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PART I: CURRENT SCHOOL STATUS

STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT DATA

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

School Grades Trend Data

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

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.

Position

Name

Degree(s)/
Certification(s)

# of
Years at
Current

School

# of Years as
an
Administrator

Prior Performance Record (include
prior School Grades, FCAT/Statewide
Assessment Achievement Levels,
Learning Gains, Lowest 25%), and
AMO Progress along with the
associated school year)

Principal

Debra
Johnson

Principal/Ed.
Leadership

*Florida Virtual School Franchise no grade
in year 1;

*Don Estridge High Tech Middle School A
rated and met AYP during tenure there;
*Loggers Run Middle School went up from
a C to B first year there, then went up to
an A for the second and third year during
tenure there

INSTRUCTIONAL COACHES

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

| # of | # of Years as

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




Subiject Area Name Degree(s)/ Years at an Assessment Achievement Levels,
1 Certification(s) Current Instructional Learning Gains, Lowest 25%), and
School Coach AMO progress along with the
associated school year)
NA NA NA NA

EFFECTIVE AND HIGHLY EFFECTIVE TEACHERS

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

Projected .
L Person _ Not Applicable (If not, please
Description of Strategy Responsible Completion explain why)
Date
Teachers are employed by the individual providers in the 512& LrLf]i
Virtual Instruction Program (VIP 7001). In Palm Beach, the eadersnip
1 two providers are K12 and Connections Academy. The Connection ongoing None are District employees.

teachers are hired, developed and evaluated by the Academ S
respective providers. Y

Leadership

Non-Highly Effective Instructors

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

Number of
staff and

paraprofessional

that are

Provide the
strategies
that are
being

implemented

teaching out-
of-field/ and
who are not
highly
effective.

the

to support

staff in

becoming
highly
effective

No data submitted

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)).

% of % of % of % of o .

Total Ic\)lfumber % of Teachers Teachers Teachers Teachers | % Highly [2% Reading Yo é\ls:r%nal % ESOL
. First-Year with 1-5 with 6-14 with 15+ with Effective | Endorsed s Endorsed

Instructional Certified
Teachers Years of Years of Years of Advanced | Teachers | Teachers Teachers

Staff A . A Teachers

Experience Experience Experience Degrees
12 0.0%(0) 0.0%(0) 0.0%(0) 100.0%(12) 0.0%(0) 100.0%(12)|0.0%(0) 0.0%(0) 0.0%(0)

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 Rationale Planned Mentoring
Assigned for Pairing Activities
NA NA NA NA

ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS
Coordination and Integration

Note: For Title | 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

N/A

Title I, Part C- Migrant

N/A

Title I, Part D

N/A

Title Il

N/A

Title 1

N/A

Title X- Homeless

N/A

Supplemental Academic Instruction (SAl)

N/A

Violence Prevention Programs

District-wide implementation of Single School Culture as well as Appreciation of Multicultural Diversity.

Nutrition Programs

N/A

Housing Programs

N/A

Head Start

N/A

Adult Education

N/A

Career and Technical Education

N/A

Job Training

N/A

Other

N/A

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

rSchool-based MTSS/Rtl Team

Identify the school-based MTSS leadership team.

Principal

Rtl LEA Teacher/Reading Support teacher
Instructional Specialist

Guidance Specialist




Teachers participation on rotation and during their students' status reviews

There are no assistant principals or coaches at this school

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?

As this is a small school, all students are closely monitored.

The School Based Rtl Leadership Team (SBT) is scheduled for weekly meetings to review the progress of students and to
review the records and performance of students who are not on pace.

When students demonstrate challenges at their academic level, the student is referred to a school-based team by any
member of the faculty. The SBT LEA brings data and records to the meeting to discuss the student and determine next steps.
Recommendations are made during the team meeting. The outcomes of the meeting are shared with all faculty and staff
involved and with the parent in the form of notes, recommendations and time-specific interventions. Progress monitoring
continues at SBT meetings.

Rtl processes are followed along the contiuum of intervention services. The SBT LEA monitors all students demonstrating
challenges in the area of academic readiness or performance at their appropriate grade level.

