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PART I: CURRENT SCHOOL STATUS

STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT DATA

Note: The following links will open in a separate browser window.

ADMINISTRATORS

List your school’s administrators and briefly describe their certification(s), number of years at the current school, number of years as 
an administrator, and their prior performance record with increasing student achievement at each school. Include history of school 
grades, FCAT/Statewide assessment performance (percentage data for achievement levels, learning gains, Lowest 25%), and 
Ambitious but achievable annual measurable objective (AMO) progress.

INSTRUCTIONAL COACHES

List your school’s instructional coaches and briefly describe their certification(s), number of years at the current school, number of 
years as an instructional coach, and their prior performance record with increasing student achievement at each school. Include 
history of school grades, FCAT/Statewide assessment performance (Percentage data for achievement levels, learning gains, Lowest 
25%), and AMO progress. Instructional coaches described in this section are only those who are fully released or part-time teachers 
in reading, mathematics, or science and work only at the school site.

School Grades Trend Data 

Florida Comprehensive Assessment Test (FCAT)/Statewide Assessment Trend Data 

High School Feedback Report 

K-12 Comprehensive Research Based Reading Plan 

Position Name Degree(s)/ 
Certification(s)

# of 
Years at 
Current 
School

# of Years as 
an 

Administrator

Prior Performance Record (include 
prior School Grades, FCAT/Statewide 

Assessment Achievement Levels, 
Learning Gains, Lowest 25%), and 

AMO Progress along with the 
associated school year)

Principal Lisa Castro 

M.S in 
Educational 
Leadership
B.S. in 
Elementary 
Education

11 7 

The school has been rated an “A” for nine 
years in a row. We have maintained AYP at 
100% from 2002-2010 and at 97% for the 
2010-11 school year. We were awarded the 
National Blue Ribbon Award in 2008. 

Subject Area Name Degree(s)/ 
Certification(s)

# of 
Years at 
Current 
School

# of Years as 
an 

Instructional 
Coach

Prior Performance Record (include 
prior School Grades, FCAT/Statewide 

Assessment Achievement Levels, 
Learning Gains, Lowest 25%), and 

AMO progress along with the 



EFFECTIVE AND HIGHLY EFFECTIVE TEACHERS

Describe the school-based strategies that will be used to recruit and retain high quality, effective teachers to the school.

Non-Highly Effective Instructors

Provide the number of instructional staff and paraprofessionals that are teaching out-of-field and/or who received less than an 
effective rating (instructional staff only).
*When using percentages, include the number of teachers the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]). 

Staff Demographics

Please complete the following demographic information about the instructional staff in the school.

associated school year)

ESE Teacher Nicole Brown BS in Education 3 1 

Has worked at the Charter Schools of 
Excellence for the past 3 years. She has 
implemented the academic academy to 
increase FCAT scores for our ESE students. 
Our ESE students have shown significant 
gains over the past 2 years. 

  Description of Strategy
Person 

Responsible

Projected 
Completion 

Date

Not Applicable (If not, please 
explain why)

1

 

1. CSE believes it has the obligation to employ the best 
qualified administrative personnel and teachers available 
regardless of race, color creed, sex, national origin, age or 
handicap. 
CSE promotes hiring practices as suggested by the EEOC. 
Employment opportunities are advertised in the local 
newspaper and on the school's web site. Resumes are 
emailed to a designated address as specified in the 
advertisement. A member of the review committee logs in 
the name and date the applicant submitted the application

District Based 
Team 
Leadership 

06/08/13 

2

Applicants are considered for review if they apply in 
accordance with the ad and they meet the qualifications for 
the position. Applicants who meet the minimum standards 
will be called to interview with the initial interview committee 
consisting of the Deputy Superintendent, a Principal and a 
teacher. Applicants are scored using a questionnaire 
developed for the position they are applying. The highest 
scoring applicants will be called for a second interview with a 
minimum of two members of the initial interview committee 
and the Superintendent. The Superintendent makes final 
determinations of hire, position, and campus location. 
CSE recognizes the benefit of developmental experiences 
and encourages employees to talk with the administration 
about their career plans. Administrators are encouraged to 
support employees' efforts to gain experience and advance 
within the organization. 
Employees are encouraged to discuss job performance and 
goals with administration on an informal, day-to-day basis. 
Formal performance evaluations are conducted at the end of 
an employee's initial period in any new position. This period, 
known as the introductory period, allows the supervisor and 
the employee to discuss the job responsibilities, standards, 
and performance requirements of the new position. 
Additional formal performance evaluations are conducted to 
provide both supervisor and employees the opportunity to 
discuss job tasks, identify and correct weaknesses, 
encourage and recognize strengths, and discuss positive, 
purposeful approaches for meeting goals. 
The performance of all employees is generally evaluated 
according to an ongoing 12-month cycle, beginning at the 
fiscal-year end. After the first year of employment, a merit 
raise may be awarded based on performance of duties and 
ability to add value above and beyond the basic 
requirements. Since “Excellence” is the stated mission of our 
school, the striving for excellence and achievement of 
excellence will always be of the highest priority. Excellence 
may be honored with special merit bonuses should the 
financial circumstances of the school allow. 

