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2012-2013 SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

PART I: CURRENT SCHOOL STATUS

School | nfor mation

School Name: Lake County Virtual School

District Name: Lake County Schools

Principal: Mr. Michael Elchenko

Superintendent: Dr. Susan Moxley

SAC Chair:

Date of School Board Approval:

Student Achievement Data and Reference M aterials:

The following links will open in a separate browsendow.
School Grades Trend Dat@se this data to complete Sections 1-4 of the ngpaind mathematics goals and Sections 1 and 2afiiting and science goals.)

Florida Comprehensive Assessment Test (FCAT)/Stdessessment Trend Ddtase this data to inform the problem-solving precesen writing goals.)

High School Feedback Report

K-12 Comprehensive Research Based Reading Plan

Administrators

List your school’'s administrators and briefly delsertheir certification(s), number of years at tuerent school, number of years as an administratat their prior performance
record with increasing student achievement at sabbol. Include history of School Grades, FCAT&téde assessment performance (percentage datatfmvement levels,

learning gains, Lowest 25%), and ambitious butedle annual measurable objective (AMO) progress.

Number of Number of Prior Performance Record (include prior School @sad
" Degree(s)/ FCAT/statewide assessment Achievement Levels,ileagains,
FERIE AETIS Certification(s) VEEIDEYS Years as an lowest 25%), and AMO progress, along with the aisged school
Current School  Administrator year) 4 prog ' 9
Learning Gains and moved Oak Park Middle to “B”
o . Masters Educational Eustis High maintained “C”

Principal Michael Elchenko Leadership, Math 6-12 0 22 Umatilla moved to “B” then maintained "C” readingigs and
lowest quartile gains

Assistant

Principal

June 2012
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I nstructional Coaches

List your school’s instructional coaches and byieliéscribe their certification(s), number of yeatshe current school, number of years as an ictébnal coach, and their prior
performance record with increasing student achiergrat each school. Include history of School Gsa#€AT/statewide assessment performance (percedtg for
achievement levels, learning gains, Lowest 25%),ambitious but achievable annual measurable abge@AMO) progress. Instructional coaches descrilbetthis section are only
those who are fully released or part-time teaclmersading, mathematics, or science and work ontii@school site.

Number of Number of Years ad Prior Performance Record (include prior School @sad

Subject Name Degree(s)/ Years at an Instructional FCAT/Statewide Assessment Achievement Levels, liegrn
Area Certification(s) Current School Coach Gains, Lowest 25%), and AMO progress along with the
associated school year)
BS in Elementary
Education from
University of South . )
Math. LA Florida. Masters in Ed As Literacy Coach at Groveland Elementary helped with
Science Tessie Osteen Leaders’hip from Grana 1 4 achieving A and making AYP. As 3rd grade lead for 8 years,
SS ! Canyon University as part of this brought FCAT scores from 62% to 84%

: ST o o) -
National Board Certified learning gains in math and 67% to 74% in reading.

Teacher, ESOL Certified;
Reading Endorsed.

Highly Effective Teachers
Describe the school-based strategies that willdegl #o recruit and retain high quality, highly effee teachers to the school.

Description of Strategy Person Responsible Projected Completion Date
1. Regular meetings/trainings with new teachers Tessie Osteen ongoing

2. Advertise all vacancies in both printed and on-line format Tessie Osteen/bookkeeper ongoing

3. Provide experienced mentors Tessie Osteen 9/1/2012

4.

June 2012
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Non-Highly Effective I nstructors

Provide the number of instructional staff and pesfgssionals that are teaching out-of-field ane/bo are NOT highly effective.
*When using percentages, include the number ohache percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).

Number of staff and paraprofessional that are fiegch
out-of-field/ and who are not highly effective.

Provide the strategies that are being implemerted
support the staff in becoming highly effective

—

Staff Demographics
Please complete the following demographic infororatibout the instructional staff in the school.

*When using percentages, include the number ohacahe percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).

5 -
Nu-lr;10tt)2|r of % of First- % of Teachers | % of Teachers | % of Teachers | % of Teachers| % Highly % Reading ) é\l(z;\;lr%nal % ESOL
. Year with 1-5 Years | with 6-14 Years| with 15+ Years | with Advanced Effective Endorsed o Endorsed
Instructional . . . Certified
Teachers of Experience of Experience of Experience Degrees Teachers Teachers Teachers
Staff Teachers
23 0% (0) 39%(9) 48%(11) 13%(3) 30% (7) 100% (23 2925) 4%(1) 35%(8)

Teacher Mentoring Program/Plan

Please describe the school's teacher mentoringammdglan by including the names of mentors, thea{ajrof mentees, rationale for the pairing, ancolbaned
mentoring activities.

Mentor Name

Mentee Assigned

Rationale for Pairing

Planned Mentoring Activities

Carolyn Mendez

Sara Fiske

Carolyn is a veteran with us and has
worked in the same subjects virtually tha

Sara is assigned.

Initial meeting, trade contact
information and have planned meetin
twice during the year.

DS

Carolyn Mendez

Kamille Chapman

Carolyn is a veteran with us and has
worked in the same subjects virtually that

Kamille is assigned.

Initial meeting, trade contact
information and have planned meetin
twice during the year.

DS

June 2012
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Both are at same Brick and Mortal Schod|,Initial meeting, trade contact

Amy Whittie John Durbin Amy is a veteran with us and she worked| information and have planned meetings
with FLVS over the summer twice during the year.
Tessie is a veteran with LCVS and has | Initial meeting, trade contact

Tessie Osteen Venessa King worked in the same subjects virtually that information and have planned meetings
Venessa is assigned. twice during the year.

June 2012
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Additional Reguirements

Coordination and I ntegration-Title | Schools Only

Please describe how federal, state, and localcgsrand programs will be coordinated and integriatélte school. Include other Title programs, Migrand
Homeless, Supplemental Academic Instruction fuadsyell as violence prevention programs, nutriposgrams, housing programs, Head Start, adult ¢idnca
career and technical education, and/or job trairaisgapplicable.

Title I, Part A

Title I, Part C- Migrant

Title I, Part D

Title Il

Title 11l

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

June 2012
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Multi-Tiered System of Supports (MTSS) /Response to I nstruction/I ntervention (Rtl)

School-Based MTSS/Rtl Team

Identify the school-based MTSS leadership team.
Michael Elchenko, Tessie Osteen, Victoria Bachntanidance Counselor)

Describe how the school-based MTSS leadership teaations (e.g., meeting processes and roles/fong}i How does it work with other school teamsrigaoize/coordinate
MTSS efforts?