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

The SBT members are the school leadership team and will all be members of the SAC. This team brings the data, trends and
academic recommendations to the council and facilitates the development and monitoring of the plan through the Rtl
processes.

rMTSS 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.

Scholastic Reading Inventory
Maze

Diagnostics

Palm Beach Writes

FCAT

Educational Data Warehouse
FLDOE data

Describe the plan to train staff on MTSS.
Faculty Meetings in September, October and February.

Ongoing support through the Rtl Leadership Team meeting outcomes,teacher participation, recommendations and
monitoring.

Describe the plan to support MTSS.

Literacy Leadership Team (LLT)

School-Based Literacy Leadership Team

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

K12,LLC
Debra Johnson (District)
Brenda McDonald (K12)




Gila Tuchman (K12)
Lori Hill (K12)

Connections Academy

Debra Johnson (District)

Sally Fernandez (Connections Academy)
Patricia Brooke (Connections Academy)

Describe how the school-based LLT functions (e.g., meeting processes and roles/functions).
School-based Literacy Leadership Teams ensure reading and literacy are a focus across all content areas by conducting

ongoing meetings to address concerns and patterns across courses and students. The teams evaluate growth of students in
reading, based on data provided through assessment sources.

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

The major initiatives of the LLT this year will be to ensure that ongoing professional development is utilized for the best
interest of all students in all grades by meeting frequently to strengthen reading strategies across all content areas.

Public School Choice

Supplemental Educational Services (SES) Notification
No Attachment

*Elementary Title | Schools Only: Pre-School Transition

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

N/A

*Grades 6-12 Only

Sec. 1003.413(b) F.S.

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

The LLT has put into place initiatives to ensure that all content area teachers are addressing the literacy needs of every
student. The lowest 25% of readers, as well as all other students are provided support with varied instructional strategies
and differentiated instruction for each target group.

*High Schools Only

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

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

The students are offered varied courses to introduce students to work related skills. There are academic track courses as
electives that support career readiness. Students are provided the support of the guidance counselor to discuss appropriate
course tracks and skill preparation required to ensure success in the post secondary environment of their choice. Students are
encouraged to take the PSAT, the SAT, the ACT, and the ASVAB.

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?

Students meet with the guidance counselor in the spring and summer to plan for their next year including course selection
and scholarship.

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

Increased support to students regarding dual-enrollment opportunities is planned.



PART Il: EXPECTED IMPROVEMENTS

Reading Goals

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

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

la. FCAT2.0: Students scoring at Achievement Level 3 in

reading.
Meet the AMO targets for 2013.
Reading Goal #1a:

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

58% of students achieved level 3 or above in reading. All subgroups will meet or exceed 2013 AMO targets.

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Person or Process Used to
. . Position Determine .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy
Falling Short of Goal. Target Reading, Writing, |LLT LTMs (Learning Team Diagnostic Tools
1 Math, and Science Rtl Meetings) and Data- SRI
Learning Skills for All Teams Based Discussions FCAT
Students. IL EOCs
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:

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

Reading Goal #1b:

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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Person or Process Used to
. . Position Determine ]
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy
Virtual Students are Follow strategies of Principal Monitoring of Progress Test Results
resistant to standardized [state-wide school in Reports and Data from
1 testing due to various charge of overall Students Attending
reasons. curriculum and Testing Sessions.
instruction.

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

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




Level 4 in reading.
Students will meet AMO goals for 2013.

Reading Goal #2a:

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

ND All subgroups will meet or exceed 2013 AMO targets.

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Person or Process Used to
. . Position Determine ;
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy
Not maintaining current |Enhance all content Principal and Parent / Teacher / Diagnostics
1 high levels of proficiency.|areas with higher order |Teachers Administrator FCAT
thinking skills through Conferences based on SRI
every content area. Reports EOC

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

2b. Florida Alternate Assessment:
Students scoring at or above Achievement Level 7 in
reading.

Reading Goal #2b:

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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

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

Monitoring Strategy

Virtual School Families Follow strategies of Principal and Monitoring Progress Diagnostics

resist standardized state-wide school in Teachers Reports of Students FAIR

1 testing for various charge of overall Attending Testing SRI
reasons. curriculum and Sessions. Other measures
instruction.