Number of 
staff and 

paraprofessional 
that are 

teaching out-
of-field/ and 
who are not 

highly 
effective.

Provide the strategies 
that are being 

implemented to 
support the staff in 

becoming highly 
effective

 N/A N/A 



*When using percentages, include the number of teachers the percentage represents (e.g., 70% (35)).

Teacher Mentoring Program/Plan

Please describe the school’s teacher mentoring program/plan by including the names of mentors, the name(s) of mentees, rationale 
for the pairing, and the planned mentoring activities.

ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS

Coordination and Integration

Note: For Title I schools only

Please describe how federal, state, and local services and programs will be coordinated and integrated in the school. Include other 
Title programs, Migrant and Homeless, Supplemental Academic Instruction funds, as well as violence prevention programs, nutrition 
programs, housing programs, Head Start, adult education, career and technical education, and/or job training, as applicable. 

Total Number 
of 

Instructional 
Staff 

% of 
First-Year 
Teachers 

% of 
Teachers 
with 1-5 
Years of 

Experience 

% of 
Teachers 
with 6-14 
Years of 

Experience 

% of 
Teachers 
with 15+ 
Years of 

Experience 

% of 
Teachers 

with 
Advanced 
Degrees 

% Highly 
Effective 
Teachers

% Reading 
Endorsed 
Teachers 

% National 
Board 

Certified 
Teachers 

% ESOL 
Endorsed 
Teachers

22 36.4%(8) 45.5%(10) 18.2%(4) 0.0%(0) 0.0%(0) 100.0%(22) 4.5%(1) 0.0%(0) 72.7%(16)

Mentor Name
Mentee 

Assigned
Rationale 

for Pairing
Planned Mentoring 

Activities

 Cynthia Levy Nicole Kinne 

Ms. Levy has 
been with the 
Charter 
Schools of 
Excellence for 
five years. 
She is very 
knowledgeable 
of the 
curriculum, 
policy and 
procedures 
that new 
teachers 
need to follow 
and has a 
strong record 
with student 
achievement 
gains. She is 
also clinical 
ed trained 

We have a two-week staff 
development prior to the 
beginning of the school 
year; During the school 
year, Ms. Levy meets 
weekly with her mentee 
to review lesson plans 
and discuss curriculum; 
Ms. Levy observes her 
mentee a minimum of 
once per week in the 
classroom and gives 
constant feedback on how 
to improve. In addition, 
the mentee has the 
opportunity to observe 
Ms. Levy in the classroom 
to observe good 
practices. 

 Shamil Urbistondo Paula 
Kennedy 

Ms. Urbi has 
been with the 
Charter 
Schools of 
Excellence 
since the 
beginning. 
She is a 
highly 
effective 
teacher that 
incorporates 
a variety of 
teaching 
styles. 

We have a two-week staff 
development prior to the 
beginning of the school 
year; During the school 
year, Ms. Urbistondo 
meets weekly with her 
mentee to review lesson 
plans and discuss 
curriculum; Ms. 
Urbistondo observes her 
mentee a minimum of 
once per week in the 
classroom and gives 
constant feedback on how 
to improve. In addition, 
the mentee has the 
opportunity to observe 
Ms. Urbistondo in the 
classroom to observe 
good practices. 

Title I, Part A

Title I, Part C- Migrant 

Title I, Part D



Title II

Title III

Title X- Homeless 

Supplemental Academic Instruction (SAI)

Violence Prevention Programs

Nutrition Programs

Housing Programs

Head Start

Adult Education

Career and Technical Education

Job Training

Other

Multi-Tiered System of Supports (MTSS)/Response to Instruction/Intervention (RtI) 

Identify the school-based MTSS leadership team. 

Describe how the school-based MTSS Leadership Team functions (e.g., meeting processes and roles/functions). How does it work 
with other school teams to organize/coordinate MTSS efforts?

Describe the role of the school-based MTSS Leadership Team in the development and implementation of the school improvement 
plan. Describe how the RtI Problem-solving process is used in developing and implementing the SIP? 

School-based MTSS/RtI Team



 

Literacy Leadership Team (LLT)

Public School Choice

Supplemental Educational Services (SES) Notification 
No AttachmentNo Attachment  
 

*Elementary Title I Schools Only: Pre-School Transition 

Describe plans for assisting preschool children in transition from early childhood programs to local elementary school programs as 
applicable.

*Grades 6-12 Only 

Sec. 1003.413(b) F.S.

For schools with Grades 6-12, describe the plan to ensure that teaching reading strategies is the responsibility of every teacher. 

