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2012-2013 SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

PART I: CURRENT SCHOOL STATUS

School Information

School Name: Marsh Pointe Elementary

District Name: Palm Beach County

Principal: Maureen Werner

Superintendent: E. Wayne Gent

SAC Chair: Linda Nadrowski

Date of School Board Approval:

Student Achievement Data and Reference Materials:

The following links will open in a separate browser window.
School Grades Trend Data (Use this data to complete Sections 1-4 of the reading and mathematics goals and Sections 1 and 2 of the writing and science goals.)

Florida Comprehensive Assessment Test (FCAT)/Statewide Assessment Trend Data (Use this data to inform the problem-solving process when writing goals.)

High School Feedback Report

K-12 Comprehensive Research Based Reading Plan

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.

Number Number of Prior Performance Record (include prior School Grades, FCAT/
.. Degree(s)/ of Years . . . )
Position Name Gorification() at Current Years as an statewide assessment Achievement Levels, learning gains, lowest
School Administrator | 25%), and AMO progress, along with the associated school year)
June 2012
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B.A. in Elementary
Education

M.S. in Educational
Leadership

Her certifications include
Reading, ESOL and
ESE Endorsements,
Elementary Education
and Principal K-12

20

In the 2011-2012 school year, Marsh Pointe was an A school. In the
2010-2011 school year, Marsh Pointe was an A school and did not
make AYP in the math category for economically disadvantaged
students. In the 2009-2010 school year, Marsh Pointe was an A
rated school and did not meet AYP for economically disadvantaged
students in math.

B.A. in Elementary
Education K-6
M.Ed. in Educational
Leadership and pursuing
his Ph.D. in educational
leadership.

His certifications include
Elementary Education,
ESOL endorsement and
Ed. Leadership K-12

In the 2011-2012 school year, Marsh Pointe was an A school. In the
2010-2011 school year, Marsh Pointe was an A school and did not
make AYP in the math category for economically disadvantaged
students. In the 2009-2010 school year, Marsh Pointe was an A
rated school and did not meet AYP for economically disadvantaged
students in math.

Maureen Werner
Principal
Ryan Scott
Assistant
Principal
June 2012
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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 ambitious but achievable annual measurable objective (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.

Prior Performance Record (include prior School Grades, FCAT/

Subject Degree(s)/ L LELoSIEelr Ypars Statewide Assessment Achievement Levels, Learning Gains,
Name . . Years at as an Instructional o . .
Area Certification(s) Lowest 25%), and AMO progress along with the associated
Current School Coach
school year)
N/A

Highly Effective Teachers

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

Description of Strategy Person Responsible Projected Completion Date
Regular walk-throughs by administration Administration June 2013
Partnering new teachers with veteran staff Assistant Principal June 2013
Job fairs, People soft Principal, Head Secretary June 2013
Soliciting referrals from veteran staff Principal June 2013
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
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Non-Highly Effective Instructors

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

Number of staff and paraprofessional that are teaching Provide the strategies that are being implemented to
out-of-field/ and who are not highly effective. support the staff in becoming highly effective
0
Staff Demographics

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

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

= -
Nulr;lok;[Zi of % of First- % of Teachers % of Teachers % of Teachers % of Teachers % Highly % Reading & g(a)l:rodnal % ESOL
. Year with 1-5 Years with 6-14 Years | with 15+ Years | with Advanced Effective Endorsed . Endorsed
Instructional . . . Certified
Teachers of Experience of Experience of Experience Degrees Teachers Teachers Teachers
Staff Teachers
58 3% 12% 43% 38% 35% 100% 9% 18% 86%

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.

Mentor Name

Mentee Assigned

Rationale for Pairing

Planned Mentoring Activities

N/A

June 2012
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Additional Requirements

Coordination and Integration-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.

Title I, Part A

Title I, Part C- Migrant

Title I, Part D

Title IT

Title 111

Title X- Homeless

Supplemental Academic Instruction (SAI)

Violence Prevention Programs
We participate in a school wide positive behavior program.

Nutrition Programs

Housing Programs

Head Start

Adult Education

Career and Technical Education

Job Training

Other Required instruction listed in Fla. Stat. 1003.42(2), as applicable to grade levels.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Multi-Tiered System of Supports (MTSS) /Response to Instruction/Intervention (Rtl)

School-Based MTSS/RtI Team

Identify the school-based MTSS leadership team.
The principal, assistant principal (ESOL contact), ESE Coordinator, VE teacher, SAI teacher, SLP, and general education teachers

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?

The team meets once a week to engage in the following activities:

Review universal screening data and link to instructional decisions; review progress monitoring data at the grade level and

classroom level to identify students who are meeting/exceeding benchmarks, at moderate risk or at high risk for not meeting

benchmarks. Based on the above information, the team will identify professional development and resources. The team will

also collaborate regularly, problem solve, share effective practices, evaluate implementation, make decisions, and practice

new processes and skills. The team will also facilitate the process of building consensus, increasing infrastructure, and

making decisions about implementation.

Describe the role of the school-based MTSS leadership team in the development and implementation of the school improvement plan (SIP). Describe how the RtI problem-solving
process is used in developing and implementing the SIP?

The RtI Leadership Team met with the School Advisory Council (SAC) and principal to help develop the SIP. The team

provided data on: Tier 1, 2, and 3 targets; academic and social/emotional areas that needed to be addressed; helped set

clear expectations for instruction (Rigor, Relevance, Relationship); facilitated the development of a systemic approach to

teaching (Gradual Release, Essential Questions, Activating Strategies, Teaching Strategies, Extending, Refining, and

Summarizing); and aligned processes and procedures.

MTSS Implementation

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.
Baseline data: Progress Monitoring and Reporting Network (PMRN), Assessment and Information Management System

(AIMS web), Florida Comprehensive Assessment Test (FCAT), Scholastic Reading Inventory (SRI), Fall Diagnostics

Progress Monitoring: PMRN, Curriculum Based Measurement (CBM), FCAT Simulation

Midyear: Florida Assessments for Instruction in Reading (FAIR), Diagnostic Assessment for Reading (DAR), Princeton Review, SRI, Winter Diagnostics
End of year: FAIR, FCAT

Frequency of Data Days: twice a month for data analysis

Describe the plan to train staff on MTSS.
Professional development will be provided during teachers’ common planning time and small sessions will occur throughout
the year. The Rtl team will also evaluate additional staff PD needs during the weekly Rtl Leadership Team meetings.

Describe the plan to support MTSS.
Time is dedicated to training during staff meetings and continued professional development through peer coaching occurs on an ongoing basis. Also, 2hrs. are dedicated nearly every
week of the school year for review and goal setting.

