78% 60% 69% 3,730 

2010-11 43% 64% 50% 40% 38% 29% 60% 0% 0% 51% 58% 50% 54% 3,896 

2011-12 48% 67% 52% 39% 36% 32% 66% 61% 0% 51% 60% 51% 56% 3,843 

2012-13 42% 67% 48% 39% 58% 14% 69% 65% 0% 51% 59% 53% 56% 3,839 

2013-14 50% 73% 57% 46% 75% 38% 76% 73% 0% 58% 68% 60% 64% 3,731 
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2014-15 51% 75% 57% 47% 61% 33% 73% 71% 0% 60% 68% 62% 65% 3,730 

2015-16 41% 76% 62% 45% 33% 14% 75% 62% 0% 57% 66% 59% 63% 4,014 

 
Note: Data for 5th, 7th, and 9th graders reflects SFUSD students with a body fat percentage OR a body mass index that falls within 
a “Healthy Fitness Zone” as defined through The Cooper Institute’s FITNESSGRAM protocol, used by California Dept. of 
Education. 
Sources: San Francisco Child Care Health Project and California Dept. of Education/Physical Fitness Test. 

 
Percent of 7th graders who have a healthy body composition 2006-2016 
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2006-07 57% 82% 65% 55% 43% 37% 75% 0% 76% 0% 76% 65% 71% 3,832 

2007-08 64% 83% 74% 61% 76% 43% 83% 0% 82% 0% 81% 69% 75% 3,779 

2008-09 56% 80% 69% 55% 47% 36% 77% 0% 77% 0% 77% 64% 70% 3,658 

2009-10 60% 79% 66% 53% 75% 38% 72% 0% 0% 0% 74% 64% 69% 3,606 

2010-11 47% 74% 57% 45% 38% 32% 67% 0% 0% 59% 64% 59% 61% 3,498 

2011-12 49% 73% 60% 42% 32% 38% 70% 73% 0% 58% 63% 60% 61% 3,463 

2012-13 46% 71% 61% 44% 30% 32% 71% 67% 0% 57% 63% 58% 60% 3,519 

2013-14 59% 76% 70% 49% 36% 44% 76% 73% 0% 64% 70% 63% 66% 3,528 

2014-15 46% 79% 63% 50% 64% 31% 77% 72% 0% 63% 69% 64% 67% 3,293 

2015-16 56% 81% 68% 54% 0% 32% 80% 73% 0% 65% 73% 67% 70% 3,372 

 
Note: Data for 5th, 7th, and 9th graders reflects SFUSD students with a body fat percentage OR a body mass index that falls within 
a “Healthy Fitness Zone” as defined through The Cooper Institute’s FITNESSGRAM protocol, used by California Dept. of 
Education. 
Sources: San Francisco Child Care Health Project and California Dept. of Education/Physical Fitness Test. 
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2006-07 61% 83% 74% 57% 70% 25% 79% 0% 77% 0% 75% 72% 73% 4,554 