*High Schools Only

Note: Required for High School - Sec. 1003.413(g)(j) F.S. 

How does the school incorporate applied and integrated courses to help students see the relationships between subjects and 
relevance to their future?

Describe the data source(s) and the data management system(s) used to summarize data at each tier for reading, mathematics, 
science, writing, and behavior.

Describe the plan to train staff on MTSS.

Describe the plan to support MTSS.

MTSS Implementation

Identify the school-based Literacy Leadership Team (LLT). 

Describe how the school-based LLT functions (e.g., meeting processes and roles/functions). 

What will be the major initiatives of the LLT this year?

School-Based Literacy Leadership Team



How does the school incorporate students’ academic and career planning, as well as promote student course selections, so that 
students’ course of study is personally meaningful? 

Postsecondary Transition

Note: Required for High School - Sec. 1008.37(4), F.S. 

Describe strategies for improving student readiness for the public postsecondary level based on annual analysis of the High School
Feedback Report



 

PART II: EXPECTED IMPROVEMENTS

Reading Goals

* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represents (e.g., 70% (35)). 

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following group: 

1a. FCAT2.0: Students scoring at Achievement Level 3 in 

reading. 

Reading Goal #1a:

38% of the students scored a level 3 or higher on the FCAT. 

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

38% of the students scored a level 3 or higher on the FCAT. 
42% of the students will score a level 3 or higher on the 
FCAT. 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

  Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 

Responsible for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 

Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1

Students enrolling mid -
year who are one or two 
grade levels below level 
in reading. 

Fully implement the next 
generation of Sunshine 
State Standards and 
Power Standards. 

Administration;
Teachers;
Teacher 
Associates

Academic Academies;
Small Group Pull Out;
SuccessMaker;
FCAT Explorer

FCAT 

2
Students not receiving 
enough differentiated 
reading skills instruction. 

Student reading levels 
will be considered in 
making class assignments 
so that each class will 
accommodate three 
reading groups in the 
class. 

Administration;
Teachers;
Teacher 
Associates

Academic Academies;
Small Group Pull Out;
SuccessMaker;
FCAT Explorer 

FCAT 

3

Students not receiving 
enough instruction on the 
Sunshine State 
Standards prior to the 
FCAT reading test. 

Use data driven decision 
making to identify 
students in third grade 
whose reading scores are 
in the lowest 25% for 
intensive reading 
instruction. 

Administration;
Teachers;
Teacher 
Associates

Academic Academies;
Small Group Pull Out;
SuccessMaker;
FCAT Explorer 

FCAT 

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following group: 

1b. Florida Alternate Assessment:

Students scoring at Levels 4, 5, and 6 in reading. 

Reading Goal #1b:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

Person or Process Used to 



  Anticipated Barrier Strategy
Position 

Responsible for 
Monitoring

Determine 
Effectiveness of 

Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1

Students not receiving 
differentiated reading 
skills instruction. 

Establish at least three 
reading groups, including 
one intervention group, 
within the classroom for 
small group differentiated 
instruction. 

Administration;
Teachers;
Teacher 
Associates

Academic Academies;
Small Group Pull Out;
SuccessMaker;
FCAT Explorer

FCAT 

2

Students not receiving 
enough instruction on the 
Sunshine State 
Standards prior to the 
FCAT reading test. 

Follow the District's 
Instructional Focus 
Calendar for Reading 

Administration;
Teachers;
Teacher 
Associates 

Academic Academies;
Small Group Pull Out;
SuccessMaker;
FCAT Explorer 

FCAT 

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following group: 

2a. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at or above Achievement 

Level 4 in reading. 

Reading Goal #2a:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

  Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 

Responsible for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 

Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1

Students not receiving 
differentiated reading 
skills instruction. 

Establish at least three 
reading groups, including 
one intervention group, 
within the classroom for 
small group differentiated 
instruction. 

Administration;
Teachers;
Teacher 
Associates

Academic Academies;
Small Group Pull Out;
SuccessMaker;
FCAT Explorer

FCAT 

2

Students not receiving 
enough instruction on the 
Sunshine State 
Standards prior to the 
FCAT reading test. 

Follow the District's 
Instructional Focus 
Calendar for Reading 

Administration;
Teachers;
Teacher 
Associates 

Academic Academies;
Small Group Pull Out;
SuccessMaker;
FCAT Explorer 

FCAT 

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following group: 

2b. Florida Alternate Assessment:

Students scoring at or above Achievement Level 7 in 

reading. 

Reading Goal #2b:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 



Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 
Responsible 
for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 
Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following group: 

3a. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of students making learning 

gains in reading. 

Reading Goal #3a:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

  Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 

Responsible for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 

Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1

Students are unaware of 
what they need to 
achieve in order to make 
learning gains. 

Student achievement 
data chats will be 
conducted with all 
students following 
school-wide 
assessments.