Literacy Leadership Team (LLT)

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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School-Based Literacy Leadership Team

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

The principal, assistant principal (ESOL contact), ESE Coordinator, VE teacher, SAI teacher, SLP, and general education teachers

Maureen Werner, Ryan Scott, Suzanne Pardue, Doreen Gilbride, Kelly Goelz, Sherri Blanford, April Tremblay, Alyssa Frederick, Julie Salvatoriello, Linda Nadrowski, Joe
Tomasiello, & Wendy Weldgen

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

Review universal screening data and link to instructional decisions; review literacy data by grade level and

classroom level to identify students who are meeting/exceeding benchmarks, at moderate risk or at high risk for not meeting
benchmarks. Based on the above information, the team will identify professional development and resources. The team will
also collaborate regularly, problem solve, share effective practices, evaluate implementation, make decisions, and practice
new processes and skills.

What will be the major initiatives of the LLT this year?
Curriculum mapping to the CCSS in the primary grades, using CCSS in the informational text, utilization of reader response journals across subject areas.

Public School Choice
e Supplemental Educational Services (SES) Notification
Upload a copy of the SES Notification to Parents in the designated upload link on the “Upload” page.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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*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 (2)(b) F.S
For schools with grades 6-12, how does the school ensure that every teacher contributes to the reading improvement of every student?

*High Schools Only
Note: Required for High School-Sec. 1003.413(2)(g), (2)() F.S.

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

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.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
12
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PART II: EXPECTED IMPROVEMENTS

Reading Goals

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

Reading Counts

Program

Reading Goals | Problem-
Solving
Process to
Increase
Student
Achieveme
nt
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define
areas in need of
improvement for the
following group:
1A. FCAT 2.0: 1A.1. Students  |1A.1. Daily 1A.1. Classroom Teachers 1A.1. Treasures Assessments 1A.1.
. lack small group SAI Teacher Fountas and Pinnell Assessments [2013 FCAT
Stu{!ents S consistent skills |reading [ESE Teacher DAR
A?hleven?ent Level in the instruction: SRI
3 in reading. area of Guided Reading|Reading Leadership Team Reading Counts Average
comprehension  |Literature
Circles
Differentiated
Learning
Centers
Afterschool
Tutorial

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Reading Goal #1A:

2012 Current
Level of
Performance: *

2013 Expected
[Level of

[Performance:*

Students scoring at

Levels 4, 5, and 6 in

reading.

1A.2. Lack of |l1A.2. Daily small group 1A.2. Classroom Teacher 1A.2. Treasures Vocabulary 1A.2.2013 FCAT
lorade and reading instruction SAI Teacher Tests
lage appropriate Jusing: [ESE Teacher [Fountas and Pinnell
ocabulary. [Words Their Way [Assessments
Treasures Reading
series vocabulary
lessons and activities
(Word Walls
1A.3.Fluency |[lA.3. Daily small group instruction |l A.3. Classroom Teacher 1A.3. MONDO 1A.3.2013 FCAT
using grade level appropriate text |Reading Teacher Fountas and Pinnell
IMONDO Oral Language Kits JAssessments
[Readers Theater
1B. Florida 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1.
Alternate
Assessment:

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Reading 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 Anticipated Strate; Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
b p gy
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
PA. FCAT 2.0: 2.1. 2.1 2.1. 2.1. 2.1.
Students scorin ...
at or above < Budget Utilize Classroom Teacher Treasures Assessments 2013 FCAT Test
Achievement Levels decrease for [Differentiate[SAI Teacher [Diagnostics
4 in reading SAC to send|d Instruction |ESE Teacher Fountas and Pinnell
teachers to [in the Media Specialist Assessments
trainings. [classroom
Use of
Reading
Counts
Program for
individual
students in
the lower
orades.

Reading Goal #2A:

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of
Performance:*

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011

16




2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
Students Literature Circles Classroom Teacher Treasure Assessments
lack a Reciprocal Teaching SAI Teacher [Diagnostics 2013 FCAT Test
variety Enrichment/Extension ESE Teacher Fountas and Pinnell
of learning  |Activities [Media Specialist Assessments
strategies
that aid in
higher order
thinking
skills -
comprehensi
on
2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3.
2B. Florida DB.1. DB.1. DB.1. DB1. DB.1.
Alternate
Assessment:
Students scoring at
or above Level 7 in
reading.
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Reading Goal #2B:  [2012 Current 2013 Bxpected

[Level of [Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*

B.2. B.2. 2B.2. PB.2. 2B.2.

B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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[Performance:*

Performance:*

Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
3A. FCAT 2.0: 3.1. 3.1. 3.1. 3.1. 3.1.
Percentage of
students making Students Reading Media Specialist Reading Counts Points 2013 FCAT Test
learning gains in lack of Counts | Administration Reading Counts Percentages
reading. motivation [Classroom/ [Classroom Teachers [Diagnostics
and/or School
interest in  |[Award
reading. Program
D.E.A.R.
time daily
so students
can choose
books of
interest.
Reading Goal #3A: 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
Level of Level of

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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3.2.

Students do
not have an
understandi
ng of scores
or what they
need to do
to increase
their
achievement

3.2.

|Administration will have

individual data chats with
student two times prior to
FCAT testing in Spring.

3.2.

Principal and Assistant
Principal

3.2.

[Diagnostic Tests

3.2.

2013 FCAT Test

3A.3.

3A.3.

3A.3.

3A.3.

3A.3.

June 2012
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3B. Florida 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1.
Alternate
Assessment:
[Percentage of
students making
learning gains in
reading.
Reading Goal #3B: 2012 Current 2013 Expected
ILevel 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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Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
4A. FCAT 2.0: 4.1, 4.1. 4.1. 4.1, 4.1.
Percentage of
students in lowest  |A barrier for [Students Classroom Teacher Triumphs 2013 FCAT Test
25% making students will be given Fountas and Pinnell
learning gains in achieving  [ili time [Diagnostic Testing
reading. learning daily using
gains in Triumphs
reading is  [below level
the lack activities
of fluency [to increase
skills, fluency
phonics and fand fill in
phonemic  |gaps for
awareness. [phonics and
[phonemic
awareness
skills.
Wilson
Reading
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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[Performance:*

Reading Goal #4A: [2012 Current 2013 Expected.
[Level of [Level of

[Performance:*

4.2. 4.2. 4.2. 4.2. 4.2.

Scheduling [Utilize Supplemental SAI Teacher Fountas and Pinnell

students Academic Instruction (SAI) |JAdministration DAR 2013 FCAT Test
to receive  [teacher and classroom SBT Data

additional  [teachers to provide support

reading services (intervention

services materials) to targeted

during the [students.

school day.