2007-08 63% 84% 75% 63% 75% 26% 80% 0% 83% 0% 77% 74% 75% 4,383 

2008-09 55% 81% 66% 58% 44% 44% 75% 0% 78% 0% 74% 69% 71% 4,429 

2009-10 60% 84% 71% 58% 68% 43% 78% 0% 0% 0% 75% 73% 74% 4,075 

2010-11 45% 72% 60% 42% 55% 15% 67% 0% 0% 60% 63% 60% 61% 3,957 

2011-12 45% 73% 59% 46% 25% 31% 62% 73% 0% 60% 64% 61% 62% 3,791 

2012-13 46% 75% 62% 45% 47% 31% 67% 66% 0% 62% 65% 60% 63% 3,505 

2013-14 54% 78% 65% 49% 48% 40% 73% 75% 0% 65% 68% 66% 67% 3,526 

2014-15 50% 77% 62% 51% 0% 36% 75% 68% 0% 64% 69% 65% 67% 3,645 

2015-16 46% 75% 65% 49% 23% 31% 73% 68% 0% 60% 69% 61% 65% 3,274 

 
Note: Data for 5th, 7th, and 9th graders reflects SFUSD students with a body fat percentage OR a body mass index that falls within 
a “Healthy Fitness Zone” as defined through The Cooper Institute’s FITNESSGRAM protocol, used by California Dept. of 
Education. 
Sources: San Francisco Child Care Health Project and California Dept. of Education/Physical Fitness Test. 
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C3. ORAL HEALTH (WITHOUT DENTAL CAVITIES) 
 

HOW DO WE MEASURE IT?    

We are measuring the percent of Kindergarteners without dental cavities. This measure is defined as 
the percent of children who have not experienced cavities (or tooth decay) in their primary or 
permanent teeth. Data is collected through the San Francisco Department of Public Health’s and 
SFUSD’s Oral Health Screening Program. Data is currently available for SFUSD Kindergarten students 
only. 

 
HOW DO WE CURRENTLY FAIR FROM AN EQUITY LENS 

Nearly two-thirds of San Francisco kindergarteners did not have dental cavities in 2016. However Asian, 
Latino, and African American kindergarteners typically have more cavities than white kindergarteners.  
 
Percent of Kindergarteners without dental cavities 
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2008 
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2009 
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2010 
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2011 

2011-
2012 
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2013 

2013-
2014 

2014-
2015 

2015-
2016 

Overall  56% 57% 59% 60% 61% 65% 68% 68% 65% 

White 78% 77% 77% 79% 78% 83% 86% 86% 85% 

Asian 52% 53% 53% 56% 54% 58% 62% 60% 54% 

Latino 49% 51% 55% 53% 58% 61% 64% 65% 63% 

African American  56% 57% 60% 54% 62% 60% 62% 61% 60% 

 
Notes: Dental cavities in primary or permanent teeth. 
Source: San Francisco Unified School District Oral Health Screening Program. 
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C4. MENTAL WELLBEING (WITHOUT SYMPTOMS OF DEPRESSION) 
 

HOW DO WE MEASURE IT?    

We are measuring the percent of high school age youth who do not report experiencing symptoms of 
depression. This is measured through a survey question on the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS) 
administered every other year by SFUSD. The question asks “During the past 12 months, did you ever 
feel so sad or hopeless almost every day for two weeks or more in a row that you stopped doing some 
usual activities?” We would need to invest in a data source for non-SFUSD students and transitional age 
youth. 

 
HOW DO WE CURRENTLY FAIR FROM AN EQUITY LENS 

Overall, three-quarters of high schoolers did not report feeling so sad or hopeless that they stopped 
doing some of their usual activities in 2015. Males and Asians were less likely to report symptoms of 
depression than females and other racial/ethnic groups. 
 
Percent of students who do not report feelings of depression 2001-2015 

 

 2001 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 

Overall 71% 73% 72% 76% 74% 74% 75% 

National Rate 72% 72% 72% 74% 72% 70% 70% 

Asian 76% 74% 75% 81% 78% 79% 81% 

Black 71% 74% 74% 75% 69% N/A 72% 

Hispanic 65% 66% 67% 66% 69% 63% 68% 

White 66% 80% 72% 79% 75% 71% 70% 

Mixed Race N/A 70% 67% 73% 70% 69% 70% 

Female 67% 67% 67% 73% 69% 68% 69% 

Male 76% 78% 78% 79% 80% 79% 80% 

N= 1,400 2,313 2,567 2,136 2,158 1,938 2,128 

 
Note: Students reporting that during the past 12 months they never felt so sad or hopeless almost every day for two weeks or 
more in a row that they stopped doing some usual activities. 
Source: Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS) for SFUSD.  
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C5. CARING ADULTS 
 

HOW DO WE MEASURE IT?    