Administration;
Teachers;
Teacher 
Associates

Academic Academies;
Small Group Pull Out;
SuccessMaker;
FCAT Explorer

FCAT 

2

Teachers are unaware of 
students' specific areas 
of weakness. 

Teachers will explicitly 
infuse secondary reading 
benchmarks in lesson 
plans and instructional 
delivery. This will also 
include a data analysis of 
different assessments. 

Administration;
Teachers;
Teacher 
Associates

Academic Academies;
Small Group Pull Out;
SuccessMaker;
FCAT Explorer 

FCAT 

3

Teachers are not 
instructing all of the 
necessary benchmarks 
before the FCAT reading 
test. 

Instructional Focus 
Calendars will be utilized, 
which incorporate the 
Sunshine State 
Standards in Reading. 

Administration;
Teachers;
Teacher 
Associates 

Academic Academies;
Small Group Pull Out;
SuccessMaker;
FCAT Explorer 

FCAT 

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following group: 

3b. Florida Alternate Assessment:

Percentage of students making Learning Gains in 

reading. 

Reading Goal #3b:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 



Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 
Responsible 
for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 
Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following group: 

4. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of students in Lowest 25% 

making learning gains in reading. 

Reading Goal #4:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

  Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 

Responsible for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 

Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1

Students below the 25th 
percentile will not receive 
enough intensive reading 
instruction.

Establish at least three 
reading groups, including 
one intervention group, 
within the classroom for 
small group differentiated 
instruction. 

Administration;
Teachers;
Teacher 
Associates

Academic Academies;
Small Group Pull Out;
SuccessMaker;
FCAT Explorer

FCAT 

2

Students below the 25th 
percentile will not receive 
enough instruction on the 
Sunshine State 
Standards prior to the 
FCAT reading test. 

Follow the District's 
Instructional Focus 
Calendar for Reading 

Administration;
Teachers;
Teacher 
Associates 

Academic Academies;
Small Group Pull Out;
SuccessMaker;
FCAT Explorer

FCAT 

Based on Ambitious but Achievable Annual Measurable Objectives (AMOs), AMO-2, Reading and Math Performance Target

5A. Ambitious but Achievable Annual 
Measurable Objectives (AMOs). In six year 
school will reduce their achievement gap 
by 50%.

Reading Goal # 

5A :

Baseline data 
2010-2011  

2011-2012  2012-2013  2013-2014  2014-2015  2015-2016  2016-2017  

       

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following subgroup: 

5B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White, Black, 

Hispanic, Asian, American Indian) not making 

satisfactory progress in reading. 

Reading Goal #5B:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 



Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 
Responsible 
for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 
Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following subgroup: 

5C. English Language Learners (ELL) not making 

satisfactory progress in reading. 

Reading Goal #5C:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

  Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 

Responsible for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 

Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1
N/A 

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following subgroup: 

5D. Students with Disabilities (SWD) not making 

satisfactory progress in reading. 

Reading Goal #5D:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

  Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 

Responsible for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 

Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1
N/A 

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following subgroup: 



5E. Economically Disadvantaged students not making 

satisfactory progress in reading. 

Reading Goal #5E:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

  Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 

Responsible for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 

Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1
N/A 

 

 

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional Learning Community (PLC) 

or PD Activity

Please note that each Strategy does not require a professional development or PLC activity.

PD 
Content /Topic 

and/or PLC Focus

Grade 
Level/Subject

PD 
Facilitator 

and/or PLC 
Leader

PD Participants (e.g. 
, PLC, subject, grade 

level, or school-
wide)

Target Dates (e.g., 
early release) and 
Schedules (e.g., 

frequency of 
meetings)

Strategy for 
Follow-

up/Monitoring

Person or 
Position 

Responsible for 
Monitoring

Response to 
Intervention 
Training 

K-5 ESE specialist 
Administrator; 
Teachers; Teacher's 
Associates 

Monthly 
Analyze and monitor 
data based on BAT 
and SuccessMaker 

Principal 

 

 

Reading Budget: 

Evidence-based Program(s)/Material(s)

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00



Grand Total: $0.00

End of Reading Goals

Comprehensive English Language Learning Assessment (CELLA) Goals

* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represents next to the percentage (e.g., 70% (35)). 

Students speak in English and understand spoken English at grade level in a manner similar to non-ELL students. 

1. Students scoring proficient in listening/speaking. 

CELLA Goal #1:

2012 Current Percent of Students Proficient in listening/speaking: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 
Responsible 
for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 
Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

Students read in English at grade level text in a manner similar to non-ELL students. 

2. Students scoring proficient in reading. 

CELLA Goal #2:

2012 Current Percent of Students Proficient in reading: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 
Responsible 
for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 
Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

Students write in English at grade level in a manner similar to non-ELL students. 