The Leadership team will also meet weekly in otderoordinate school wide efforts. Individual statlfiles will be maintained for review at all miegfs or as
needed.

Describe the role of the school-based MTSS leagetshm in the development and implementation efsthool improvement plan (SIP). Describe how ttigoRblem-solving
process is used in developing and implementingiRe

The Rtl Leadership Team helps meet the goals obttheol Improvement Plan in all academic subjegt®busing on interventions which every child netalbe
successful.

MTSS Implementation

Describe the data source(s) and the data managsystaim(s) used to summarize data at each tieedaling, mathematics, science, writing, and bemavio

Baseline data: Florida Comprehensive Assessmext(H@AT), Progress Monitoring and Reporting NetwWBMRN), FAIR Assessment and Department of
Education

Midyear: FAIR,

End of Year. FCAT, FAIR

Describe the plan to train staff on MTSS.
Professional development will be provided durirgcteers’ during small elluminate sessions througtiweiyear.

Describe the plan to support MTSS.
Data meetings will be held three times a year t@yae student data and determine student needs.

Literacy Leadership Team (LLT)

School-Based Literacy Leadership Team

Identify the school-based Literacy Leadership T€habhT)
Michael Elchenko, Tessie Osteen, Bridgett Strattdotoria Bachman

Describe how the school-based LLT functions (ergpeting processes and roles/functions).
Team meets twice a year to determine how to inaatpditeracy into the school more cohesively.

What will be the major initiatives of the LLT thygar?
The team will analyze data for the areas that a¢teahtion. The LLT will formulate school wide lisey goals and monitor implementation of literatrategies.
This year the focus will be on reading in the cahteea.

Public School Choice
» Supplemental Educational Services (SES) Notification
Upload a copy of the SES Noaotification to Parentthandesignated upload link on the “Upload” page.

June 2012
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*Elementary Title | Schools Only: Pre-School Transition
Describe plans for assisting preschool childremmansition from early childhood programs to loc&neentary school programs as applicable.

*Grades 6-12 Only Sec. 1003.413 (2)(b) F.S
For schools with grades 6-12, how does the schumlre that every teacher contributes to the reddipgovement of every student?

Through our virtual curriculum, reading is a keymbnent. Thus the teacher contributes to readipgawement through focusing on reading
strategies to help students better grasp the conten

*High Schools Only
Note: Required for High School-Sec. 1003.413(2)@j)j) F.S.
How does the school incorporate applied and intedreourses to help students see the relationbkipgen subjects and relevance to their future?

Lake County Virtual Scho is preparing students to be College and careey rsadugh high expectations and tying the currioubo their future ereavors

How does the school incorporate students’ acadamiccareer planning, as well as promote studemseaeglections, so that students’ course of swiggiisonally
meaningful?

Academic courses that meet high school graduatidrcallege entrance requirements are linked withrial courses that focus on the student’s futareer goals..
Teachers coordinate course content and instrudtstraegies.

Postsecondary Transition

Note: Required for High School- Sec. 1008.37(4%. F.
Describe strategies for improving student readifi@sthe public postsecondary level based on armualysis of théligh School Feedback Report

Lake County Virtual School is committed to preparing our students to be College and Career Ready for success beyond high school
Lake County Virtual School’s Guidance Counselor is very involved in making sure that the students meet all the requirements as well as take the necessary courses to graduate high school and begin
their college and workforce careers.

June 2012
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PART II: EXPECTED IMPROVEMENTS
Reading Goals

* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).

Readi

ng Goals

Problem-Solving Process to | ncrease Student Achievement

Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi
areas in need of improvement for the following grou

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position

Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1A. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at

Achievement Level 3

in reading.

1A.1.Lack of motivation

Reading Goal #1A:

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Since this is our baseline

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

year we are striving fc

54% of our students to
lachieve proficiency in

reading at level 3 or highg?

on the 2013 FCAT.

1A.1. Weekly monitoring of
students and personal contact fo
both positive and negative
achievements

1A.1.Instructional Coach

1A.1.Higher completiorer&dr

courses than previously

1A.1.Weekly student progresy
reports

1A.2.Lack of student ability 1A.2.Incorporate Riap 1A.2.Instructional Coach 1A.2.FAIR testing 1A.2.PMR
Strategies across content areas {o
increase student reading abilitied

1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A3. 1A3.

1B. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students
scoring at Levels 4, 5, and 6 in reading.

1B.1.Lack of students in rigoroug
classes

Reading Goal #1B:

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Level of

Level of

Since this is our baseline

Performance:*

Performance:*

year we are striving fc
100% of our students to
achieve proficiency in

reading at level 3 or highd

1B.1 Ensure all level 4 and 5
students are in honor AP classes

1B.1.Instructional Coach

1B.1. Student
Transcripts/Schedules

1B.1.Enroliment report

on the 2013 FCAT.

1B.2.

1B.2.

1B.2.

1B.2.

1B.2.

1B.3.

1B.3.

1B.3.

1B.3.

1B.3.

June 2012
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Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi
areas in need of improvement for the following grou

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

2A. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at or above
Achievement Levels4 in reading.

classes

Reading Goal #2A:

Since this is our baseline
year we are striving fc
24% of our students to
lachieve proficiency in

reading at level 3 or highdk

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

2A.1. Lack of students in rigorou

PA.1. Ensure all level 4 and 5

students are in honor or AP clasy

2A.1. Instructional Coach
es

2A.1. Student
Transcripts/Schedules

2A.1. Enrollment report

on the 2013 FCAT. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2.
2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3.

2B. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students [2B.1. NA 2B.1.NA 2B.1.NA 2B.1. 2B.1.

scoring at or above Leve 7 in reading.

Reading Goal #2B: [2012 Current [2013 Expected

We do not have any Level of Level of

students who take the  [Performance:* [Performance:*

Alternate Assessments.
2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2.
2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3.

June 2012
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Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi
areas in need of improvement for the following grou

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3BA. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of students making

learning gainsin reading.

3A.1.Students not completing
courses in a timely manner

Reading Goal #3A: [2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Since this is our baseline [Level of

Level of

year we are striving fi759performance:

Performance:*

of our students to make
learning gains in reading.

3A.1. Weekly monitoring of
students, analyzing days worked
and progress made.