We are measuring the percent of children, youth, and transitional age youth who report having a caring 
adult in their lives. This measure is the percent of children and youth who report there is an adult at 
school who really cares about them. It is a survey question on the California Healthy Kids Survey 
administered by SFUSD. Data is currently only available for SFUSD students in grades 7, 9, and 11. We 
would need to invest in a data source for non-SFUSD students and transitional age youth, and in a data 
source that captures caring adults beyond the school setting. 
 
HOW DO WE CURRENTLY FAIR FROM AN EQUITY LENS 

In general, students in the 9th grade are less likely to report that there is a teacher or other adult at 
school that really cares about them, but White students tend to report the highest rates of feeling like 
there is a teacher or other adult at school who really cares about them year over year.  
 
Percent of SFUSD students who report a caring relationship with an adult at school, 2008-2016 

 
Source: California Healthy Kids Survey for SFUSD (Core Module Q35).  

Percent of SFUSD 7, 9th, and 11th graders who report a caring relationship with an adult at school by 
grade, race, and gender 2008-2016 
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sample number 

2008-
2009 

26% 39% 26% 41% 36% 42% 37% 31% 27% 22% 2282 1908 

2010-
2011 

37% 28% 0% 36% 31% 39% 38% 32% 40% 20% 1277 1210 

2013-
2014 

40% 26% 30% 36% 38% 47% 37% 35% 35% 36% 3,386 2,684 

2015-
2016 

0% 23% 34% 38% 32% 49% 35% 36% 37% 35% 1,239 1,050 

9
th
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ra

d
e 

Year AI/AN NH/PI Asian AA Latino White Mixed Overall Female  Male target 
sample 

final 
number 

2008-
2009 

41% 37% 24% 37% 31% 39% 41% 27% 31% 23% 3658 2437 

2010-
2011 

28% 31% 22% 38% 28% 41% 36% 27% 30% 22% 4226 2603 

2013-
2014 

36% 35% 22% 44% 33% 32% 35% 28% 27% 30% 3,250 2,675 

2015-
2016 

0% 0% 20% 38% 25% 28% 26% 24% 21% 27% 1,330 1,059 

1
1
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Year AI/AN NH/PI Asian AA Latino White Mixed Overall Female  Male target 
sample 

final 
number 

2008-
2009 

46% 30% 27% 37% 36% 48% 40% 32% 29% 26% 3186 2458 

2010-
2011 

0% 37% 24% 42% 33% 45% 35% 29% 30% 22% 3969 2538 

2013-
2014 

35% 39% 27% 36% 34% 44% 37% 31% 31% 30% 3,367 2,634 

2015-
2016 

0% 36% 21% 32% 32% 40% 39% 28% 29% 28% 1,435 1,024 

 
Source: California Healthy Kids Survey for SFUSD (Core Module Q35).  

 

  



DRAFT 

28 
 

GOAL D:  
Children, youth and transitional age youth, especially those most in 
need, thrive in a 21st Century learning environment. 

 
D1. ENROLLMENT IN HIGH-QUALITY EARLY CARE AND EDUCATION SETTINGS 
 

HOW DO WE MEASURE IT?    

We are measuring the percent of children (ages 0-5) enrolled in high-quality early care and education 
settings. This is calculated by dividing the total number of children ages 0-5 enrolled in high-quality early 
care and education settings by the total number of children ages 0-5. Early care and education settings 
include licensed child care centers and family child care homes. High-quality is currently defined as Tier 
4 or higher on the locally adapted Quality Rating and Improvement System (QRIS) matrix. Data is 
currently limited to City-funded early care and education settings, which largely enroll low- to moderate-
income families, but could be expanded as additional resources become available. Data will be 
disaggregated, to the extent possible, by race/ethnicity, income, dual-language learners, and special 
needs. Further discussion is necessary to establish appropriate targets by age group for this measure, as 
100% is neither achievable nor necessarily desirable. Data is collected by the Office of Early Care and 
Education and First 5 San Francisco. 
 