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

3a. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of students making learning

gains in reading. Students will reach current proficiency goals for 2013 by
maintaining level (3 or above) or increasing learning gains by

Reading Goal #3a: one year’s growth.

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

69% of students made learning gains in reading. Meet AMO reading target for 2013.

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Person or Process Used to




L . Position Determine .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy

Falling Short of Goals Online Tutoring Sessions |All Math, Reading, |Review of Assessments [Diagnostics

for Students Predicted to|and Language Arts |of Individual Student Alternative
1 .
Score below proficiency. |Teachers and Rtl |Progress Assessments
Team

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

3b. Florida Alternate Assessment:
Percentage of students making Learning Gains in
reading.

Reading Goal #3b:

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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Person or Process Used to
. . Position Determine .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy
Virtual School Families Follow strategies of Principal and Monitoring of data FAIR
are resistant to state-wide school in Teachers reports from students SRI
1 standardized testing. charge of overall attending testing Diagnostics
curriculum and sessions. Other measures
instruction.

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

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

making learning gains in reading. Students in lowest 25% will increase to next level in reading

) or make one year's growth.
Reading Goal #4:

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

58% of students in the lowest 25% made gains in reading. Meet AMO reading target for 2013.

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Person or Process Used to
. . Position Determine .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy
Falling short of Goal One on One Online Reading, Math, Assessment process of |Comparison data
Tutoring in critical areas |Science teachers. |Rtl team and ongoing between Fall and
(Math, Reading, Science, |Rtl Team discussion for individual |Winter diagnostic
1 Writing) for all lowest students at-risk. testing. Running
25% students. records of
individual teachers
from tutoring
sessions.

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




Reading Goal #

SA. Ambitious but Achievable Annual Meet AMD reading target for 2013 in all subgroups. =]
Measurable Objectives (AMOs). In six year

school will reduce their achievement gap

by 50%.
5A : id
Baseline data
2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017
58 82 84 85 |87

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

5B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White, Black,
Hispanic, Asian, American Indian) not making
satisfactory progress in reading. Proficiency among all ethnicities of students will increase
10%.
Reading Goal #5B:
2012 Current Level of Performance: 2013 Expected Level of Performance:
American Indian: NA
Asian: NA
Black: NA Meet AMO reading target for 2013.
Hispanic: 25%
White: 18%
Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement
Person or Process Used to
. . Position Determine .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy
Students from poverty Follow the progress of all [Principal and Progress Monitoring and [Anecdotal Records
have the most problems [students using the Rtl Teachers Constant Communication |Performance
1 in making progress in process and taking into with Parents and Assessments
school. This is especially |account the individual Students Standardized
true in a virtual program. |needs of each student. Assessments
Not Meeting Goals Online Tutoring Session |Rtl Team Learning Team Diagnostic
> with students in critical Discussions surrounding |Comparison
areas (reading, math, current goal.
science, writing)

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

5C. English Language Learners (ELL) not making

satisfactory progress in reading.
Meet AMO targets for 2013.

Reading Goal #5C:

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

N/A Meet AMO targets for 2013.

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Person or Process Used to
. . Position Determine .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy
ELLs need additional Follow strategies of the [Principal and Progress Monitoring CELLA
1 support (time, simplified |curriculum and instruction Teachers Formal and
text, etc.) team of the program. Informal Testing
5 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A




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

5D. Students with Disabilities (SWD) not making

satisfactory progress in reading.
Meet AMO targets for 2013.

Reading Goal #5D:

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

N/A Meet AMO targets for 2013.

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Person or Process Used to
. . Position Determine ;
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy
Students with disabilities |Follow curriculum and Principal and Progress Monitoring Formal and
need individualized help. [instruction program Teachers Informal Data
In virtual school those supports provided. Reports
1 individualized supports
need to be shared with
parent and scaffolded by
teachers.
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

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

5E. Economically Disadvantaged students not making

satisfactory progress in reading.
Meet AMO targets for 2013.

Reading Goal #5E:

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

38% Meet AMO targets for 2013.