3. Students scoring proficient in writing. 

CELLA Goal #3:

2012 Current Percent of Students Proficient in writing: 



Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 
Responsible 
for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 
Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

 

 

CELLA Budget: 

Evidence-based Program(s)/Material(s)

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Grand Total: $0.00

End of CELLA Goals



 

Elementary School Mathematics Goals

* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represents (e.g., 70% (35)).

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following group: 

1a. FCAT2.0: Students scoring at Achievement Level 3 in 

mathematics. 

Mathematics Goal #1a:

55% of the students scored a proficient score or higher. 

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

55% of the students scored a level 3 or higher. 58% will score a level 3 or higher. 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

  Anticipated Barrier Strategy
Person or Position 

Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 

Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1

Determining students' 
specific areas of 
weakness. 

Fully implement the 
next generation of 
Sunshine State 
standards and Power 
Standards. 

Administration;teachers;teacher 
associates 

Academic Academies, 
Small group, pull-outs, 
FCAT explorer 

FCAT 

2

Student not having 
enough intensive 
mathematics 
instruction. 

Use data driven 
decision making to 
identify students in 
grades 3-5 whose 
math scores are in the 
lowest 25th percentile 
for intensive math 
instuction. 

Administration;teachers;teacher 
associates 

Academic Academies, 
Small group, pull-outs, 
FCAT explorer 

FCAT 

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following group: 

1b. Florida Alternate Assessment:

Students scoring at Levels 4, 5, and 6 in mathematics. 

Mathematics Goal #1b:

55% of the students scored a level or higher on the FCAT. 

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

55% of the students score a level 3 or higher on the FCAT. 
58% of the students will score a level 3 or higher on the 
FCAT. 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

  Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 

Responsible for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 

Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1

Students not having 
enough differentiated 
instruction in the 
classroom. 

Computers will be utilized 
in the classroom to 
reinforce math instruction 
and to allow students to 
work at or above grade 
level. 

Administration; 
teachers;teacher 
associates. 

Saxon Math, FCAT 
explorer, Aim high, and 
coach. 

FCAT 



Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following group: 

2a. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at or above Achievement 

Level 4 in mathematics. 

Mathematics Goal #2a:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 
Responsible 
for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 
Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following group: 

2b. Florida Alternate Assessment:

Students scoring at or above Achievement Level 7 in 

mathematics. 

Mathematics Goal #2b:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 
Responsible 
for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 
Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following group: 

3a. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of students making learning 

gains in mathematics. 

Mathematics Goal #3a:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 



  Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 

Responsible for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 

Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1

Teachers are unaware of 
students' specific areas 
of weakness. 

Teachers will explicitly 
infuse secondary reading 
benchmarks in lesson 
plans and instructional 
delivery. This will also 
include a data analysis of 
different assessments. 

Administration;
Teachers;
Teacher 
Associates

Academic Academies;
Small Group Pull Out;
SuccessMaker;
FCAT Explorer 

FCAT 

2

Teachers are not 
instructing all of the 
necessary benchmarks 
before the FCAT reading 
test. 

Instructional Focus 
Calendars will be utilized, 
which incorporate the 
Sunshine State 
Standards in Reading. 

Administration;
Teachers;
Teacher 
Associates 

Academic Academies;
Small Group Pull Out;
SuccessMaker;
FCAT Explorer 

FCAT 

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following group: 

3b. Florida Alternate Assessment:

Percentage of students making Learning Gains in 

mathematics. 

Mathematics Goal #3b:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 
Responsible 
for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 
Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following group: 

4. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of students in Lowest 25% 

making learning gains in mathematics. 

Mathematics Goal #4:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

  Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 

Responsible for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 

Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

Students below the 25th 
percentile will not receive 
enough intensive reading 

Establish at least three 
reading groups, including 
one intervention group, 

Administration;
Teachers;
Teacher 

Academic Academies;
Small Group Pull Out;
SuccessMaker;

FCAT 



1
instruction. within the classroom for 

small group differentiated 
instruction. 

Associates FCAT Explorer

2

Students below the 25th 
percentile will not receive 
enough instruction on the 
Sunshine State 
Standards prior to the 
FCAT reading test. 

Follow the District's 
Instructional Focus 
Calendar for Reading 

Administration;
Teachers;
Teacher 
Associates 

Academic Academies;
Small Group Pull Out;
SuccessMaker;
FCAT Explorer

FCAT 

Based on Ambitious but Achievable Annual Measurable Objectives (AMOs), AMO-2, Reading and Math Performance Target

5A. Ambitious but Achievable Annual 
Measurable Objectives (AMOs). In six year 
school will reduce their achievement gap 
by 50%.

Elementary School Mathematics Goal # 

5A :

Baseline data 
2010-2011  

2011-2012  2012-2013  2013-2014  2014-2015  2015-2016  2016-2017  

       

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following subgroup: 

5B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White, Black, 

Hispanic, Asian, American Indian) not making 

satisfactory progress in mathematics. 