MA 3. MA 3. MA 3. MA 3. 4A3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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4B. Florida UB.1. UB.1. UB.1. UB.1. UB.1.
Alternate
Assessment:
[Percentage of
students in lowest
25% making
learning gains in
reading.
Reading Goal #4B: 2012 Current 2013 Exnected
ILevel of ILevel of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
UB.2. UB.2. UB.2. UB.2. 4B.2.
UB.3. UB.3. UB.3. UB.3. 4B.3.
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on ambitious
but achievable Annual
Measurable Objectives

(AMOs), identify
reading and mathematics
performance target for
the following years

2011-2012

2012-2013

2013-2014

2014-2015

2015-2016

2016-2017

SA. In six years
school will reduce
their achievement
gap by 50%.

Baseline data
2010-2011

76%

83%

80%

82%

84%

86%

88%

Reading Goal #5A:

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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SB. Student
subgroups by

in reading.

ethnicity (White,
Black, Hispanic,
Asian, American
Indian) not making
satisfactory progress

5B.1.

[White:

[Black:

[Hispanic:

Asian:

lAmerican Indian:

5B.1. Students will be

given iii time daily using
Triumphs below level
activities to increase fluency
and fill in gaps for phonics
land phonemic awareness
skills.

[Wilson Reading

Utilize Supplemental
[Academic Instruction (SAT)
teacher and classroom
teachers to provide support
services (intervention
materials) to targeted
students.

5B.1
[Administration

5B.1.Diagnostics, Core K-12,
(Classroom assessments

5B.1. FY 13 FCAT

Reading Goal #5B:

[Performance: *

2012 Current Level of

2013 Expected Level of
[Performance:*

White: 86%
[Black: 72%
[Hispanic: 79%
[Asian: 91%

JAmerican Indian:

White: 90%
[Black: 76%
[Hispanic: 83%
[Asian: 95%
JAmerican 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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data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:

Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:
5C. English 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1.
Language Learners
(ELL) not making
satisfactory progress
in 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 Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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5D. Students 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1 5D.1. 5D.1.
with Disabilities
(SW})) not making ;1 f Explicit Classroom Teacher Treasures Assessments 2013 FCAT Test
§at1s adc‘tory progress language  [Vocabulary [SAI Teacher Diagnostics
i reading. and [nstruction |ESE Teacher
vocabulary |in small Media Specialist
development|groups. District Resource Teachers
Lack of MONDO
fluency
Readers
Aversion to [Theater
reading
[Word Walls
[Pad/TPod
Project
Visual/
Auditory
Aids
Reading Goal #5D: 2012 Current 2013 Expected
ILevel of ILevel of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
June 2012
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5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2.

Lack of Increase Library Circulation [Media Specialist Circulation Reports

books at Classroom Libraries Classroom Teacher 2013 FCAT Test
home Book Bags to go home [Administration

5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3.

June 2012
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Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:
SE. Economically 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1 5D.1. 5D.1.
isadvantaged
Stltl,dint: not making |y . . ¢ Explicit Classroom Teacher Treasures Assessments 2013 FCAT Test
. adc. ory progress language  [Vocabulary [SAI Teacher [Diagnostics
in reading. and [nstruction [Media Specialist
vocabulary [in small
development|groups.
MONDO
Readers
Theater
[Word Walls
[Pad/IPod
Project

Reading Goal #5E:

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of

Performance:*

June 2012
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5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2.
Lack of Increase Library Circulation [Media Specialist Circulation Reports 2013 FCAT
books at Classroom Libraries Classroom Teacher
home Book Bags to go home [Administration
5E.3. 5E.3. SE.3. 5E.3. 5E.3.
Reading Professional Development
Professional
Development
(PD) aligned with
Strategies through
Professional
Learning
Community (PLC)
or PD Activities
Please note that each
strategy does not require a
professional development or
PLC activity.
" PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g., early release) - .
D) Chtiéanth R Sl Level/ and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, and Schedules (e.g., frequency of Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring Person or Posmqn Responmble
and/or PLC Focus Subject : . for Monitoring
PLC Leader or school-wide) meetings)
: Classroom Walk-Throughs .. .
Reader/Writers Workshop All AP All Grade Levels PDD & LTM . s Administration
Minutes from LTM’s

June 2012
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Standards to reach all
levels of achievement

iii Small Group Weldgen , Classroom Walk-Throughs . .
Instruction All Smith All Grade Levels LTM’s Minutes from LTM’s Assistant Principal
Goelz
. Assistant S s Classroom Walk-Throughs .. .
Unpacking the All Principal All Grade Levels LTM’s and PLC’s Minutes from PLC’s and LTM’s Administration

June 2012
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Reading Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only school funded activities/
materials and exclude district funded
activities/materials.

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Total:
End of Reading Goals
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Comprehensive English Language Learning Assessment (CELLA) Goals

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

CELLA Goals | Problem-Solving
Process to
Increase Language
Acquisition
Students speak in Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
English and understand Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
spoken English at grade
level in a manner similar
to non-ELL students.
1. Students scoring |1 L1 L1 L1 L1
fici . [Lack of resources & personnel to]Get more staff to obtain their ESOL|Classroom Teacher Classroom assessments 2013 CELLA
proficient in .
. . . support ELL students. endorsement. [ESOL Resources teacher (Observations
listening/speaking. A dministration
[Lack of vocabulary development|Use of ESOL strategies daily within|
lesson context.
[Lack of fluency
[Use of Multi-cultural website tools
Use of repeated readings and poems
to increase fluency.
CELLA Goal #1: 2012 Current Percent of Students]
Proficient in Listening/Speaking:
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.
June 2012
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Students read grade- Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
level text in English in a Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
manner similar to non-
ELL students.
2. Students scoring 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
. . . ILack of resources & personnel tojGet more staff to obtain their ESOL|Classroom Teacher [Classroom assessments 2013 CELLA
roficient in reading. .
proficie eading support ELL students. endorsement. [ESOL Resources teacher (Observations
JAdministration
[Lack of vocabulary development|Use of ESOL strategies daily within
lesson context.
[Lack of fluency
Use of Multi-cultural website tools
[Use of repeated readings and poems|
to increase fluency.
CELLA Goal #2: 2012 Current Percent of Students|
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 Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
at grade level in a Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
manner similar to non-
ELL students.
3. Students scoring 1-1-k L1 L1 L1 L1
. : iee Lack of resources & personnel toJGet more staff to obtain their ESOL|Classroom Teacher Classroom assessments 2013 CELLA
roficient in writing. .
P (it support ELL students. endorsement. [ESOL Resources teacher Observations
IAdministration
[Lack of vocabulary development|Use of ESOL strategies daily within|
lesson context.
[Lack of fluency
[Use of Multi-cultural website tools
Use of repeated readings and poems
to increase fluency.
CELLA Goal #3: 2012 Current Percent of Students|
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

Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011

41




2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

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

42



2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

CELLA Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only school-based funded
activities/materials and exclude district
funded activities/materials.