Items to consider:  

¶ Greater transparency will lead to next steps 

¶ Disaggregate by age of student  

¶ Number of children who receive vouchers 

¶ Children in EDD versus children in other districts 
 
HOW DO WE CURRENTLY FAIR FROM AN EQUITY LENS 

In 2014, approximately 5.6 percent of children ages 0-5 were enrolled in City-funded high-quality early 
and education settings, which largely enroll low- to moderate-income families. It is important to note 
that this percentage is low for several reasons: first, the City is in the early stages of rating high-quality 
early care and education programs. As of December 2014, only 140 sites of over 1,000 licensed centers 
and family child care homes in the City have been rated through the QRIS. Second, initial ratings during 
the startup phase of QRIS tended to be lower for reasons that have since been addressed, and upon re-
rating, site scores have been trending upwards. And lastly, the data still needs to be disaggregated by 
age to properly benchmark expectations. Currently all children ages 0 to 5 are lumped into a single 
category, but centers and family child care homes may not necessarily be the best settings for all 
children at all ages. 
 

Children ages 0-5 enrolled in City-funded high-quality early care and education settings 
Percent in 2014 
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Source: San Francisco Office of Early Care and Education and First 5 San Francisco; 2014 American Community Survey 5-Year 
Estimates. 
 

Through December 31, 2014, we had rated 140 sites through the QRIS. Of these, 55 scored at Tier 4 or 
higher and enrolled a total of 2,094 children ages 0-5. In 2010, according the decennial census, there 
were 41,340 children ages 0-5 in San Francisco.  
 

D2. KINDERGARTEN, MIDDLE SCHOOL, AND HIGH SCHOOL READINESS 
 

HOW DO WE MEASURE IT?    

We measure the percent of SFUSD students who are ready for kindergarten and high school. Data on 
middle school readiness is not yet available, but SFUSD is currently developing 
a set of measures. Kindergarten readiness is indicated by literacy awareness measured by the 
Phonological Awareness Literacy Screening (PALS).  Data is currently only available for District 
kindergarteners, but this method could potentially be applied to non-SFUSD students in the future. High 
school readiness examines student performance on four measures in grade 8: GPA of 2.5 or better, 
attendance 96% or better, no D’s or F’s in ELA or Math in 8th grade, and never suspended in 8th grade. 
 
Items to consider:  

¶ Adopting the KOF or PALS to measure kindergarten readiness 
 
HOW DO WE CURRENTLY FAIR FROM AN EQUITY LENS 

White students are ready for kindergarten at higher rates than other races. Latino students are typically 
the least ready for kindergarten. Asian, Filipino, and White students experience higher rates of high 
school readiness compared to Latinos, Special Education, and African American students.   
 
K-Readiness Status Based on PALS Scores only for Years 2012/13 to 2015/16  
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K-Readiness Status Based On PALS Scores Only 
By Race for Years 2012/13 - 2015/16 

 
 2012-13 cohort 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 

 N (K-
Ready)= 

% K-
Ready 

N (K-
Ready)= 

% K-
Ready 

N (K-
Ready)= 

% K-
Ready 

N (K-
Ready)= 

% K-
Ready 

All students 252 41% 279 47% 327 53% 391 55% 

Black students 27 45% 26 43% 41 55% 54 52% 

Hispanic students 33 17% 70 33% 77 36% 77 34% 

Chinese students 126 58% 89 53% 124 61% 135 67% 

Other non-white students 43 44% 47 55% 41 61% 57 67% 

White students 18 56% 35 76% 44 80% 68 75% 

Subsidized students 159 39% 170 48% 258 49% 308 50% 

Title 1 students 36 28% 40 26% --- --- --- --- 

Tuition-based students 51 81% 56 88% 69 85% 83 86% 

Students in EED <2 years 107 33% 124 40% 109 40% 156 43% 

Students in EED 2+ years 144 52% 143 55% 218 64% 235 69% 

 
Source: PALS K-Readiness Status based on PALS 

 

 
 2014-15 2015-16 

Overall 63% 66% 

African American 28% 31% 

Latino 43% 46% 

White 64% 64% 

Asian 84% 66% 

Filipino 70% 72% 

Low income 60%  

Special Education  40% 38% 

   

Source: SFUSD High School Readiness. 
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D3. REGULAR SCHOOL ATTENDANCE 
 

HOW DO WE MEASURE IT?    