3A.1.Instructional Coach

3A.Higher completion rate fg
courses than previously

3A.1.Weekly student progresg
reports

3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2.
BA.3. 3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3.
3B. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Percentage [3B-1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1.
of students making learning gainsin reading.
Reading Goal #3B: [2012 Current [2013 Expected
We do not have anyone tfLevel of Level of
takes the Alternate Performance:* |Performance:*
Assessment.
3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.
3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.
June 2012
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Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi
areas in need of improvement for the following grou

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position

Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

4A. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of studentsin
lowest 25% making learning gainsin reading.

4A.1. Students are low in reading
ability.

Reading Goal #4A:

Since this is our baseline
year we are striving fc
75% of our students to
make learning gains in
reading.

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

MA.1. Incorporate reading strateg
in the content areas so students

of their school day.

4A.1. Instructional Coach
hre

using reading techniques in all ajea

4A.1. Classroom walkttglosi

4A.1. FAIR and PMRN

4A.2. Students are low in readingdA.2. Add an Intensive Reading J4A.2. Instructional Coach 4A.2. Increase in Student |4A.2. FAIR
ability. class to give students extra reading. achievement.
4A.3. 4A.3. 4A.3. 4A.3. 4A.3.
4B. Florida Alternate Assessment: Percentage 4B-1. 4B.1. 4B.1. 4B.1. 4B.1.
of studentsin lowest 25% making learning
gainsin reading.
Reading Goal #4B: [2012 Current [2013 Expected
We do not have anyone tf-evel of Level of
takes the Alternate Performance:* |Performance:*
Assessment.
4B.2. 4B.2. 4B.2. 4B.2. 4B.2.
4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3.
June 2012
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reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi
areas in need of improvement for the following sobgs:

Responsible for Monitoring

Effectiveness of Strategy

Based on ambitious but achievable Annual Measural 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017
Objectives (AMOs), identify reading and mathematic
performance target for the following years
BA. In six years Baseline data
school will reduce 2010-2011
their achievement
gap by 50%.
Reading Goal #5A:
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta 4 Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool

5B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White,  [5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1.
Black, Hispanic, Asian, American Indiandt ‘E’;{;‘gﬁ;
making satisfactory progressin reading. Hispanic:
Reading Goal #5B: [2012 Current [2013 ExpectediAsian:
i Level of Level of lAmerican Indian:
Performance:* |Performance:*
White: White:
Black: Black:
Hispanic: Hispanic:
JAsian: JAsian:
JAmerican JAmerican
Indian: Indian:
5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2.
5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3.

June 2012
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Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following sob@:
5C. English Language Learners (ELL) not 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1.
making satisfactory progressin reading.
Reading Goal #5C: [2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2.
5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following sobg:
5D. Studentswith Disabilities (SWD) not 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1.
making satisfactory progressin reading.
Reading Goal #5D: [2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2.
5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3.

June 2012
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Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g

Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following sob@:
5E. Economically Disadvantaged students not [°E.1. SE.1. SE.1. SE.1L. SE.1.
making satisfactory progressin reading.
Reading Goal #5E: [2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
5E.2. 5E.2. 5E.2. 5E.2. 5E.2.
5E.3. 5E.3. 5E.3. 5E.3. 5E.3.

Reading Professional Development

PD Content/Topic PD Facilitator

Grade Level/

PD Participants

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional L ear ning Community (PLC) or PD Activities

Please note that eastrategy does not require a professional developmeRt C activity

Target Dates (e.g., early relea o .
and/or PLC Eocus Subiect and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, |and Schedules (e.g., frequenc Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring Personfgl; I;/Ioosrl]tiltgr:irlfesponsmle
! PLC Leader or school-wide) meetings) 9
Incorporating Reading )
Strategies throughout conté All Instructional Coag Content area teachers First Tuesday of e_ach month Classroom walkthroughs Instructional Coach
areas through Elluminate.
June 2012
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Reading Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only scho(funded activities/materials and exclude districtdad activities/materia ( LCVS is not given a budget for Reading at thise

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouxrh

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouxrh

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouxrh

Subtotal:

Total:

End of Reading Goals

June 2012
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Comprehensive English L anquage L ear ning Assessment (CEL L A) Goals

* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).

CELLA Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease L anguage Acquisition

Students speak in English and understand spokelisEn Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
at grade level in a manner similar to non-ELL shide Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
1. Students scoring proficient in 1.1. 11 11 11 11
listening/speaking.
CELLA Goal #1: 2012 Current Percent of Studd
Proficient in Listening/Speaking:
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.
Students read grade-level text in English in a reann Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
similar to non-ELL students. Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
2. Students scoring proficient in reading. 2.1. 21. 21. 2.1. 21
CELLA Goal #2: 2012 Current Percent of Studd
Proficient in Reading:
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.

June 2012
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Students write in English at grade level in a manne
similar to non-ELL students.

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Responsible for Monitoring

Person or Position

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3. Students scoring proficient in writing.

CELLA Goal #3:

2.1. 2.1. 2.1. 2.1. 2.1.
2012 Current Percent of Studd
Proficient in Writing :
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.

June 2012
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CELLA Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only schor-based funded activities/materials and excludeidigtided activities/materia

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouxrh

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouxrh

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouxrh

Subtotal:

Total:

End of CELLA Goals

June 2012
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Elementary School M athematics Goals

* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).

Elementary Mathematics Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

Process Used to Determing

Evaluation Tool

Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following group:

1A. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at 1A.1. 1AL 1AL 1A1. 1AL

Achievement Level 3in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected

1A Level of Level of

— Performance:* |Performance:*
1A.2. 1A2. 1A2. 1A2. 1A2.
1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A3. 1A.3.

1B. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Students  [1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1.

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

Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected

41B: Level of Level of

— Performance:* |Performance:*
1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2.
1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3.

June 2012
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Elementary School M athematics Goals

* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).

Elementary Mathematics Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

Process Used to Determing

Evaluation Tool

Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following group:

1A. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at 1A.1. 1AL 1AL 1A1. 1AL

Achievement Level 3in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected

1A Level of Level of

— Performance:* |Performance:*
1A.2. 1A2. 1A2. 1A2. 1A2.
1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A3. 1A.3.

1B. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Students  [1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1.

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

Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected

41B: Level of Level of

— Performance:* |Performance:*
1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2.
1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3.

June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on the analysis of student achievement data &

Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following group:
2A. FCAT 2.0: Studentsscoring at or above [2A-1. 2A.1. 2A.1. 2A.1. 2A.1.
Achievement Levels4 and 5in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
oA Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2.
2A.3. 2A3. 2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3.
2B. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students  [2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1.
scoring at or above Level 7 in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
oB: Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2.
2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3.