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Person or Process Used to
. . Position Determine .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy
Economically Constant communication |Principal and Anecdotal reports on Formal and
disadvantaged students |between Teacher / Teachers individual students noted.|Informal
need to know that there |Parent / Student / Assessment and
are adults to help them |Administrator. Conversation Logs
through various life
hurdles so they can
concentrate on their
schoolwork.
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A




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

or PD Activity

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

PD
Content /Topic
and/or PLC
Focus

Grade
Level/Subject

PD Facilitator
and/or PLC
Leader

PD Participants
(e.g.,
PLC,subject,
grade level, or
school-wide)

Target Dates
(e.qg., early
release) and
Schedules
(e.g.,
frequency of
meetings)

Strategy for
Follow-
up/Monitoring

Person or
Position
Responsible for
Monitoring

No Data Submitted

Reading Budget:

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source AX?:?S;?
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Technology

oL . Available
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Professional Development

Subtotal: $0.00

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source A\/&?;Igs:ﬁ
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

L . Available
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Grand Total: $0.00

End of Reading Goals

Comprehensive English Language Learning Assessment (CELLA) Goals

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

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

CELLA Goal #1:

1. Students scoring proficient in listening/speaking.

2012 Current Percent of Students Proficient in listening/speaking:




Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Per§qn or Process Used to
Position .
o . . Determine .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
for Strate
Monitoring gy

No Data Submitted

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

2. Students scoring proficient in reading.

CELLA Goal #2:

2012 Current Percent of Students Proficient in reading:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Per;qn or Process Used to
Position .
Anticipated Barrier Strate Responsible betermine Evaluation Tool
p ay p Effectiveness of
for Strategy
Monitoring

No Data Submitted

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

3. Students scoring proficient in writing.

CELLA Goal #3:

2012 Current Percent of Students Proficient in writing:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Per§qn or Process Used to
Position .
. . . Determine .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
for Strate
Monitoring gy

No Data Submitted

CELLA Budget:




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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source A‘;ﬁ:ﬁ'gﬁ:ﬁ
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Technology
- . Available
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source A\,ﬁr‘:gs;et
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Other

I . Available
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00
Grand Total: $0.00

End of CELLA Goals




Elementary School Mathematics Goals

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

of improvement for the following group:

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

mathematics.

Mathematics Goal #1a:

la. FCAT2.0: Students scoring at Achievement Level 3 in

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

Problem-Solving Process to |

ncrease Student Achievement

Person or Process Used to
. . Position Determine -
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy
Falling Short of Goal. Target Reading, Writing, |LLT LTMs (Learning Team Diagnostic Tools
1 Math, and Science Rtl Meetings) and Data- SRI
Learning Skills for All Teams Based Discussions FCAT
Students. IL EOCs

of improvement for the following group:

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

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

Mathematics Goal #1b:

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

Problem-Solving Process to |

ncrease Student Achievement

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

Virtual Students are
resistant to standardized
testing due to various
reasons.

Follow strategies of
state-wide school in
charge of overall
curriculum and
instruction.

Principal

Monitoring of Progress
Reports and Data from
Students Attending
Testing Sessions.

Test Results

of improvement for the following group:

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

2a. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at or above Achievement
Level 4 in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal #2a:

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:




Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Person or Process Used to
. . Position Determine .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy
Not maintaining current |Enhance all content Principal and Parent / Teacher / Diagnostics
1 high levels of proficiency.|areas with higher order |Teachers Administrator FCAT
thinking skills through Conferences based on SRI
every content area. Reports EOC

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

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

Mathematics Goal #2b:

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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

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

Monitoring Strategy

Virtual School Families Follow strategies of Principal and Monitoring Progress Diagnostics

resist standardized state-wide school in Teachers Reports of Students FAIR

1 testing for various charge of overall Attending Testing SRI
reasons. curriculum and Sessions. Other measures
instruction.

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

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

Mathematics Goal #3a:

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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Person or Process Used to
. . Position Determine ;
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy
Falling Short of Goals Online Tutoring Sessions |All Math, Reading, |Review of Assessments |Diagnostics
for Students Predicted to|and Language Arts |of Individual Student Alternative
1 -
Score below proficiency. |Teachers and Rtl |Progress Assessments
Team




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

3b. Florida Alternate Assessment:
Percentage of students making Learning Gains in

mathematics.