Mathematics Goal #5B:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 
Responsible 
for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 
Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following subgroup: 

5C. English Language Learners (ELL) not making 

satisfactory progress in mathematics. 

Mathematics Goal #5C:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 



  Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 

Responsible for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 

Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1
N/A 

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following subgroup: 

5D. Students with Disabilities (SWD) not making 

satisfactory progress in mathematics. 

Mathematics Goal #5D:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

  Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 

Responsible for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 

Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1
N/A 

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas in need 
of improvement for the following subgroup: 

E. Economically Disadvantaged students not making 

satisfactory progress in mathematics. 

Mathematics Goal E:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

  Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 

Responsible for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 

Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1
N/A 

End of Elementary School Mathematics Goals

 

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional Learning Community (PLC) 

or PD Activity

Please note that each Strategy does not require a professional development or PLC activity.



PD Content /Topic 
and/or PLC Focus

Grade 
Level/Subject

PD Facilitator 
and/or PLC 

Leader

PD Participants (e.g. , 
PLC, subject, grade 

level, or school-wide)

Target Dates (e.g., 
early release) and 
Schedules (e.g., 

frequency of 
meetings)

Strategy for 
Follow-

up/Monitoring

Person or 
Position 

Responsible for 
Monitoring

AYP 
subgroups K-5 Consult 

Administration, 
Teachers, Teacher 

Associates 
Monthly Data analysis, 

CWT Principal 

Saxon Math K-5 Consult 
Administration, 

Teachers, Teacher 
Associates 

Teacher Orientation 
2011 CWT Principal 

  

Mathematics Budget: 

Evidence-based Program(s)/Material(s)

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

Meet state standards GO Math materials and resources FTE $15,000.00

Subtotal: $15,000.00

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Grand Total: $15,000.00

End of Mathematics Goals

Elementary and Middle School Science Goals

* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represents (e.g., 70% (35)).

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define 
areas in need of improvement for the following group: 

1a. FCAT2.0: Students scoring at Achievement 

Level 3 in science. 

Science Goal #1a:

45% of the students scored at a proficient level on the 
FCAT science. 

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

45% of the students scored at a proficient level on the 
science FCAT. 

48% of the students will score proficient on the FCAT. 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

  Anticipated Barrier Strategy
Person or Position 

Responsible for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 

Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation 
Tool

Teachers not Utilize hands-on Administration;teacher, Field trips; virtual field FCAT 



1

providing enough 
hands-on science 
learning experiments. 

laborartory 
experiments as 
described in the 
district instructional 
focus calendar. 

teacher associates trips, experiments, 
science prep 

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define 
areas in need of improvement for the following group: 

1b. Florida Alternate Assessment:

Students scoring at Levels 4, 5, and 6 in science. 

Science Goal #1b:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 
Responsible 
for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 
Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define 
areas in need of improvement for the following group: 

2a. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at or above 

Achievement Level 4 in science. 

Science Goal #2a:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 
Responsible 
for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 
Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define 
areas in need of improvement for the following group: 

2b. Florida Alternate Assessment:

Students scoring at or above Achievement Level 7 

in science. 

Science Goal #2b:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 



Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 
Responsible 
for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 
Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

  

 

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional Learning Community 

(PLC) or PD Activity

Please note that each Strategy does not require a professional development or PLC activity.

PD 
Content /Topic 

and/or PLC 
Focus

Grade 
Level/Subject

PD 
Facilitator 

and/or PLC 
Leader

PD Participants 
(e.g. , PLC, subject, 

grade level, or 
school-wide)

Target Dates 
(e.g., early 

release) and 
Schedules (e.g., 

frequency of 
meetings)

Strategy for 
Follow-

up/Monitoring

Person or 
Position 

Responsible for 
Monitoring

Meet state 
standards K-5 Curriculum 

Committee 

Administrators, 
Teachers, Teacher 
Associates Orientation CWT Principal 

  

Science Budget: 

Evidence-based Program(s)/Material(s)

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Grand Total: $0.00

End of Science Goals

Writing Goals



* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represents (e.g., 70% (35)).

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas 
in need of improvement for the following group: 

1a. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at Achievement Level 

3.0 and higher in writing. 

Writing Goal #1a:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 
Responsible 
for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 
Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas 
in need of improvement for the following group: 

1b. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students scoring 

at 4 or higher in writing. 

Writing Goal #1b:

2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 
Responsible 
for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 
Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

  

 

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional Learning Community 

(PLC) or PD Activity

Please note that each Strategy does not require a professional development or PLC activity.

PD 
Content /Topic 

and/or PLC 
Focus

Grade 
Level/Subject

PD 
Facilitator 
and/or PLC 

Leader

PD Participants 
(e.g. , PLC, 

subject, grade 
level, or school-

wide)

Target Dates 
(e.g., early 

release) and 
Schedules (e.g., 

frequency of 
meetings)

Strategy for 
Follow-

up/Monitoring

Person or 
Position 

Responsible for 
Monitoring



 

To meet the 
new 
standards for 
the FCAT 2.0

K-5 Curriculum 
committee K-5 monthly 

Data Chats, BAT 
for writing 
assessments 

Principal 

  

Writing Budget: 

Evidence-based Program(s)/Material(s)

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Grand Total: $0.00

End of Writing Goals

Attendance Goal(s)

* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represents (e.g., 70% (35)).