June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following group:
3A. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of students making [3A-1. 3A.1. 3A.1. 3A.L 3A.1.
lear ning gainsin mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
43 A Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2.
3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3. 3A3. 3A.3.
3B. Florida Alternate Assessment: Percentage [3B-1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1.
of students making learning gainsin
mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
43B: Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.
3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.

June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29,

2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on the analysis of student achievement data &

Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following group:
AA. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of studentsin 4A.1. 4A.1. 4A.1. 4A.1. 4A.1.
lowest 25% making learning gainsin
mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
AN Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2.
4A.3. 4A.3. 4A.3. 4A.3. 4A.3.
4B. Florida Alternate Assessment: Percentage [4B-1. 4B.1. 4B.1. 4B.1. 4B.1.
of studentsin lowest 25% making learning
gainsin mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current |2013 Expected|
4B Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
4B.2. 4B.2. 4B.2. 4B.2. 4B.2.
4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3.
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on ambitious but achievable Annual Measural 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 | 2016-2017
Objectives (AMOs), identify reading and mathematicg
performance target for the following years

BA. In six years Baseline data 2010-2011
school will reduce
their achievement
gap by 50%.

Mathematics Goal #5A:

Based on the analysis of student achievement ddta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following subgroups:
5B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White,  [5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1.
Black, Hispanic, Asian, American Indiandt ‘é\{g'ctlf_'

making satisfactory progressin mathematics. |yispanic:
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected|Asian:

EB: Level of Level of lAmerican Indian:
— Performance:* |Performance:*

White: White:

Black: Black:

Hispanic: Hispanic:

lAsian: JAsian:

lJAmerican JAmerican

Indian: Indian:
5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2.
5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following subgroup:
5C. English Language Learners (ELL) not 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1.
making satisfactory progressin mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
450 Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2.
5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following subgroup:
5D. Studentswith Disabilities (SWD) not 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1.
making satisfactory progressin mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
45D Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2.
5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3.
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on the analysis of student achievement data &

Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following subgroup:

5E. Economically Disadvantaged students not [5E.1. SE.1. SE.1. SE.1L. SE.1.

making satisfactory progressin mathematics.

Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected

45E: Level of Level of

— Performance:* |Performance:*
5E.2. 5E.2. 5E.2. 5E.2. 5E.2.
5E.3. 5E.3. 5E.3. 5E.3. 5E.3.

End of Elementary School Mathematics Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Middle School M athematics Goals
* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).

Middle School M athematics Goals Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement
Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following group:
1A. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at 1A.1. Students not completing |1A.1. Monitor weekly progress td1A.1. Instructional Coach 1A.1. Completion of caes's |1A.1. Student weekly progreg
A chievement Leve 3in mathematics. courses in a timely manner levaluatestudent progress in class report
’ Motivate students through persothal

Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected calls regarding progress.

1A Level of Level of

Since: this is our baseline Performance:* |Performance:*

lyear we are striving fc

61% of our students to

lachieve proficiency in

reading at level 3 or highg=

o o3 FeAT O A2, A2, A2, 1A2. A2,
1A.3. 1A3. 1A3. 1A3. 1A3.

1B. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Students  [1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1.

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

Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected

41B: Level of Level of

EE Performance:* |Performance:*
1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2.
1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on the analysis of student achievement data &
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas

in need of improvement for the following group:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

2A. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at or above
IAchievement Levels4 and 5 in mathematics.

classes

Mathematics Goal

H2A:

Since this is our baseline
year we are striving fc
29% of our students to
lachieve proficiency in

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

2A.1. Lack of students in rigorou

RA.1. Verify that all students with|
previouslevel 3 or higher on FCA]
Math are in Honor or AP classes

2A.1. Instructional Coach

2A.1. More students gorbus
courses

2A.1. Student Transcripts and
schedules

reading at level 3 or highg

on the 2013 FCAT. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2.
2A.3. 2A3. 2A3. 2A.3. 2A.3.

2B. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Students  [2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1.

scoring at or above Level 7 in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected

oB: Level of Level of

" Performance:* [Performance:*

\We do not have any

students who take the

Alternate Assessment
2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2.
2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on the analysis of student achievement data &
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas
in need of improvement for the following group:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3A. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of students making [3A-1. 3A.L. 3A.L 3A.L. 3A.L

lear ning gainsin mathematics.

Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected

43 A Level of Level of

Since: this is our baseline Performance:* |Performance:*

year we are striving fc

75% of our studentsiaking

learning gains on 2013

FCAT. 3A.2. 3A2. 3A2. 3A2. 3A2.
3A.3. 3A3. 3A3. 3A3. 3A3.

3B. Florida Alternate Assessment: Percentage [3B-1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1.

of students making learning gainsin

mathematics.

Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected

43B: Level of Level of

— Performance:* |Performance:*
3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.
3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.

June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following group:

AA. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of studentsin 4A.1. 4A.1. 4A.1. 4A.1. 4A.1.

lowest 25% making learning gainsin
mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected

AN Level of Level of
— Performance:* [Performance:*

Since this is our baseline
year we are striving fc
75% of our students to

make learning gains in

mathematics. 4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2.
4A.3. 4A.3. 4A.3. 4A.3. 4A.3.

4B. Florida Alternate Assessment: Percentage [4B-1. 4B.1. 4B.1. 4B.1. 4B.1.

of studentsin lowest 25% making learning
gainsin mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected

’ Level of Level of
#AB. Performance:* [Performance:*

4B.2. 4B.2. 4B.2. 4B.2. 4B.2.

4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on ambitious but achievable Annual Measural 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017
Objectives (AMOs), identify reading and mathematics
performance target for the following years

BA. In six years, Baseline data 2010-2011
school will reduce
their achievement
gap by 50%.

Mathematics Goal #5A:

Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following subgroups:
5B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White, 5B.1.Individualized support for [5B.1.Data chats with teachers arfiB.1.Instructional Coach 5B.1.Classroom Walkthrayg|sB.1.Student progression in
Black, Hispanic, Asian, American Indiandt students with students. Data chats coursework
’ ’ ’ \White:

making satisfactory progressin mathematics. |gjack:
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current 2013 Expected|Hispanic:

458 Level of Level of Asian:
— Performance:* |Performance:* [American Indian:

White:

White: Black:

Black: Hispanic:

Hispanic: JAsian:

JAsian: JAmerican

JAmerican Indian:

Indian
5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2.
5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
33



2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following subgroup:
5C. English Language Learners (ELL) not 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1.
making satisfactory progressin mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
450 Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2.
5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following subgroup:
5D. Studentswith Disabilities (SWD) not 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1.
making satisfactory progressin mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
45D Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2.
5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3.
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following subgroup:
5E. Economically Disadvantaged students not [5E.1. SE.1. SE.1. SE.1L. SE.1.
making satisfactory progressin mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
45E: Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
5E.2. 5E.2. 5E.2. 5E.2. 5E.2.
SE.3. 5E.3. 5E.3. 5E.3. 5E.3.
End of Middle School Mathematics Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Florida Alter nate Assessment High School M athematics Goals

* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).