We measure the percent of students who attend school regularly. Regular school attendance is defined 
as attending school more than 90% of the time. Data is currently only available for SFUSD students. In 
the future we would also like to capture preschool attendance. Data for preschool attendance would be 
collected through First 5/Preschool for All. 
 
Items to consider:  

¶ Can we break down by elementary, middle and high school? 

¶ Do we have data for preschool attendance? (Maybe SFUSD) 

¶ First five has data for the following year 
 
HOW DO WE CURRENTLY FAIR FROM AN EQUITY LENS 

Nine in every ten SFUSD students attend school regularly. However, some subgroups are far less likely to 
attend school regularly compared to other racial/ethnic groups. Over a fifth of African American and 
Pacific Islander students do not attend school more than 90 percent of the time. 
 

K-12 SFUSD students attending school regularly (>90% attendance) 
Percent by race, Fall 2014 and 2015-16 

 
 
  2015-16  Fall 2014 

K-12 totals  Student Count Chronic Count % % 

African American  4058 1052 74% 77% 

Pacific Islander 595 133 78% 78% 

American Indian  200 36 82% 80% 
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Latino 14427 2202 85% 86% 

Filipino 2374 193 92% 93% 

Asian  19569 499 97% 95% 

Chinese 0 0  98% 

Overall 53,813 5,226 90% 90% 

 
Source: Fall 2014 data is SFUSD My Brother’s Keeper, “Snapshots of African American Student Data," 2015, Kevin Truitt. 2015-
16 data is Chronic Absenteeism School Level Totals (Approximation of CORE's SQII Calculation). 
 

SFUSD High School, Middle School, and Elementary School students attending  
school regularly (>90% attendance) 

Percent by race, 2015-16 
 

2015-16 HS  MS  ES  

 Student 
Count 

Chronic 
Count  

Student 
Count 

Chronic 
Count  

Student 
Count 

Chronic 
Count  

African American  1172 307 880 181 2006 564 

Pacific Islander 203 43 136 28 256 62 

American Indian  83 20 38 4 79 12 

Latino 4057 824 2845 271 7525 1107 

Filipino 990 97 555 26 829 70 

Asian  7033 304 4308 39 8228 156 

Chinese       

Overall 15973 1884 10952 716 26888 2626 

 

 

D4. PROFICIENCY IN READING, MATH, LANGUAGE ARTS, AND SCIENCE 
 

HOW DO WE MEASURE IT?    

We measure the percent of SFUSD students in grades 3-5 proficient or above in reading; students grades 
in 3-8 and 11 meeting or exceeding standards in Language Arts and Math, and the percent of students 
grades in 5, 8, and 10 proficient or above in Science. The technology-based Smarter Balanced 
Assessment Consortium (SBAC) assessments in Mathematics and Language Arts measure progress 
toward the California Common Core Standards. Unlike the previous state standardized tests, these 
assessments include a wider variety of questions, requiring students to explain how they solve problems, 
think critically, reason with evidence, and write analytically. The California Standards Tests (CSTs) for 
Science are administered only to students in California public schools, therefore data is currently only 
available for SFUSD students. It is important to note that the CSTs will be replaced by the new Next 
Generation Science Standards (NGSS) in 2018-19, may be administered in different grades, and will not 
be comparable to the CSTs.  
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Items to consider: 
¶ Update with 2015/2016 results 
¶ New test in 2018/2019 in Science and state test 
¶ Look at results over multiple years  
¶ Break down by grades 3-4, 6-8, and high school 
¶ How many fifth graders truant/assigned to transition youth 

 
HOW DO WE CURRENTLY FAIR FROM AN EQUITY LENS 

Overall, about half of SFUSD’s students meet or exceed standards in Reading, Language Arts, and Math, 
and 60 percent of students are proficient or above in Science. However many subroups within the 
district are failing to meet standards. In particular, students enrolled in Special Education, low income 
students, English Learners, Pacific Islanders, Latinos, and African Americans have fallen the furthest 
behind on these measures. 
 