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of CELLA Goals

June 2012
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Elementary School Mathematics Goals

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

Elementary |Problem-
Mathematics | Solving
Goals Process to|
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent

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

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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1A. FCAT 2.0: 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
Students scoring at [A barrier  [The IAdministration Classroom Assessments 2012 FCAT Test
Achievement Level 3 [for students [following
in mathematics. achieving [intervention Diagnostics
proficiency [strategies
in mathis  |will be used CWT’s

the proper [from the
implement |GO Math,
ation of the [Struggling
new math  [Mathematics
series chart to
address areas
of need:
FCAT
Explorer,
Manipulative
S

Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  |2013 Expected
H#1A: [Level of [Level of
— [Performance:* |Performance:*

June 2012
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1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
Gaps in Cross Grade Level Meetings]Administration CWT’s
prerequisite [to discuss prior year’s skills. 2012 FCAT Test
skills needed Classroom Teacher Pre/Post Student Tests
for new Curriculum Map created
standards  [from data by meeting with Classroom Assessments
cross grade level teams
[Diagnostics
Differentiated Instruction
Core K-12
Small Group
[nstruction ThinkCentral
1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3.
1B. Florida 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1.
Alternate
Assessment:
Students scoring at
Levels 4, 5, and 6 in
mathematics.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current |2013 Expected
H#1B: [Level of [Level of
- [Performance:* |Performance:*
June 2012
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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 Mathematics Goals

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

A. FCAT 2.0:
Students scoring
at or above

chievement

evels 4 and 5 in
mathematics.

2.1.

Students are
not being
challenged
by whole

group
instruction.

2.1.

All students,
including
High
achievers in
grades K-5
will receive
differentiate
d
instruction at
their level
and will be
given
remedial
and/or
challenging
assignments
and group
projects that
require them
to utilize
higher order
thinking

and problem
solving
skills.

2.1.

|Administration

2.1.

CWT’s

2.1.

Chapter Tests
2013 FCAT Test
Core K-12

[Mathematics Goal

H2A:

2012 Current
Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

June 2012
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RA.2. RPA.2. RPA.2. RA.2. RA.2.
RA.3. RA.3. RPA.3. DA.3. A3,

QB. Florida DB.1. DB.1. DB.1. DB.1. DB.1.

Alternate

Assessment:

Students scoring at

or above Level 7 in

mathematics.

Mathematics Goal 2012 Current. [2013 Expected

H#ORB: 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
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H3A:

[Performance:*

[Performance:*

Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
3A. FCAT 2.0: 3.1. 3.1. 3.1. 3.1. 3.1.
Percentage of
students making With budget |Data [Administration Classroom Assessments Diagnostics
learning gains in cuts, the [Analysis of |Classroom Teachers [Diagnostics 2013 FCAT Test
mathematics. school no  [assessments [District Personnel CWT’s Core K-12
longer has a [in LTM’s [Evaluation of PD
math coach. [to discuss
individual’s
as well as
grade level’s
[progress
towards
goals.
Professional
Develop
ment in
bridging new|
standards
with new
math
adoption.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
[Level of Level of

June 2012
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3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2.
3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3.

3B. Florida

Alternate

Assessment:

[Percentage of

students making

learning gains in

mathematics.

Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected

43B: Level of [Level of

o Performance:* [Performance:*
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 Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
4A. FCAT 2.0: 4.1, 4.1. 4.1, 4.1, 4.1.
Percentage of
students in lowest  [Fluency of [Provide Classroom Teachers [Weekly Assessments Diagnostics
25% making basic small group [Diagnostics 2013 FCAT Test
learning gains in math differentiate |JAdministration Progress on Riverdeep Core K-12
mathematics. (addition, |d
subtraction, [instruction
multiplicatio [and daily
n, and practice for
division) facts that
facts. are not yet
mastered.
Use of
Riverdeep
Hands on
Activities
June 2012
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#3B:

Mathematics Goal

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

4.2. 4.2. 4.2. 4.2. 4.2.
Lack of age [Intense direct
and instruction in content Classroom Teachers [Weekly Assessments Diagnostics
grade level [area vocabulary. [Diagnostics 2013 FCAT Test
appropriate |Administration Core K-12
math Math Journals
vocabulary.
HA.3. MA.3. A3, HA.3. 4A.3.

4B. Florida UB.1. UB.1. UB.1. 4B.1. UB.1.

Alternate

Assessment:

Percentage of

students in lowest

25% making

learning gains in

mathematics.

June 2012
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Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
HAR: [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
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Based on ambitious 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017
but achievable Annual
Measurable Objectives

(AMOs), identify
reading and mathematics
performance target for
the following years

5A. In six years [Baseline data 2010-2011 76% 79% 81% 83% 85% 88%
school will reduce
their achievement
gap by 50%.

75%

Mathematics Goal
HSA:

[We will continue

to increase student
achievement in Math

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

June 2012
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Revised April 29, 2011
56



2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

5B. Student

5B.1.
[White: Parental involvement,

5B.1.
Implementation of Rocket Math to

5B.1.
Classroom teacher

5B.1.
ICommon assessments

5B.1.2013 FCAT

SUbg.r ?ups by‘ lack of automaticity with basic  [learn basic addition, subtraction,
ethnicity (Whlte> Imath facts, & increasing tougher |multiplication, & division facts JAdministration (Chapter and unit assessments
Black, Hispanic, standards.
Asian, American Black: Parental involvement, [Home school communication IDiagnostics
: : lack of automaticity with basic
Ind,l an) not making Imath facts, & increasing tougher [PDD’s on teaching and learning
satisfactory progress standards. within the assessed benchmarks at
in mathematics. [Hispanic: Parental involvement, [each grade level.
lack of automaticity with basic
Imath facts, & increasing tougher |Riverdeep
standards.
Asian: Parental involvement, [FCAT Explorer
lack of automaticity with basic
Imath facts, & increasing tougher
standards.
lAmerican Indian: Parental
involvement, lack of automaticity]
with basic math facts, &
increasing tougher standards.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current Level of 2013 Expected Level of
H5B- Performance:* [Performance:*
[White: 81% [White: 84%
Black: 50% Black: 51%
Hispanic: 70% Hispanic: 74%
IAsian: 91% IAsian: 95%
[American Indian: American 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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data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:

Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:
5C. English 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1.
Language Learners
(ELL) not making
satisfactory progress
in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
45O 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 Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy

June 2012
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5D. Students

with Disabilities
(SWD) not making
satisfactory progress [Lack of

5D.1.
[Parental
involvement

5B.1.
Implementation
of Rocket
Math to learn
basic addition,

5B.1.
Classroom teacher

JAdministration

5B.1.
(Common assessments

Chapter and unit assessments

5B.1.2013 FCAT

in mathematics. automaticity ~ [subtraction, Diagnostics
with basic math [multiplication,
facts & division facts
[ncreasing [Home school
tougher communication
standards.
PDD’s on
teaching and
learning within
the assessed
benchmarks
at each grade
level.
Riverdeep
FCAT Explorer
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
45D Lovelof  [Levelof
— 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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with basic math
facts

[ncreasing
tougher
standards.

multiplication,
& division facts

[Home school
communication

PDD’s on
teaching and
learning within
the assessed
benchmarks at
each grade level,

Riverdeep

[FCAT Explorer

Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:
SE. Economically 5D.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1.2013 FCAT
isadvantaged Parental Implementation [Classroom teacher Common assessments
. linvolvement of Rocket
students not making Math to learn  [Administration Chapter and unit assessments
satisfactory progress [Lack of basic addition,
in mathematics. lautomaticity  [subtraction, [Diagnostics

Mathematics Goal
#5E:

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of

[Performance:*

June 2012
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SE.2. SE.2. SE.2. SE.2. SE.2.

SE.3. SE.3. SE.3. SE.3. SE.3.

End of Elementary School Mathematics Goals

June 2012
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Middle School Mathematics Goals

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

chool MathemajProblem-
Solving
Process to|
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
1A. FCAT 2.0: 1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1.
Students scoring at
Achievement Level 3
in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
1A Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
1A.2. 1A.2. 1A2. 1A.2. 1A.2.
1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3.

June 2012
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1B. Florida 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1.
Alternate
Assessment:
Students scoring at
Levels 4, 5, and 6 in
mathematics.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current 2013 Exnected
#1B: [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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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:

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Responsible for Monitoring

Person or Position

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

2A. FCAT 2.0:
Students scoring
at or above
|Achievement
Levels 4 and 5 in
mathematics.

A1

PA.1.

DAL

A1

PA.1.

Mathematics Goal
H2A:

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of

[Performance:*

2A.2.

2A.2.

2A.2.

2A.2.

2A.2.

DA.3.

DA.3.

DA.3.

DA.3.

2A.3.

2B. Florida
Alternate
Assessment:
Students scoring at
or above Level 7 in
mathematics.

PB.1.

2B.1.

PB.1.

PB.1.

2B.1.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011

66




2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
H#OR: 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
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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:

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position

Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3A. FCAT 2.0:
Percentage of
students making
learning gains in
mathematics.

BA.L.

BA.1.

BA.1.

BA.L.

BA.1.

Mathematics Goal
H3A:

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of

[Performance:*

3A.2.

BA.2.

BA.2.

3A.2.

3A.2.

3A.3.

3A.3.

3A.3.

3A.3.

3A.3.

3B. Florida
Alternate
[Assessment:
Percentage of
students making
learning gains in
mathematics.

3B.1.

3B.1.

3B.1.

3B.1.

3B.1.
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Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
#3RB: 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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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:

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position

Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

4A. FCAT 2.0:
Percentage of
students in lowest
25% making
learning gains in
mathematics.

HA.1.

MA.1.

HA.1.

MA.1.

MA.1.

Mathematics Goal
H4A

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of

[Performance:*

HA2.

UA.2.

HA.2.

HA2.

HA2.

4A.3.

MA.3.

MA.3.

4A.3.

4A.3.

4B. Florida
Alternate
Assessment:
Percentage of
students in lowest
25% making
learning gains in
mathematics.

4B.1.

4B.1.

4B.1.

4B.1.

4B.1.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
HAR: [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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June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011

74



2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on ambitious 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017
but achievable Annual
Measurable Objectives

(AMOs), identify
reading and mathematics
performance target for
the following years

SA. In six years, |Baseline data 2010-2011
school will reduce
their achievement

gap by 50%.

Mathematics Goal

HSA:
Based on the analysis Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy

data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following

subgroups:
5B. Student SB.1. PB.1. oB-1. oB.1. PB.1.
subgroups by [White:
. . Black:
ethnicity (White, Hispanic:
Black, Hispanic, Asian:
Asian, American [ American Indian:

Indian) not making
satisfactory progress
in mathematics.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Mathematics Goal 2012 Current Level of 2013 Expected Level of
1SR [Performance:* [Performance:*
[White: [White:
Black: Black:
[Hispanic: [Hispanic:
Asian: JAsian:
JAmerican Indian: JAmerican 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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June 2012
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data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:

Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:
5C. English 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1.
Language Learners
(ELL) not making
satisfactory progress
in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
45O 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 Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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5D. Students 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1.
with Disabilities
(SWD) not making
satisfactory progress
in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
#5D: [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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Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:
SE. Economically SE.1. SE.1. SE.1. SE.1. SE.1.
isadvantaged
students not making
satisfactory progress
in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
4SE - Level of Level of
- Performance:* |Performance:*
5E.2. 5E.2. 5E.2. SE.2. SE.2.
5E.3. 5E.3. 5E.3. SE.3. SE.3.

End of Middle School Mathematics Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Florida Alternate Assessment High School Mathematics Goals

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

Mathemat

Problem-
Solving

Process to]
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent

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:

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

1.1

1.1

Mathematics Goal #1:

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of
Performance:*

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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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:

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

2. Florida Alternate
[Assessment:
Students scoring at
or above Level 7 in
mathematics.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1,

Mathematics Goal #2:

2012 Current
Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[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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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:

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3. Florida Alternate
Assessment:
Percentage of
students making
learning gains in
mathematics.

3.1.

3.1.

3.1.

3.1.

Mathematics Goal #3:

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of
[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 and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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4. Florida Alternate [-1. 4.1, 4.1, 4.1, 4.1,
Assessment:
Percentage of
students in lowest
25% making
learning gains in
mathematics.
Mathematics Goal #4:[2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of ILevel 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 School Mathematics Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Algebra 1 End-of-Course (EOQC) Goals (this section needs to be completed by all schools that have students taking the Algebra [ EOC)

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

Algebra 1 EOC |Problem-

Goals Solving
Process to|

Increase

Student
Achievem

ent
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of
data and reference to Strategy

“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:

1. Students scoring |[I-1- L1 L1 L1 L1

at Achievement
Level 3 in Algebra 1.