Based on the analysis of attendance data, and reference to “Guiding Questions”, identify and define areas in need 
of improvement: 

1. Attendance 

Attendance Goal #1:

2012 Current Attendance Rate: 2013 Expected Attendance Rate: 

2012 Current Number of Students with Excessive 
Absences (10 or more) 

2013 Expected Number of Students with Excessive 
Absences (10 or more) 

2012 Current Number of Students with Excessive 
Tardies (10 or more) 

2013 Expected Number of Students with Excessive 
Tardies (10 or more) 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 



Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 
Responsible 
for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 
Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

  

 

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional Learning Community 

(PLC) or PD Activity

Please note that each Strategy does not require a professional development or PLC activity.

PD 
Content /Topic 

and/or PLC 
Focus

Grade 
Level/Subject

PD 
Facilitator 
and/or PLC 

Leader

PD Participants 
(e.g. , PLC, 

subject, grade 
level, or school-

wide)

Target Dates (e.g., 
early release) and 
Schedules (e.g., 

frequency of 
meetings)

Strategy for 
Follow-

up/Monitoring

Person or 
Position 

Responsible for 
Monitoring

 N/A

  

Attendance Budget: 

Evidence-based Program(s)/Material(s)

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Grand Total: $0.00

End of Attendance Goal(s)

Suspension Goal(s)

* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represents (e.g., 70% (35)).

Based on the analysis of suspension data, and reference to “Guiding Questions”, identify and define areas in need 
of improvement: 

1. Suspension 

Suspension Goal #1:



2012 Total Number of In–School Suspensions 2013 Expected Number of In-School Suspensions 

2012 Total Number of Students Suspended In-School 
2013 Expected Number of Students Suspended In-
School 

2012 Number of Out-of-School Suspensions 
2013 Expected Number of Out-of-School 
Suspensions 

2012 Total Number of Students Suspended Out-of-
School 

2013 Expected Number of Students Suspended Out-
of-School 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 
Responsible 
for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 
Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

  

 

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional Learning Community 

(PLC) or PD Activity

Please note that each Strategy does not require a professional development or PLC activity.

PD 
Content /Topic 

and/or PLC 
Focus

Grade 
Level/Subject

PD Facilitator 
and/or PLC 

Leader

PD 
Participants 

(e.g. , 
PLC,subject, 

grade level, or 
school-wide)

Target Dates 
(e.g. , early 
release) and 

Schedules 
(e.g., 

frequency of 
meetings)

Strategy for 
Follow-

up/Monitoring

Person or 
Position 

Responsible 
for Monitoring

No Data Submitted

  

Suspension Budget: 

Evidence-based Program(s)/Material(s)

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Technology



Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Grand Total: $0.00

End of Suspension Goal(s)

Parent Involvement Goal(s)

* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represents (e.g., 70% (35)).

Based on the analysis of parent involvement data, and reference to “Guiding Questions”, identify and define areas 
in need of improvement: 

1. Parent Involvement 

Parent Involvement Goal #1:

*Please refer to the percentage of parents who 

participated in school activities, duplicated or 

unduplicated.

2012 Current Level of Parent Involvement: 2013 Expected Level of Parent Involvement: 

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 
Responsible 
for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 
Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

  

 

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional Learning Community 

(PLC) or PD Activity

Please note that each Strategy does not require a professional development or PLC activity.

PD 
Content /Topic 

and/or PLC 
Focus

Grade 
Level/Subject

PD 
Facilitator 
and/or PLC 

Leader

PD Participants 
(e.g. , PLC, 

subject, grade 
level, or school-

wide)

Target Dates (e.g., 
early release) and 
Schedules (e.g., 

frequency of 
meetings)

Strategy for 
Follow-

up/Monitoring

Person or 
Position 

Responsible for 
Monitoring



 N/A

  

Parent Involvement Budget: 

Evidence-based Program(s)/Material(s)

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

SIT/SAC Principal's Monthly Breakfast 
Meeting Internal $500.00

Commitment to Volunteer Hours ongoing volunteers (minimum of 
20 hours) Internal $200.00

Subtotal: $700.00

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Grand Total: $700.00

End of Parent Involvement Goal(s)

Science, Technology, Engineering, and Mathematics (STEM) Goal(s)

* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represents (e.g., 70% (35)).