SFUSD students proficient or above in Reading, Math, English-Language Arts (ELA), and Science, 
Percent by race, income and other categories 2014-15 

 

 
 
Note: Reading scores are for students tested in grades 3-5; ELA and Math are for grades 3-8 and 11, and Science is for grades 
5,8, and 10. 
Source: Scholastic Reading Inventory and California Assessment of Student Performance and Progress. 

 

GOAL E:  
Children, youth and transitional age youth, especially those most in 
need, succeed in post-secondary education and/or careers paths. 

 
E1. HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATION 
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HOW DO WE MEASURE IT?    

We measure the percent of 9th graders that have graduated from high school. The four-year adjusted 
cohort graduation rate is the number of students who graduate in four years with a regular high school 
diploma divided by the number of students who form the adjusted cohort for the graduating class. For 
any given cohort, students who are entering grade 9 for the first time form a cohort that is subsequently 
“adjusted” by adding any students who transfer into the cohort later during the next three years and 
subtracting any students who transfer out, emigrates to another country, or dies during that same 
period. SFUSD requires students to meet University of California/California State University eligibility 
requirements to graduate. Data is currently available for SFUSD students only. 
 
HOW DO WE CURRENTLY FAIR FROM AN EQUITY LENS 

SFUSD’s overall graduation rates are on par with state-level rates but differences by ethnicity are greater 
than overall patterns in California. In 2013-14, the graduation rate from SFUSD high schools was 84% 
compared to 81% for California. Graduation rates for African American (64%) and Latino (69%) youth 
were lower than the rest of the district while graduation rates for Asian (92%) and White (87%) youth 
were higher.  
 
SFUSD Cohort High School Graduation Rate, 2009/10 - 2014/15 by gender 

 
 
Graduation 
Rate 

2009-
10 

  2010-
11 

  2011-
12 

  2012-
13 

  2013-
14 

  2014-
15 

  

 % n % n % n % n % n % n 

Female 79% 2,276 86% 1,934 85% 2,069 84% 2,025 86% 1,971 85% 1,962 

Male 75% 2,253 78% 1,993 80% 2,112 80% 2,088 82% 2,027 82% 2,096 

  4,529  3,927  4,181  4,113  3,998  4,058 

 
Source: California Department of Education, DataQuest 
 
 

SFUSD Cohort High School Graduation Rate, 2009/10 - 2014/15 by race 
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 2009-
10 

 2010-
11 

 2011-
12 

 2012-
13 

 2014-
15 

 

Race/Ethnicity n % n % n % n % n % 

African American, Not 
Hispanic 

473 57% 341 64% 358 71% 322 66% 305 71% 

Asian, Not Hispanic 2,235 89% 2,103 90% 2,216 90% 2,031 89% 1,985 92% 

Filipino, Not Hispanic 295 76% 249 84% 267 84% 269 86% 272 90% 

Latino 911 60% 772 68% 815 67% 836 69% 882 73% 

Mixed Race 41 90% 28 86% 45 78% 44 73% 50 94% 

Native American 21 71% 13 77% 14 71% 18 83% 19 53% 

Not Reported 81 82% 60 83% 90 82% 210 84% 134 81% 

Pacific Islander, Not 
Hispanic 

52 65% 43 61% 51 71% 45 80% 51 88% 

White, Not Hispanic 420 78% 318 85% 325 82% 338 83% 360 85% 

N= 4529  3927  4181  4113  4058  

Source: California Department of Education, DataQuest 

 
SFUSD Cohort High School Graduation Rate 

2009/10 - 2014/13 by other categories 

 
Graduation Rate 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 

Economically disadvantaged 76% 81% 80% 80% 82% 83% 

Special Education 54% 59% 64% 69% 61% 64% 

89% 90% 90% 89% 92% 92%
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60%
68% 67% 69% 69% 73%