High School M athematics Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas] Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following group:
1. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Students 1.1. 11. 11. 11 11
scoring at Levels 4, 5, and 6 in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal #12012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement ddita 3 Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas] Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following group:
2. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Students 2.1. 21. 21 2.1. 21.
scoring at or above Level 7 in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal #2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.

June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas] Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following group:
3. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Percentage of(3.1. 3.1. 3.1. 3.1 3.1.
students making learning gainsin
mathematics.
Mathematics Goal #2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
3.2. 3.2. 3.2. 3.2. 3.2.
3.3. 3.3. 3.3. 3.3. 3.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following group:
4. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Per centage off4-1. 4.1 4.1 4.1. 4.1
studentsin lowest 25% making lear ning gains
in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal #42012 Current |2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
4.2. 4.2. 4.2. 4.2. 4.2.
4.3. 4.3. 4.3. 4.3. 4.3.

End of Florida Alternate Assessment High Schoolndiatatics Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Algebra 1 End-of-Course (EOC) Goals (this section needs to be completed by all schbalshave students taking the Algebra | EOC)

* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).

Algebra 1 EOC Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi
areas in need of improvement for the following grou

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1. Students scoring at Achievement Level 3in
Algebra 1.

Algebra 1 Goal #1:

2013 Expected|
Level of
Performance:*

2012 Current
Level of
Performance:*

Since this is our baseline

1.1. Completing course work.

year we are striving fc
56% of our students to
achieve a level 3 on the

1.1. Monitor studemigress to

course work on schedule.

make sure students are completi

1.1.Instructional Coach
g

1.1.Student Course Congie

i1.1. Student Weekly Progresy
Reports

Algebra | EOC. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta 4 Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
2. Students scoring at or above Achievement [2.1. 21. 21. 2.1. 21.
Levels4 and 5in Algebra 1.
Algebra Goal #2: 2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Since this is our baseline [Performance:* |Performance:*
year we are striving fc
18% of our students to
achieve a level 4 or 5 on
the Algebra | EOC. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on ambitious but achievable Annual Measural 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017
Objectives (AMOs), identify reading and mathematic
performance target for the following years

3A. In six years, Baseline data 2010-2011
school will reduce
their achievement
gap by 50%.

IAlgebra 1 Goal #3A:

Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta 4 Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following sobgs:
3B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White, [3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1.
Black, Hispanic, Asian, American Indiant ‘é\{;"ctlf_'

making satisfactory progressin Algebral.  |yispanic:

IAlgebra 1 Goal #3B:|2012 Current [2013 ExpectedAsian:
Level of Level of lAmerican Indian:
Performance:* |Performance:*

White: White:

Black: Black:

Hispanic: Hispanic:

JAsian: JAsian:

JAmerican JAmerican

Indian: Indian:
3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.
3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following sob@:
3C. English Language Learners (ELL) not 3C.1. 3C.1L. 3C.1L. 3C.1. 3C.1.
making satisfactory progressin Algebra 1.
Algebra 1 Goal #3C:[2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
3C.2. 3C.2. 3C.2. 3C.2. 3C.2.
3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following sobg:
3D. Studentswith Disabilities (SWD) not 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1.
making satisfactory progressin Algebra 1.
Algebra 1 Goal #3D:[2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2.
3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi
areas in need of improvement for the following sob@:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3E. Economically Disadvantaged students not
making satisfactory progressin Algebra 1.

Algebra 1 Goal #3E:|2012 Current

3E.1. 3E.1. 3E.1. 3E.1. 3E.1.
2013 Expected|
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
3E.2. 3E.2. 3E.2. 3E.2. 3E.2.
3E.3. 3E.3. 3E.3. 3E.3. 3E.3.

End of Algebra 1 EOC Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Geometry End-of-Cour se Goals (this section needs to be completed by all schibalshave students taking the Geometry EOC)

* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).

Geometry EOC Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi
areas in need of improvement for the following grou

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1. Students scoring at Achievement Level 3in [L.1. 1.1.Review score results 1.1.Principal 1.¢i¢ve delivery of vendor [1.1.

Geometry. product

Geometry Goal #1: |2012 Current [2013 Expected|

Level of Level of

Since this is our baseline [Performance:* |Performance:*

year we are striving fc

48% of our students to

achieve a level 3 on the

Geometry EOC. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.

Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta 4
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi
areas in need of improvement for the following grou

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

2. Students scoring at or above Achievement [2.1. 2.1.Test score reults 2.1.PRincipal 2.1.Reeveurriculum of 2.1.

Levels4 and 5in Geometry. endor

Geometry Goal #2: [2012 Current [2013 Expected|

Since this is our baseline [Level of Level of

year we are striving fc ~ [2erformance:* [Performance:*

63% of our students to

achieve a level 3 on the

Geometry EOC.
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.

June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on ambitious but achievable Annual Measural 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017
Objectives (AMOs), identify reading and mathematic
performance target for the following years

3A. In six years, Baseline data 2011-2012
school will reduce
their achievement
gap by 50%.

Geometry Goal #3A:

Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta 4 Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following sobgs:
3B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White, [3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1.
Black, Hispanic, Asian, American Indiant ‘é\{;"ctlf_'

making satisfactory progressin Geometry. |yjispanic:
Geometry Goal #3B:J2012 Current [2013 ExpectediAsian:

Level of Level of lAmerican Indian:
Performance:* |Performance:*

White: White:

Black: Black:

Hispanic: Hispanic:

Asian: JAsian:

JAmerican JAmerican

Indian: Indian:
3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.
3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following sob@:
3C. English Language Learners (ELL) not 3C.1. 3C.1L. 3C.1. 3C.1. 3C.1.
making satisfactory progressin Geometry.
Geometry Goal #3C12012 Current [2013 Expected|
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
3C.2. 3C.2. 3C.2. 3C.2. 3C.2.
3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following sobg:
3D. Studentswith Disabilities (SWD) not 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1L. 3D.1.
making satisfactory progressin Geometry.
Geometry Goal #3D312012 Current [2013 Expected|
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2.
3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3.