Mathematics Goal #3b:

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or
Position
Responsible for
Monitoring

Process Used to
Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

Virtual School Families
are resistant to
1 standardized testing.

Follow strategies of
state-wide school in
charge of overall
curriculum and
instruction.

Principal and
Teachers

Monitoring of data
reports from students
attending testing
sessions.

FAIR

SRI

Diagnostics
Other measures

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

4. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of students in Lowest 25%0
making learning gains in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal #4:

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or
Position
Responsible for
Monitoring

Process Used to
Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

Falling short of Goal

One on One Online
Tutoring in critical areas
(Math, Reading, Science,
Writing) for all lowest
25% students.

Reading, Math,
Science teachers.
Rtl Team

Assessment process of
Rtl team and ongoing
discussion for individual
students at-risk.

Comparison data
between Fall and
Winter diagnostic
testing. Running
records of
individual teachers
from tutoring
sessions.

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

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

by 50%.

Elementary School Mathematics Goal #

5A :

=

=

Baseline data

2010-2011 2011-2012

2012-2013

2013-2014

2014-2015

2015-2016

2016-2017




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

5B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White, Black,
Hispanic, Asian, American Indian) not making
satisfactory progress in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal #5B:

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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Person or Process Used to
. . Position Determine .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy
Students from poverty Follow the progress of all [Principal and Progress Monitoring and [Anecdotal Records
have the most problems [students using the Rtl Teachers Constant Communication |Performance
1 in making progress in process and taking into with Parents and Assessments
school. This is especially |account the individual Students Standardized
true in a virtual program. [needs of each student. Assessments

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

5C. English Language Learners (ELL) not making
satisfactory progress in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal #5C:

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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Person or Process Used to
. . Position Determine ;
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy
ELLs need additional Follow strategies of the [Principal and Progress Monitoring CELLA
1 support (time, simplified |curriculum and instruction Teachers Formal and
text, etc.) team of the program. Informal Testing

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

5D. Students with Disabilities (SWD) not making
satisfactory progress in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal #5D:

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




Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or
Position
Responsible for
Monitoring

Process Used to
Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

Students with disabilities
need individualized help.
In virtual school those
individualized supports
need to be shared with
parent and scaffolded by
teachers.

Follow curriculum and
instruction program
supports provided.

Principal and
Teachers

Progress Monitoring

Formal and
Informal Data
Reports

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

5E. Economically Disadvantaged students not making
satisfactory progress in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal #5E:

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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

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

Economically
disadvantaged students
need to know that there

Constant communication
between Teacher /
Parent / Student /

Principal and
Teachers

Anecdotal reports on
individual students noted.

Formal and
Informal
Assessment and

are adults to help them |Administrator.
through various life

hurdles so they can
concentrate on their

schoolwork.

Conversation Logs

End of Elementary School Mathematics Goals

Middle School Mathematics Goals

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

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

la. FCAT2.0: Students scoring at Achievement Level 3 in
mathematics.

Mathematics Goal #1a:

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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement




Person or Process Used to
o . Position Determine .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy
Falling Short of Goal. Target Reading, Writing, [LLT LTMs (Learning Team Diagnostic Tools
1 Math, and Science Rtl Meetings) and Data- SRI
Learning Skills for All Teams Based Discussions FCAT
Students. IL EOCs

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

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

Mathematics Goal #1b:

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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

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

No Data Submitted

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

2a. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at or above Achievement
Level 4 in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal #2a:

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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Person or Process Used to
. . Position Determine .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy
Not maintaining current |Enhance all content Principal and Parent / Teacher / Diagnostics
1 high levels of proficiency.|areas with higher order |Teachers Administrator FCAT
thinking skills through Conferences based on SRI
every content area. Reports EOC

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

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




Mathematics Goal #2b:

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Per§9n or Process Used to
Position Determine
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
for L Strategy
Monitoring

No Data Submitted

of improvement for the following group:

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

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

Mathematics Goal #3a:

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Falling Short of Goals Online Tutoring Sessions
for Students Predicted to

Score below proficiency.

Person or Process Used to
Position Determine Evaluation Tool
Responsible for Effectiveness of
Monitoring Strategy
All Math, Reading, [Review of Assessments |Diagnostics
and Language Arts |of Individual Student Alternative
Teachers and Rtl [Progress Assessments

Team

of improvement for the following group:

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

3b. Florida Alternate Assessment:
Percentage of students making Learning Gains in
mathematics.