57%
64%

71%
66% 64%

71%

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15

Asian White Latino African American

54% 59% 64% 69%
61% 64%66% 68% 68% 69% 72% 74%77% 82% 82% 82% 84% 85%

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15

Special Education English Learner Overall



DRAFT 

37 
 

English Learner 66% 68% 68% 69% 72% 74% 

Overall 77% 82% 82% 82% 84% 85% 

N= 4,529 3,927 4,181 4,113 3,998 4,058 

       

Source: California Department of Education, DataQuest 
 

E2. COLLEGE DEGREE OR CERTIFICATE COMPLETION 

 
HOW DO WE MEASURE IT?    

We measure the percent of high school graduates who enroll in college and complete a degree or 
certificate within six years. Data is calculated for each graduating cohort through the National Student 
Clearinghouse. Data is currently available for only SFUSD students and only those completing college 
degrees. In the future, we would like this calculated for those who enroll (addressing the issue of access) 
and for those who complete (addressing the issue of completion) disaggregated by all racial/ethnic 
groups. Additionally, there is a rationale for collecting completion data at the 6-year mark. College 
graduation takes longer for students, often beyond 4 years, due to their inability to access courses and 
enrollment in remedial course sequences. Therefore, the U.S. Department of Education tracks 6-year 
graduation rates.5 While SFUSD does not currently collect certificate data but will do so in the future. 
Currently only Career Technical Education (CTE) certificate data is currently available for all of San 
Francisco County through CALPASS PLUS. 
 
Items to consider:  
¶ Adding “n’s” to % completed degree is in process 
¶ Disaggregated “Asian” category data is not currently available  
¶ Identify data that cross references between gender and ethnicity  
¶ Quantify Associate's degrees, 4 year degrees, certificates 
¶ Identify data on Historically Black Colleges and Universities 

HOW DO WE CURRENTLY FAIR FROM AN EQUITY LENS 

Just over half of college attendees that graduated from SFUSD in 2007-08 have completed a degree 
within six years. Groups that have the lowest college completion rate within this time period are Special 
Education students, African Americans, and Latinos. 
 

SFUSD College Graduation Report 
Most recent graduation from a postsecondary institution, 2007-2015 
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Source: College Graduation Report, San Francisco Unified School District / 00851 -- All Students 

Date of Report: 11/23/2015 
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SFUSD college attendees who complete a degree within six years 

Percent of all (students that graduated HS 2007-08) 
 

 
 
N=3,588. 
Source: SFUSD/National Student Clearinghouse, November 2015. 
 

E3. ENROLLED IN SCHOOL OR WORKING 

 
HOW DO WE MEASURE IT?   

We measure the percent of youth ages 18 to 24 who are either enrolled in school or are working. This 
measure is calculated by taking the inverse of the percent of youth who are not enrolled in school, not 
employed, and not in the labor force. The measure is based on the Human Services Agency’s analysis of 
American Community Survey IPUMS data. 
 
Items to consider:  

¶ The data for this measure is limited. (This measure is calculated by taking the inverse of the 
percent of youth who are not enrolled in school, not employed, and not in the labor force. The 
measure is based on the Human Services Agency’s analysis of American Community Survey 
IPUMS data) 

¶ Exploring a better way to collect this data for more informed benchmarking.  
 

HOW DO WE CURRENTLY FAIR FROM AN EQUITY LENS 

Overall, most 18 to 24-year-olds in San Francisco are either enrolled in school or working. However, 
African Americans and Latinos are enrolled in school or working at a lower percentage compared to 
Whites and Asians. 
 