IAlgebra 1 Goal #1: 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
[Level of Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*

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

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

2. Students scoring
at or above
[Achievement Levels
4 and S in Algebra 1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1,

[Algebra Goal #2:

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of

[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, 201
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Based on ambitious 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017
but achievable Annual
Measurable Objectives

(AMOs), identify
reading and mathematics
performance target for
the following years

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

Algebra 1 Goal #3A.:

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

subgroups:
3B. Student 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1.
subgroups by White:
. . Black:
ethnicity (White, Hispanic:
Black, Hispanic, Asian:
[Asian, American [American Indian:

Indian) not making
satisfactory progress
in Algebra 1.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Algebra 1 Goal #3B:

2012 Current Level of

[Performance: *

2013 Expected Level of
[Performance:*

(White: (White:

Black: Black:

[Hispanic: [Hispanic:

|Asian: IAsian:

JAmerican Indian: JAmerican 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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data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:

Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:
3C. English 3C.1. 3C.1. 3C.1. 3C.1. 3C.1.
Language Learners
(ELL) not making
satisfactory progress
in Algebra 1.
IAlgebra 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 Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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3D. Students 3D.1. B3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1.
with Disabilities
(SWD) not making
satisfactory progress
in Algebra 1.
Aloebra 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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Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:
3E. Economically BE.1. 3E.1. 3E.1. BE.1. B3E.1.
isadvantaged
students not making
satisfactory progress
in Algebra 1.
[Aloebra 1 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 Algebra 1 EOC Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Geometry End-of-Course Goals (7/is section needs to be completed by all schools that have students taking the Geometry EOC)

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

Geometry EOC (Problem-
Goals Solving
Process to]
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent

Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy

data and reference to

“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:

1. Students scoring |[I-1- L1 L1 L1 L1

at Achievement
Level 3 in Geometry.

Geometry Goal #1: 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
[Level of Level of

[Performance:* |Performance:*

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

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

2. Students scoring
at or above
[Achievement Levels

4 and S in Geometry.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1,

Geometry Goal #2:

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of

[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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Based on ambitious
but achievable Annual
Measurable Objectives

(AMOs), identify
reading and mathematics
performance target for
the following years

2012-2013

2013-2014

2014-2015

2015-2016

2016-2017

3A. In six years,
school will reduce
their achievement
gap by 50%.

|Baseline
data 2011-
2012

Geometry Goal #3A:

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

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3B. Student
subgroups by
ethnicity (White,
Black, Hispanic,
[Asian, American
Indian) not making
satisfactory progress
in Geometry.

3B.1.
'White:
Black:
[Hispanic:
Asian:
lAmerican
Indian:

3B.1.

3B.1.

3B.1.

3B.1.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Geometry Goal #3B:

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

[White: [White:
[Black: Black:
[Hispanic: [Hispanic:
[Asian: Asian:
I American I American
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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June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:

Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:
3C. English 3C.1. 3C.1. 3C.1. 3C.1. 3C.1.
Language Learners
(ELL) not making
satisfactory progress
in Geometry.
Geometry 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 Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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3D. Students 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1.
with Disabilities
(SWD) not making
satisfactory progress
in Geometry.

Geometry 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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June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:
3E. Economically BE.1. 3E.1. 3E.1. BE.1. B3E.1.
isadvantaged
students not making
satisfactory progress
in Geometry.
Geometry Goal #3E: [R012 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

Mathematics Professional Development

Professional
Development

Professional

(PD) aligned with
Strategies through

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Learning

or PD Activities
Please note that each
strategy does not require a
professional development or

Community (PLC)|

PLC activity.
" PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g., early release) .. .
I8 Gl e (St Level/ and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, and Schedules (e.g., frequency of Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring LSO Posmqn Responmble
and/or PLC Focus Subject 5 3 for Monitoring
PLC Leader or school-wide) meetings)
Math Intervention District CWT’s
strategies All Personnel K-5 Teachers October PDD LTM’s Administration
PD Team
Curriculum Mapping of] CWT’s
ppIng L November PDD .. .
Math Standards All Administration K-5 Teachers Lesson Plans Administration
PD Team

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Mathematics Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only school-based funded
activities/materials and exclude district
funded activities /materials.

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of Mathematics Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Elementary and Middle School Science Goals

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

Elementary |Problem-
and Middle Solving
Science Goals |Process to|
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
1A. FCAT 2.0: 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
Students scoring at
[Achievement Level 3 Science Teachers Classroom Assessments 2013 FCAT Test
in science. Complete [Hands on |Media Specialist Diagnostics
understandin|Experiments Lab Experiments
o in Science
of the Lab
Scientific  [Scientific
Method Projects
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Science Goal #1A:

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2.
1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3.
1B. Florida 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1.
Alternate
Assessment:
Students 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

107




2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
2A. FCAT 2.0: 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
Students scoring
at or above Science Teachers Classroom Assessments 2013 FCAT Test
Achievement Levels [Complete |Handson |Media Specialist Diagnostics
4 and 5 in science. [understandin[Experiments Lab Experiments
o in Science
of the Lab
Scientific  |Scientific
Method Projects
Science Goal #ZA 2012 Current 201 3EXQ€Cth
Level of Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. R2A.2.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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DA 3. DA.3. 2A.3. DA.3. DA.3.

2B. Florida 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1.
Alternate
Assessment:
Students scoring at
or above Level 7 in
science.
Science Goal #2B: 2012 Current  |2013Expected

ILevel of ILevel 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

Florida Alternate Assessment High School Science Goals

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

High School |Problem-
Science Goals | Solving
Process to|

Increase
Student
Achievem
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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ent

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:

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

1.1.

1.1

1.1.

Science Goal #1:

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance: *

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

1.2

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:

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

2. Florida Alternate
Assessment:
Students scoring at
or above Level 7 in
science.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1,

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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[Performance:*

Science Goal #2: 2012 Current |2013Expected
Level of Level of

[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 School Science Goals
Biology 1 End-of-Course (EOC) Goals (this section needs to be completed by all schools that have students taking the Biology I EOC)

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

Biology 1 EOC (Problem-
Goals Solving
Process to|
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
1. Students scoring 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
at Achievement
Level 3 in Biology 1.
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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[Performance:*

Biology 1 Goal #1: [2012 Current 2013 Expected
[Level of [Level of

[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 Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
2. Students scoring [2-1. 2.1 2.1 2.1 2.1
at or above
Achievement Levels
4 and S in Biology 1.
Biology 1 Goal #2: 2012 Current 2013 Expected
[Level of [Level of
Performance:* [Performance:*
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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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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Science Professional Development

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 PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g. , Early o, .
and/or PLC Focus Greéde _Level/ and/or (e.g. , PLC, subject, grade level, or Release) and Schedules (e.g., Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring R Posmqn Responmble ot
ubject : . Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
S . . LTM’s Minutes from LTM’s .. .
3-5 Ad trat Science Teachers in grades 3-5 . Administration
Disaggregating and rrinistration £ 2/Month Data Collection Sheets
Analyzing Student Dataj
Next Generation e . LTM Minutes Administration
K-5 Ad trat Teachers K-5 LTM’s th hout Y .
SSS ministration Science Teachers s throughout Year CWT’s Science Teachers
Science Budget (Insert rows as needed)
Include only school-based funded
activities/materials and exclude district
funded activities/materials.
Evidence-based Program(s)/Materials(s)
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Technology
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011

114




2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of Science Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Writing Goals
* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).
Writing Problem-
Goals Solving
Process to|
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent
Based on the analysis of | Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
student achievement data Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
and reference to “Guiding
Questions,” identify and
define areas in need of
improvement for the
following group:
1A. FCAT: 1.1, 1.1, 1.1. 1.1, 1.1.
To increase to  [To analyze IAdministration

Students scoring at
Achievement Level
3.0 and higher in
writing.