Mathematics Goal #3b:

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Monitoring

Eg;?:i)gnor Process Used to
! ! ; Determine )
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible - Evaluation Tool
for Effectiveness of
Strategy




No Data Submitted

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

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

Mathematics Goal #4:

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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

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

Falling short of Goal

One on One Online
Tutoring in critical areas
(Math, Reading, Science,

Reading, Math,
Science teachers.
Rtl Team

Assessment process of
Rtl team and ongoing
discussion for individual

Comparison data
between Fall and
Winter diagnostic

Writing) for all lowest students at-risk.

25% students.

testing. Running
records of
individual teachers
from tutoring
sessions.

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

Middle School Mathematics Goal #

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

=

5A :

[

Baseline data

2010-2011 2011-2012

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

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

5B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White, Black,
Hispanic, Asian, American Indian) not making
satisfactory progress in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal #5B:

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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement




Per§9n or Process Used to
Position Determine
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
for o Strategy
Monitoring

No Data Submitted

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

5C. English Language Learners (ELL) not making
satisfactory progress in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal #5C:

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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

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

No Data Submitted

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

5D. Students with Disabilities (SWD) not making
satisfactory progress in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal #5D:

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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Per§qn or Process Used to
Position ;
L . . Determine .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
for Strate
Monitoring gy

No Data Submitted

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

5E. Economically Disadvantaged students not making
satisfactory progress in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal #5E:




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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Per;o_n or Process Used to
Position .
. . . Determine .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
for Strate
Monitoring ay

No Data Submitted

End of Middle School Mathematics Goals

Florida Alternate Assessment High School Mathematics Goals

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

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

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

Mathematics Goal #1.:

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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

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

No Data Submitted

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

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

Mathematics Goal #2:

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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement




Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or
Position
Responsible
for
Monitoring

Process Used to
Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

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

Mathematics Goal #3:

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

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or
Position
Responsible
for
Monitoring

Process Used to
Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

Algebra End-of-Course (EOC) Goals

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

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

Algebra Goal #1:

1. Students scoring at Achievement Level 3 in Algebra.

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or
Position

for

Responsible

Process Used to
Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Monitoring

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

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




of improvement for the following group:

2. Students scoring at or above Achievement Levels 4

and 5 in Algebra.

Algebra Goal #2:

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or
Position
Responsible
for
Monitoring

Process Used to
Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

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

3A. Ambitious but Achievable Annual
Measurable Objectives (AMOs). In six year
school will reduce their achievement gap

by 50%.

Algebra Goal #

3A:

=

[

Baseline data
2010-2011

2011-2012

2012-2013

2013-2014

2014-2015

2015-2016

2016-2017

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

3B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White, Black,
Hispanic, Asian, American Indian) not making

satisfactory progress in Algebra.

Algebra Goal #3B:

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or
Position
Responsible
for
Monitoring

Process Used to
Determine
Effectiveness of

Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

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




3C. English Language Learners (ELL) not making
satisfactory progress in Algebra.

Algebra Goal #3C:

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or
Position
Responsible
for
Monitoring

Process Used to
Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

of improvement for the following subgroup:

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

3D. Students with Disabilities (SWD) not making
satisfactory progress in Algebra.

Algebra Goal #3D:

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or
Position
Responsible
for
Monitoring

Process Used to
Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

of improvement for the following subgroup:

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

satisfactory progress in Algebra.

Algebra Goal #3E:

3E. Economically Disadvantaged students not making

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement




Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or
Position
Responsible
for
Monitoring

Process Used to
Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

End of Algebra EOC Goals

Geometry End-of-Course (EOC) Goals

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

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

Geometry.

Geometry Goal #1:

1. Students scoring at Achievement Level 3 in

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or
Position
Responsible
for
Monitoring

Process Used to
Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

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

4 and 5 in Geometry.