Youth 18-24 enrolled in school or working 
Percent by race 2000-2014 
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 2000 2010 2014 

Race/Ethnicity Total In 
school 

or 
working 

% in 
school 

or 
working 

Total In 
school 

or 
working 

% in 
school 

or 
working 

Total In 
school 

or 
working 

% in 
school or 
working 

White 23,541 22,000 93% 26,209 24,380 93% 22,594 21,106 93% 

African American 5,171 3,643 70% 4,756 3,784 80% 4,611 3,319 72% 

Asian 22,543 20,350 90% 24,625 22,566 92% 22,937 21,078 92% 

Latino 14,159 11,849 84% 14,902 13,266 89% 14,695 12,583 86% 

Other 3,477 3,357 97% 3,449 3,314 96% 3,266 3,135 96% 

Total 68,891 60,815 88% 74,160 67,214 91% 69,426 62,080 89% 

 
Sources: 1990 Decennial Census, 2000 Decennial Census, 2010 5-Year ACS, 2014 5-Year ACS (IPUMS) 
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E4. CAREER PATHWAY PARTICIPATION  
 
HOW DO WE MEASURE IT?    

We measure the number of youth who participated in the SF Youth Jobs+ program and/or a SFUSD 
Career Technical Education (CTE) academies and internships. Youth Jobs+ is a city-wide program to help 
young adults (ages 16-24) find employment. This initiative is a partnership between the City of San 
Francisco, United Way of the Bay Area, the Department of Children, Youth & Their Families, the Office of 
Economic and Workforce Development, the San Francisco Unified School District, youth-serving 
nonprofits, and the San Francisco business community. SFUSD’s CTE and pathway programs provides 
students with industry-related skills as well as “soft skills” like collaboration, networking, project 
management and critical thinking. Given the myriad of pathway collaboratives currently underway in the 
City, we hope expand this measure to capture additional participants across all programs in the city 
moving forward.  
 
Items to consider:  

¶ CTE Academies disaggregated by internship and pathway (break them up) 

¶ Types of internships and pathways, need more detail on them 

¶ Invite speaker of City College on workforce development, YouthJobs+ and SFUSD Academies to 
provide more detail on programs.  

 
HOW DO WE CURRENTLY FAIR FROM AN EQUITY LENS 

In 2014, over 7,600 youth ages 14-24 participated in the San Francisco Summer Youth Jobs+ Program. 
Asians, African American, and Latino youth combined represented the largest share of program 
participants. Over 4,800 of these youth were served through publicly-funded job training programs. On 
an annual basis, over 9,700 youth are served in programs across 17 City departments to help prepare 
them for college and careers. And in the 2014-2015 school year, 2,065 SFUSD high school students were 
enrolled in a Career Technical Education and pathway programs or internship. Asian students comprised 
the majority of CTE participants, followed by Latinos (21 percent). 
 

Youth participating in the SF Youth Jobs+ program and/or a SFUSD  
Career Technical Education (CTE) academy or internship 

Number by Race, 2014 and 2015 
 

  

Youth Jobs+ Youth Jobs+ 

SFUSD CTE 
Academies, 

Pathways, or 
Internships 

SFUSD CTE 
Academies, 

Pathways, or 
Internships 

Asian 35% 2695 57% 1177 

Black 30% 2303 6% 124 

Latino 17% 1305 21% 434 

Mixed race 8% 637 2% 41 

Pacific Islander     2%   

White 7% 499 3% 62 

All other groups/unspecified 3% 238 9% 186 

Total participants 7,678 7678 2024 2024 
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Youth Jobs+ data is from summer 2014. The numbers reported above are not unduplicated as there may be youth who 
participate in multiple programs. Consistent demographic data was not available for year-round programs offered by the City. 
Sources: 2014 Summer Jobs+ Report, Putting Young People to Work;  SFUSD Office of College and Career Readiness One Pager, 
fall 2015.  