June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g

Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following sob@:
3E. Economically Disadvantaged students not [3E.1. 3E.L 3E.L 3E.L 3E.L
making satisfactory progressin Geometry.
Geometry Goal #3E:|2012 Current [2013 Expected|
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
3E.2. 3E.2. 3E.2. 3E.2. 3E.2.
3E.3. 3E.3. 3E.3. 3E.3. 3E.3.

End of Geometry EOC Goals

M athematics Pr ofessional Devel opment

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional L ear ning Community (PLC) or PD Activities

Please note that eastrategy does naequire a professional development or PLC acti
. PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g., early relea - .
Zr?d/co?rgigﬂggglcs Grgﬂ%j:i\t/ev and/or (e.g., PLC, subject! grade level, [and Schedule@e._g., frequency Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring FEIEE fg'; I;/Ioosrl]tiltgr:ir%esponsmle
PLC Leader or school-wide) meetings)

Since our teachers are onfy

adjunct, they receive thei

Professional Developmen

from the school that they afe

teaching at full time.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
M athematics Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only school-based funded activities/mate@ad exclude district funded activities /matexial

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouxrh
No budget

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source o

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source o

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source o

Subtotal:

Total:

End of Mathematics Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011

46




2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Elementary and Middle School Science Goals

* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).

Elementary and Middle Science
Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta 4 Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
1A. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at 1AL, 1A1. 1A1. 1A1. 1A1.
Achievement Level 3in science.
Science Goal #1A: [2012 Current |2013 Expected|
Since this is our baseline [Level of Level of
lyear, we are striving fc ~ [Performance:* [Performance:
45% of our students to
achieve Level 3 or higher
on FCAT Science.
1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2.
1A.3. 1A3. 1A3. 1A3. 1A3.
1B. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students  |1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1.
scoring at Levels 4, 5, and 6 in science.
Science Goal #1B: [2012 Current |2013 Expected|
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2.
1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3.

June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
2A. FCAT 2.0: Studentsscoring at or above [2A.1. 2A.1. 2A.L. 2A.1. 2A.1.
Achievement Levels4 and 5in science.
Science Goal #2A: [2012 Current |2013Expected
Since this is our baseline [Level of Level of
year, we are striving fc  [Performance:* |Performance:*
11% of our students to
achieve Level 3 or higher
on FCAT Science.
2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2.
2A.3. 2A3. 2A3. 2A.3. 2A.3.
2B. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students  [2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1.
scoring at or above Level 7 in science.
Science Goal #2B: (2012 Current [2013Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2.
2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3.

End of Elementary and Middle School Science Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Florida Alter nate Assessment High School Science Goals

* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).

High School Science Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
1. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Students 1.1. 11 11. 11 1.1.
scoring at Levels 4, 5, and 6in science.
Science Goal #1: 2012 Current [2013 Expected|
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement aadh, Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions”, identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
2. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Students 2.1. 2.1 21. 2.1. 21
scoring at or above Level 7 in science.
Science Goal #2: 2012 Current [2013Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.

End of Florida Alternate Assessment High Schoa@r®a Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Biology 1 End-of-Cour se (EOC) Goals (this section needs to be completed by all schtalshave students taking the Biology | EOC)

* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).

Biology 1 EOC Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
1. Students scoring at Achievement Level 3in [L.1. 1.1. 1.1.Principal 1.1.Review passing rate and |1.1.
Biology 1 students success on benchmayks.
Biology 1 Goal #1: [2012 Current [2013 Expected
Since this is our baselinel-evel of Level of
year we are striving fc  [Performance:* |Performance:*
47% of our students to
achieve a level 3 on the
Biology EOC.
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta 4 Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
2. Students scoring at or above Achievement [2.1. 2.1. 2.1.Principal 2.1.Review scores to monito]2.1.
Levels4 and 5in Biology 1 effectiveness of virtual prograrp
’ selected.
Biology 1 Goal #2: [2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Since this is our baseline [Performance:* |Performance:*
year we are striving fc
26% of our students to
achieve a level 4 or 5 on {
Geometry EOC. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2,
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.

End of Biology 1 EOC Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Science Professional Development

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional L ear ning Community (PLC) or PD Activity

Please note that each Strategy does not requi@fespional development or PLC activity.

PD Content /Topic

PD Facilitator

PD Patrticipants

Target Dates (e.g. , Early

and/or PLC Focus L Grade_ and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, d Release) and Schedules (e.g Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring PR O Posit_ion_ Responsible for
evel/Subject PLC L . - Monitoring
eader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
Since our teachers are only
adjunct, they receive their
Professional Development
from the school that they are
teaching at full time.
Science Budget (Insert rows as needed)
Include only schor-based funded activities/materials and excludeidistmded activities/materia
Evidence-based Program(s)/Materials(s)
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
No budget
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouxrh
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Subtotal:
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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| Total:

End of Science Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Writing Goals

* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).

Writing Goals Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questiofisdentify and define areas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
need of improvement for the following group:

1A. FCAT: Studentsscoring at Achievement [LA.1. 1AL 1A1. 1AL 1A1.

Level 3.0 and higher in writing.

\Writing Goal #1A: 2012 Current |2013 Expected|

Since this is our baseline [Level of Level of

lyear we are striving fc  [Performance:* [Performance:*

67%o0f our students to

lachieve proficiency in

lwriting at level 3 or higher

on the 2013 FCAT. 1A.2. 1A2. 1A2. 1A2. 1A2.
1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A3. 1A.3.

1B. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Students [1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1.

scoring at 4 or higher in writing.

\Writing Goal #1B: [2012 Current [2013 Expected

Level of Level of

n/a Performance:* |[Performance:*
1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2.
1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3.

June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Writing Professional Development

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional L ear ning Community (PLC) or PD Activity

Please note that each Strategy does not requi@fespional development or PLC activity.

PD Content /Topic
and/or PLC Focus

Grade PD Facilitator

Level/Subject PLC Leader

PD Patrticipants
and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, g
school-wide)

Target Dates (e.g. , Early

Release) and Schedules (e.d

frequency of meetings)

Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring

Person or Position Responsible for
Monitoring

Since our teachers are only
adjunct, they receive their
Professional Development
from the school that they are
teaching at full time.