D9% of students
kcoring a level
B or higher
with school’s
ncrease

bkchool year

student data on
Wwriting prompts
continually
throughout

Classroom Teachers

LTM minutes
CWT
Palm Beach Writes

D013 FCAT

n student fo monitor
enrollment. progress of all
btudents.
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Writing Goal #1A;  [2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*
2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*
1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. A2
1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A3.
1B. Florida IB.1. IB.1. IB.1. IB.1. IB.1.
Alternate
Assessment:
Students scoring at 4
or higher in writing.
Writing Goal #1B: 2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*
2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*
1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. I1B.2.
1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. I1B.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Writing Professional Development

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 PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g. , Early o, .
and/or PLC Focus (Crs Level/ and/or (e.g. , PLC, subject, grade level, or Release) and Schedules (e.g., Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring HEERIGF POSlthn Resp slaslblle for
Subject : . Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
1. LTM minutes .. .
Disaggregate and 4th Team Leader 4th Grade Teachers LTM’s bi-monthly Palm Beach l\lVri tes Administration
Analyze Writing
Samples

Writing Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only school-based funded

activities/materials and exclude district

funded activities/materials.

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount

Subtotal:

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

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

Subtotal:

Other

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

Subtotal:

Total:

End of Writing Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Civics End-of-Course (EOC) Goals (required in year 2014-2015)

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

Civics EOC |Problem-
Goals Solving
Process to|
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
1. Students scoring |[I-1- L1 L1 L1 L1
at Achievement
Level 3 in 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.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
2. Students scoring 2.1. 2.1. 2.1. 2.1. 2.1.
at or above
Achievement Levels
4 and S in 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. 3. 2.3.
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Civics Professional Development

Professional
Development
(PD) aligned with

Professional
Learning
Community
(PLC) or PD
Activity
Please note that each

Strategy does not require a
professional development or

Strategies through

PLC activity.
PD Content /Topic PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g. , Early .. .
and/or PLC Focus Sl Level/ and/or (e.g. , PLC, subject, grade level, or | Release) and Schedules (e.g., Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring Person or Posm(?n Responmble ]
Subject . . Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)

Civics Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only school-based funded
activities/materials and exclude district
funded activities /materials.

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

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

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

122




2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

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 (EOQOC) Goals (required in year 2013-2014)

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

U.S. History |Problem-
EOC Goals Solving
Process to|
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
1. Students scoring |11 LL L1 L1 L1
at Achievement
Level 3 in U.S.
History.
[U.S. History 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.
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
2. Students scoring [2-1. 2.1 2.1 2.1. 2.1
at or above
Achievement Levels
4 and S in U.S.
History.
US Hlstogz 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. 3. 2.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 201
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U.S. History Professional Development

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 PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g. , Early - :
and/or PLC Focus St _Level/ and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, or | Release) and Schedules (e.g., Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring S Posmqn Resp S i
Subject . . Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)

U.S. History Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only school-based funded
activities/materials and exclude district
funded activities /materials.

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

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

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

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of U.S. History Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Attendance Goal(s)
* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).
Problem-
solving
Attendance [Process to|
Goal(s) Increase
Attendan
ce
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of attendance data and Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
reference to “Guiding
Questions,” identify and
define areas in need of
improvement:
1. Attendance 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
Student Parent must |Front Desk Monitoring of tardy report. [Tardy Report
Tardiness - fcome in to
Parents and/ fign child in [Guidance Counselor
or if late.
students Administration
don't see the Phone Call
importance fhome from
of ouidance
punctuality [counselor if
and it's tardies are
cffects on  fexcessive.
the child's
education.  JAttendance
Contract
Attendance Goal #1:
2012 Current. o3 Expected
Attendance. [ ttendance
[Rate:* Rate:*
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012 Current. 013 Expected
Number of . [Number of
Students with.  [Stydents with
Excessive. [Excessive
Absences [Absences
(10 or more) A(l 0 0? more)
2012 Current |2013 Expected
Number of Number of
Students with  [Students with
[Excessive [Excessive
[Tardies (10 or [Tardies (10 or
ore) ore)
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. |2
Families Commun  [Classroom Teacher Monitoring of absent report JAbsent Report
taking extra f[icationin  |Guidance Counselor
days around [Newsletter JAdministration
holidays regarding
or taking cffect of
vacations  fabsences on
during education.
school days.
Phone Calls
to Parents to
discourage
vacations
that effect
student
rogress.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. I.3.
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Attendance Professional Development

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 Creblisel

Subject

PD Facilitator PD Participants
and/or (e.g. , PLC, subject, grade level, or
PLC Leader 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

Attendance Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only school-based funded
activities/materials and exclude district
funded activities /materials.

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

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

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

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of Attendance Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Suspension Goal(s)

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

Suspension Problem-
Goal(s) solving
Process to
Decrease
Suspension
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of suspension data, and Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of
reference to “Guiding Strategy

Questions,” identify and
define areas in need of

improvement:
1. Suspension 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
INCLB students |Assistant On Bus|District Personnel Suspension Rate Suspension Report
ride for 4 hours/ |JAward System |Guidance Counselor
day on bus with [for good bus Assistant Principal

students from behavior
another school.

Suspension Goal #1: 2012 Total Number [2013 Expected

of In —School INumber of
Suspensions In- School

Suspensions

2012 Total Number 2013 Expected

of Students INumber of Students
Suspended Suspended
[n-School In -School

2012 Total 2013 Expected

INumber of Out-of- [Number of
hool nsion t-of-School

Suspensions

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012 Total Number [2013 Expected
of Students INumber of Students
Suspended Suspended
t- of- School t- 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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Suspension Professional Development

Professional
Development
(PD) aligned with

Professional
Learning

or PD Activity
Please note that each
Strategy does not require a
professional development or

Strategies through

Community (PLC)

to referral

PLC activity.
PD Content /Topic Grade Level/ PD Facilitator PD Pa.rt1c1pants Target Dates (e.g. , Early - Beain @ oo | Aespoasile e
and/or PLC Focus . and/or (e.g. , PLC, subject, grade level, or Release) and Schedules (e.g., Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring .
Subject 5 3 Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
Written warnings prior o
g P All AP All staff Beginning of the year AP

Use of written warning form

Suspension Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only school-based funded
activities/materials and exclude district
funded activities /materials.