Based on the analysis of school data, identify and define areas in need of improvement: 

1. STEM 

STEM Goal #1:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement 

Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or 
Position 
Responsible 
for 
Monitoring

Process Used to 
Determine 
Effectiveness of 
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

  

 

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional Learning Community 

(PLC) or PD Activity

Please note that each Strategy does not require a professional development or PLC activity.



PD 
Content /Topic 

and/or PLC 
Focus

Grade 
Level/Subject

PD Facilitator 
and/or PLC 

Leader

PD 
Participants 

(e.g. , 
PLC,subject, 

grade level, or 
school-wide)

Target Dates 
(e.g. , early 
release) and 

Schedules 
(e.g., 

frequency of 
meetings)

Strategy for 
Follow-

up/Monitoring

Person or 
Position 

Responsible 
for Monitoring

No Data Submitted

  

STEM Budget: 

Evidence-based Program(s)/Material(s)

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Grand Total: $0.00

End of STEM Goal(s)



 

Additional Goal(s)
No Additional Goal was submitted for this school



FINAL BUDGET

Differentiated Accountability

School-level Differentiated Accountability Compliance

Are you a reward school: Yes  No

A reward school is any school that improves their letter grade or any school graded A. 

No AttachmentNo Attachment 

School Advisory Council

 

Evidence-based Program(s)/Material(s)

Goal Strategy Description of 
Resources Funding Source Available Amount

Mathematics Meet state standards GO Math materials and 
resources FTE $15,000.00

Parent Involvement SIT/SAC Principal's Monthly 
Breakfast Meeting Internal $500.00

Parent Involvement Commitment to 
Volunteer Hours

ongoing volunteers 
(minimum of 20 hours) Internal $200.00

Subtotal: $15,700.00

Technology

Goal Strategy Description of 
Resources Funding Source Available Amount

No Data No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Professional Development

Goal Strategy Description of 
Resources Funding Source Available Amount

No Data No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Other

Goal Strategy Description of 
Resources Funding Source Available Amount

No Data No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Grand Total: $15,700.00

 Prioritynmlkj  Focusnmlkj  Preventnmlkj  NAnmlkji

nmlkj nmlkj

School Advisory Council (SAC) Membership Compliance

The majority of the SAC members are not employed by the school district. The SAC is composed of the principal and an appropriately 
balanced number of teachers, education support employees, students (for middle and high school only), parents, and other business 
and community citizens who are representative of the ethnic, racial, and economic community served by the school. Please verify the 
statement above by selecting "Yes" or "No" below.

If NO, describe the measures being taken to Comply with SAC Requirement

Describe projected use of SAC funds Amount



No data submitted

Describe the activities of the School Advisory Council for the upcoming year



 

AYP DATA

SCHOOL GRADE DATA

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Trend Data 2011-2012
Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Trend Data 2010-2011
Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Trend Data 2009-2010

No Data Found

Broward School District
CHARTER SCHOOL OF EXCELLENCE
2010-2011 

  Reading
  

Math
  

Writing
  

Science
  

Grade
Points
Earned

 

% Meeting High 
Standards (FCAT 
Level 3 and Above)

91%  84%  81%  49%  305  

Writing and Science: Takes into account the % scoring 4.0 and above on 
Writing and the % scoring 3 and above on Science. Sometimes the 
District writing and/or science average is substituted for the writing and/or 
science component. 

% of Students Making 
Learning Gains 71%  57%      128 

3 ways to make gains:
● Improve FCAT Levels
● Maintain Level 3, 4, or 5
● Improve more than one year within Level 1 or 2

Adequate Progress of 
Lowest 25% in the 
School?

71% (YES)  60% (YES)      131  Adequate Progress based on gains of lowest 25% of students in reading 
and math. Yes, if 50% or more make gains in both reading and math. 

FCAT Points Earned         564   
Percent Tested = 
100%           Percent of eligible students tested

School Grade*         A   Grade based on total points, adequate progress, and % of students 
tested

Broward School District
CHARTER SCHOOL OF EXCELLENCE
2009-2010 

  Reading
  

Math
  

Writing
  

Science
  

Grade
Points
Earned

 

% Meeting High 
Standards (FCAT 
Level 3 and Above)

92%  88%  93%  61%  334  

Writing and Science: Takes into account the % scoring 4.0 and above on 
Writing and the % scoring 3 and above on Science. Sometimes the 
District writing and/or science average is substituted for the writing and/or 
science component. 

% of Students Making 
Learning Gains 80%  82%      162 

3 ways to make gains:
● Improve FCAT Levels
● Maintain Level 3, 4, or 5
● Improve more than one year within Level 1 or 2

Adequate Progress of 
Lowest 25% in the 
School?

83% (YES)  83% (YES)      166  Adequate Progress based on gains of lowest 25% of students in reading 
and math. Yes, if 50% or more make gains in both reading and math. 

FCAT Points Earned         662   
Percent Tested = 
100%           Percent of eligible students tested

School Grade*         A   Grade based on total points, adequate progress, and % of students 
tested