Writing Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only schor-based funded activities/materials and excludeidigtided activities/materia

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

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

oumh

No budget

Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

oumh

Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

oumh

Subtotal:

Other

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

oumh

Subtotal:

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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‘ Total:

End of Writing Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Civics End-of-Course (EOC) Goals (required in year 2014-2015)

* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

CivicsEOC Goals
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
1. Students scoring at Achievement Level 3in [1.1. 1.1. 11 11. 11
Civics.
Civics Goal #1: 2012 Current [2013 Expected|
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta 4 Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
2. Students scoring at or above Achievement [2.1. 2.1 21. 2.1. 21.
Levels4 and 5in Civics.
Civics Goal #2: 2012 Current [2013 Expected|
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Civics Professional Development

Please note that each Strategy does not requi@espional development or PLC activity.

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional L ear ning Community (PLC) or PD 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, g
school-wide)

Target Dates (e.g. , Early
Release) and Schedules (e.
frequency of meetings)

Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring

Person or Position Responsible for
Monitoring

Since our teachers are only
adjunct, they receive their

Professional Development
from the school that they afe
teaching at full time.

Civics Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include onlyschoo-based funded activities/materials and excludeidigtinded activities /materia

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

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

oumh

No budget

Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

oumh

Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

oumh

Subtotal:

Other

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

oumh

Subtotal:

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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‘ Total:

End of Civics Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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U.S. History End-of-Course (EOC) Goals (required in year 2013-2014)

* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).

U.S. History EOC Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
1. Students scoring at Achievement Level 3in [1.1. 1.1. 11 11. 11
U.S. History.
U.S. HistoryGoal #1]2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta 4 Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
2. Students scoring at or above Achievement [2.1. 2.1 21. 2.1. 21.
Levels4 and 5in U.S. History.
U.S. History Goal #2}2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.

June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29,

2011
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U.S. History Professional Development

Please note that each Strategy does not requiaespional development or PLC activity.

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional L ear ning Community (PLC) or PD Activity

PD Content /Topic

Grade PD Facilitator

PD Participants

Target Dates (e.g. , Early

Person or Position Responsible for

and/or PLC Focus . and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, ¢ Release) and Schedules (e. Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring o
—suelEleel PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings) e
Since our teachers are only
adjunct, they receive their
Professional Development
from the school that they alle
teaching at full time
U.S. History Budget (Insert rows as needed)
Include only schor-based funded activities/materials and excludeidistmded activities /materia
Evidence-based Program(s)/Materials(s)
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouxrh
No budget
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouxrh
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouxrh
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouxrh
Subtotal:
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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‘ Total:

End of U.S. History Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Attendance G

oal(s)

* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).

Attendance Goal(s)

Problem-solving Processto I ncrease Attendance

Based on the analysis of attendance data and metete
“Guiding Questions,” identify and define areas @ed of

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1. Attendance

IAttendance Goal #1:

improvement:

1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.

2012 Current |2013 Expected|

Attendance  |Attendance

Rate:* Rate:*

2012 Current [2013 Expected|

Number of Number of

Students with |Students with

Excessive Excessive

IAbsences IAbsences

(10 or more) |(10 or more)

2012 Current [2013 Expected|

Number of Number of

Students with |Students with

Excessive Excessive

Tardies (10 or [Tardies (10 or

more) more)
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Attendance Professional Development

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional L ear ning Community (PLC) or PD Activity

Please note that each Strategy does not requi@fespional development or PLC activity.

PD Content /Topic

Grade PD Facilitator

PD Participants

Target Dates (e.g. , Early

Person or Position Responsible for

and/or PLC Focus Level/Subject and/or (e.g., PLC, subject_, grade level, d Release) and SchedL_JIes (e.d Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
Since our teachers are only
adjunct, they receive their
Professional Development
from the school that they ane
teaching at full time.
Attendance Budget (Insert rows as needed)
Include only schotr-based fundeactivities/materials and exclude district fundetiviiies /materials
Evidence-based Program(s)/Materials(s)
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
No budget
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouxrh
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Subtotal:

Total:

End of Attendance Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Suspension Goal(s)

* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents next to the pagee(d.g. 70% (35)).

1. Suspension

Suspension Goal #

Suspension Goal(s) Problem-solving Process to Decr ease Suspension
Based on the analysis of suspension data, ané&nefeto “Guiding Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
Questions,” identify and define areas in need gfrowement: Responsible for Effectiveness of
Monitoring Strategy
1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
2012 Total Number [2013 Expected
of In —School Number of
Suspensions |In- School
Suspensions
2012 Total Number [2013 Expected
of Students Number of Student
Suspended Suspended
lin-Schoo lin -Schoo
2012 Total 2013 Expected
Number of Ou-of-  |Number of
School SuspensiondOut-of-School
|Suspensions
2012 Total Number [2013 Expected
of Students Number of Student
Suspended Suspended
Out- of- School Out- of-School
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Suspension Professional Development

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional L ear ning Community (PLC) or PD Activity

Please note that each Strategy does not requiaespional development or PLC activity.

PD Content /Topic

Grade

PD Facilitator

PD Participants

Target Dates (e.g. , Early

Person or Position Responsible for

and/or PLC Focus . and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, d Release) and Schedules (e.g Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring o
—sUElE L] PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings) el
Since our teachers are only
adjunct, they receive their
Professional Development
from the school that they ane
teaching at full time
Suspension Budget (Insert rows as needed)
Include only schor-based funded activities/materials and excludeidistmded activities /materia
Evidence-based Program(s)/Materials(s)
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
No budget
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Subtotal:
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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‘ Total:

End of Suspension Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Dropout Prevention Goal(s)

Note: Required for High School- F.S., Sec. 1003.53
* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents next to the pagee(d.g. 70% (35)).

1. Dropout Prevention

Dropout Prevention

Goal #1:

*Please refer to the
percentage of studen
who dropped out during|
the 2011-2012 school

year

Dropout Prevention Goal(s) Problem-solving Process to Dropout Prevention
Based on the analysis of parent involvement dathyeference to Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
“Guiding Questions,” identify and define areas é@ed of Responsible for Effectiveness of
improvement: Monitoring Strategy
1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
2012 Current 2013 Expected
Dropout Rate:* [Dropout Rate:*
2012 Current 2013 Expected
Graduation Rate:iGraduation Rate:*
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.

Dropout Prevention Professional Development

Please note that each Strategy does not requi@espional development or PLC activity.

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional L ear ning Community (PLC) or PD 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, g

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

Since our teachers are only
adjunct, they receive their
Professional Development
from the school that they are
teaching at full time.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Dropout Prevention Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only schot-based funded activities/materials and excludeidistmded activitie/materials

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouxrh
No budget

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:

Total:

End of Dropout Prevention Goal(s)

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Par ent I nvolvement Goal(s)

Upload Option-For schools completing the Par ental I nvolvement Policy/Plan (P1P) pleaseinclude a copy for this section.
Online Template- For schools completing the PIP a link will be provided that will direct you to this plan.

* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents next to the pagee(d.g. 70% (35)).

Par ent I nvolvement Goal(s)

Problem-solving Process to Parent | nvolvement

Based on the analysis of parent involvement dathyeference to
“Guiding Questions,” identify and define areas éed of
improvement:

1. Parent I nvolvement

1.

*Please refer to the

participated in schoc
activities, duplicated or
unduplicated

Parent Involvement Goal

percentage of parents wi

Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
Responsible for Effectiveness of
Monitoring Strategy

1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Parent |Level of Parent
Involvement:* |Involvement:*

1.2. 1.2. 1.2 1.2. 1.2.

1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.

Parent Involvement Professional Development

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional L ear ning Community (PLC) or PD Activity

Please note that each Strategy does not requi@espional development or PLC activ

PD Content /Topic
and/or PLC Focus

Grade
Level/Subject

PD Facilitator
and/or
PLC Leader

PD Participants

(e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, g

school-wide)

Target Dates (e.g. , Early
Release) and Schedules (e
frequency of meetings)

.d Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring

Person or Position Responsible for
Monitoring

Since our teachers are only
adjunct, they receive their
Professional Development
from the school that they are
teaching at full time

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Parent I nvolvement Budget

Include only schorbasecfunded activities/materials and exclude districtdad activities /materia

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
No budget

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouxrh

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouxrh

Subtotal:

Total:

End of Parent Involvement Goal(s)

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Science, Technology, Engineering, and Mathematics (STEM) Goal(s)

STEM Goal(s) Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement
Based on the analysis of school data, identifyaefihe Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
areas in need of improvement: Responsible for Effectiveness of
Monitoring Strategy
STEM Goal #1: 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.

STEM Professional Development

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional L ear ning Community (PLC) or PD Activity

Please note that each Strategy does not requiaespional development or PLC activity.

PD Content /Topic PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g. , Early - .
and/or PLC Focus Levglggﬂ%'ect and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, d Release) and Schedules (e.g Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring Person or ;cz]srl]tiltgﬂnResponsmle el
| PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings) 9

Since our teachers are onlyf
adjunct, they receive their
Professional Development
from the school that they are
teaching at full time.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
STEM Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only schot-based funded activities/materials and excludeidigtmded activities /materia

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
No budget

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouh

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouh

Subtotal:

Total:

End of STEM Goal(s)

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Career and Technical Education (CTE) Goal(s)

CTE Goal(s) Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement
Based on the analysis of school data, identifyaefihe Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
areas in need of improvement: Responsible for Effectiveness of
Monitoring Strategy
CTE Goal #1: 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.

CTE Professional Development

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional L ear ning Community (PLC) or PD Activity

Please note that each Strategy does not requiaespional 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, g
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

Since our teachers are onlyf
adjunct, they receive their
Professional Development
from the school that they are
teaching at full time.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
CTE Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only schor-based funded activities/materials and excludeidigtinded activities /materia

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouh
No budget

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouh

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouh

Subtotal:

Total:

End of CTE Goal(s)

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Additional Goal(s)

* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents next to the pagee(d.g. 70% (35)).

Additional Goal(s)

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

Based on the analysis of school data, identifydefthe
areas in need of improvement:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position

Responsible for
Monitoring

Effectiveness of
Strategy

Process Used to Determine

Evaluation Tool

1. Additional Goal

1.1.

1.1. Inform parents and stude

1.1.Principal

IAdditional Goal #1:

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Level :*

Level :*

The goal is to eliminate any cybg

during enroliment that cyber
bullying will not be tolerated.

bullying that may occur due to th
on-line nature of Virtual School
leducation.

e

No incidents o
cyber bullying

have occurred

0 incidents will
occur

Schools Department

1.1.Review data from County Sajé.1.SESIR Report

1.2. 1.2.

1.2.

1.2

1.2

1.3. 1.3.

1.3.

13.

13.

Additional Goals Professional Development

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional L ear ning Community (PLC) or PD Activity

Please note that each Strategy does not requiaespional development or PLC activity.

PD Content /Topic
and/or PLC Focus

Level/Subject

Grade

PD Facilitator
and/or
PLC Leader

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

Since our teachers are onlyf
adjunct, they receive their
Professional Development
from the school that they are
teaching at full time.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Additional Goal(s) Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only schot-based funded activities/materials and excludeidigtmded activities /materia

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouh
No budget

Subtotal:0
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:0
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:0
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:0

Total:0

End of Additional Goal(s)

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Final Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Please provide the total budget from each sec

Reading Budget

Total:0
CELLA Budget

Total:0
M athematics Budget

Total:0
Science Budget

Total:0
Writing Budget

Total:0
Civics Budget

Total:0
U.S. History Budget

Total:0
Attendance Budget

Total:0
Suspension Budget

Total:0
Dropout Prevention Budget

Total:0
Parent I nvolvement Budget

Total:0
STEM Budget

Total:0
CTE Budget

Total:0
Additional Goals

Total:0

Grand Total:0

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Differentiated Accountability

School-level Differentiated Accountability (DA) Compliance
Please choose the school's DA Status. (To actih@teheckbox: 1. Double click the desired box; 2eWthe menu pops up, sel€iteckedinder “Default value”
header; 3. Sele@K, this will place an “x” in the box.)

School Differentiated Accountability Status
[ |Priority [ JFocu [ ]Preven

» Upload a copy of the Differentiated Accountabil@hecklist in the designated upload link on the#oad page

School Advisory Council (SAC)

SAC Membership Compliance

The majority of the SAC members are not employethbyschool district. The SAC is composed of theqggpal and an appropriately balanced number aftiees,
education support employees, students (for midatelgégh school only), parents, and other businedscammunity members who are representative oétineic,
racial, and economic community served by the sctRlehse verify the statement above by seledtespr No below.

[ ]Yes X] No

If No, describe the measures being taken to comvjily SAC requirement:

We have contacted parents and are in the procdesnaihg our SAC for the 2012-2013 school year.

Describe theactivities of the SAC for the upcoming school y

The Lake County School Virtual School SAC will rewi data involving growth of school, student suceass and delivery of services. Recommendationsxiprovement will be
made.

Describe theprojected use of SAC funt Amount

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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June 2012
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