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

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

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

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of Suspension Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Dropout Prevention Goal(s)

Note: Required for High School- F.S., Sec. 1003.53

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

Goal(s) Process to
Dropout

Prevention

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

parent involvement data,

and reference to “Guiding
Questions,” identify and
define areas in need of

Strategy

improvement:

1. Dropout

1.1.

1.1.

Prevention

Dropout Prevention
Goal #1:

*Please refer to the
ercentage of students
who dropped out during
the 2011-2012 school
ear.

2012 Current
[Dropout Rate:*

2013 Expected
IDropout Rate:*

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Graduation Rate:*

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011

(Graduation Rate:*
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1.2

1.3.

1.2.

1.2.

1.3.

1.3.

Dropout Prevention Professional Development

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 Grade Level/ PD Facilitator PD Partlc1pants Target Dates (e.g. , Early - B T —
and/or PLC Focus 5 and/or (e.g. , PLC, subject, grade level, or Release) and Schedules (e.g., Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring .
Subject . . Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Dropout Prevention Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only school-based funded

activities/materials and exclude district

funded activities /materials.

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of Dropout Prevention Goal(s)

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Parent Involvement Goal(s)
Upload Option-For schools completing the Parental Involvement Policy/Plan (PIP) please include 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 of students the percentage represents next to the percentage (e.g. 70% (35)).

#1:

*Please refer to the
percentage of parents who
participated in school
activities, duplicated or

Level of Parent.
[nvolvement:*

[nvolvement:*

Level of Parent.

Parent Involvement | Problem-
Goal(s) solving
Process
to Parent
Involveme
nt
Based on the analysis of parent Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
involvement data, and reference Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of
to “Guiding Questions,” identify Strategy
and define areas in need of
improvement:
1. Parent Involvement |1 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
Parent Involvement Goal ~ [2012 Current  [2013 Expected

unduplicated.
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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Parent Involvement Professional Development

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 Grade Level/ PD Facilitator PD Pa.rtlclpants Target Dates (e.g. , Early o i o B Respomeile
and/or PLC Focus " and/or (e.g. , PLC, subject, grade level, or Release) and Schedules (e.g., Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring .
Subject . . Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)

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

Include only school-based funded

activities/materials and exclude district

funded activities /materials.

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of Parent Involvement Goal(s)

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

Engineering. and Mathematics (STEM) Goal(s

STEM Goal(s)

Problem-Solving
Process to
Increase Student
Achievement

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for
Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

STEM Goal #1:

1.1.
Parent consent

1.1.
[ncreased communication

between afterschool program and

1.1.
A fterschool Director &
Asst. Director

1.1.
Group observations

1.1.
District tool

parents District specialist visits QIS observations
AP
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
Learning
Community (PLC)

or PD Activity

Please note that each
Strategy does not require a

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

PLC activity.
PD Content /Topic PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g. , Early . .
and/or PLC Focus iz Level/ and/or (e.g. , PLC, subject, grade level, or Release) and Schedules (e.g., Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring Person or Posmqn Respons1ble 3
Subject . . Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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STEM Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only school-based funded
activities/materials and exclude district
funded activities /materials.
Evidence-based Program(s)/Materials(s)
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Total:
End of STEM Goal(s)
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Career and Technical Education (CTE) Goal(s)

CTE Goal(s)

Problem-Solving
Process to
Increase Student
Achievement

Process Used to Determine

Evaluation Tool

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for
Monitoring

Effectiveness of
Strategy

CTE Goal #1:

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

CTE Professional Development

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

or PD Activity

Please note that each

Strategy does not require a

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

PLC activity.
PD Content /Topic PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g. , Early . .
and/or PLC Focus iz Level/ and/or (e.g. , PLC, subject, grade level, or Release) and Schedules (e.g., Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring Person or Posmqn Respons1ble 3
Subject . . Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
June 2012
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CTE Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only school-based funded
activities/materials and exclude district
funded activities /materials.
Evidence-based Program(s)/Materials(s)
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Total:
End of CTE Goal(s)
June 2012
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Additional Goal(s)
* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represents next to the percentage (e.g. 70% (35)).
Problem-
Solving
Process to
. Increase
Additional Goal(s) | gtudent
Achieveme
nt
Based on the analysis of school Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
data, identify and define Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of
areas in need of improvement: Strategy
1. Additional Goal 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
[Additional Goal #1: 2012 Current  |2013 Expected
Level :* Level :*
1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.

June 2012
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Additional Goals Professional Development

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 Grade Level/ PD Facilitator PD Pa.rtlclpants Target Dates (e.g. , Early - Smmin @ Bl Respmslbie
and/or PLC Focus . and/or (e.g. , PLC, subject, grade level, or Release) and Schedules (e.g., Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring .
Subject : . Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)

June 2012
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Additional Goal(s) Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only school-based funded
activities/materials and exclude district
funded activities /materials.

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of Additional Goal(s)

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Final Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Please provide the total budget from each section.

Reading Budget
Total:
CELLA Budget
Total:
Mathematics Budget
Total:
Science Budget
Total:
Writing Budget
Total:
Civics Budget
Total:
U.S. History Budget
Total:
Attendance Budget
Total:
Suspension Budget
Total:
Dropout Prevention Budget
Total:
Parent Involvement Budget
Total:
STEM Budget
Total:
CTE Budget
Total:
Additional Goals
Total:
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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| Grand Total:

June 2012
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Differentiated Accountability

School-level Differentiated Accountability (DA) Compliance
Please choose the school’s DA Status. (To activate the checkbox: 1. Double click the desired box; 2.When the menu pops up, select Checked under “Default value”

header; 3. Select OK, this will place an “x” in the box.)

School
Differentiated
Accountability

Status

OPriority OFocus OPrevent

e Upload a copy of the Differentiated Accountability Checklist in the designated upload link on the Upload page

School Advisory Council (SAC)

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 members 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.

X-Yes O No

If No, describe the measures being taken to comply with SAC requirements.

Describe the activities of the SAC for the upcoming school year.

Vote on A+ funds, update SAC on progress through discussion of assessment data, continue to seek more business partners, continue marketing of the school through SAC and
press releases.

June 2012
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Describe the projected use of SAC funds. Amount
Tutoring and Technology needs $5740
June 2012
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