Geometry Goal #2:

2. Students scoring at or above Achievement Levels

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or
Position
Responsible
for
Monitoring

Process Used to
Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted




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

3A. Ambitious but Achievable Geometry Goal #

Annual Measurable Objectives d
(AMOs). In six year school will
reduce their achievement gap by

50%. 3A : j
Baseline data
2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017

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

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

Geometry Goal #3B:

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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Per;qn or Process Used to
Position .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible betermine Evaluation Tool
Effectiveness of
for Strategy
Monitoring

No Data Submitted

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

3C. English Language Learners (ELL) not making
satisfactory progress in Geometry.

Geometry Goal #3C:

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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Per§qn or Process Used to
Position ;
. . . Determine .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
for Strate
Monitoring ay

No Data Submitted

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




Geometry Goal #3D:

3D. Students with Disabilities (SWD) not making
satisfactory progress in Geometry.

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or
Position
Responsible
for
Monitoring

Process Used to
Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

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

Geometry Goal #3E:

3E. Economically Disadvantaged students not
making satisfactory progress in Geometry.

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

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

No Data Submitted

End of Geometry EOC Goals

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

or PD Activity

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

PD
Content /Topic
and/or PLC
Focus

Grade
Level/Subject

PD Facilitator
and/or PLC
Leader

PD Participants
(e.g.,
PLC,subject,
grade level, or
school-wide)

Schedules (e.g.,

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

frequency of
meetings)

Strategy for
Follow-
up/Monitoring

Person or
Position
Responsible for
Monitoring

No Data Submitted




Mathematics Budget:

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source A‘:ﬂgﬁ:ﬁ
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Technology

S . Available
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source A\,&am”gfj)rl]et
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Strate Description of Resources Funding Source Available
ay p 9 Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00
Grand Total: $0.00

End of Mathematics Goals

Elementary and Middle School Science Goals

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

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

la. FCAT2.0: Students scoring at Achievement

Level 3 in science.
Meet the requirements of the state for AMOs.

Science Goal #1a:

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

59% performing at level 3 or above. Meet the requirements of the state for AMOs.

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Person or Process Used to
. . Position Determine .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy
Falling Short of Goal. |Target Reading, LLT LTMs (Learning Team |Diagnostic Tools
1 Writing, Math, and Rtl Meetings) and Data- |SRI
Science Learning Skills [Teams Based Discussions FCAT
for All Students. IL EOCs

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

1b. Florida Alternate Assessment:

Students scoring at Levels 4, 5, and 6 in science.
Meet AMO targets for 2013.




Science Goal #1b:

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

ND Meet AMO targets for 2013.

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

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

Monitoring Strategy

Virtual Students are Follow strategies of Principal Monitoring of Progress |Test Results

resistant to state-wide school in Reports and Data from

1 standardized testing charge of overall Students Attending
due to various curriculum and Testing Sessions.
reasons. instruction.

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

2a. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at or above

Achievement Level 4 in science.
Meet AMO targets for 2013.

Science Goal #2a:

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

ND Meet AMO targets for 2013.

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

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

Monitoring Strategy

Not maintaining currentEnhance all content Principal and Parent / Teacher / Diagnostics

1 high levels of areas with higher order|Teachers Administrator FCAT
proficiency. thinking skills through Conferences based on |SRI
every content area. Reports EOC

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

2b. Florida Alternate Assessment:
Students scoring at or above Achievement Level 7
in science. Meet AMO targets for 2013.

Science Goal #2b:

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

ND Meet AMO targets for 2013.

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Person or Process Used to
Position Determine
Responsible for Effectiveness of

Monitoring Strategy

Anticipated Barrier Strategy Evaluation Tool




Virtual School Families
resist standardized
testing for various

Follow strategies of
state-wide school in
charge of overall

reasons.

curriculum and
instruction.

Principal and
Teachers

Monitoring Progress
Reports of Students
Attending Testing

Diagnostics
FAIR
SRI

Sessions.

Other measures

Florida Alternate Assessment High School Science Goals

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

(35)).

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

Science Goal #1:

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

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or
Position
Responsible
for
Monitoring

Process Used to
Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

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

Science Goal #2:

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

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or
Position
Responsible
for
Monitoring

Process Used to
Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted




Biology End-of-Course (EOC) Goals

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

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

1. Students scoring at Achievement Level 3 in
Biology.

Biology Goal #1:

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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Per§o_n or Process Used to
Position .
. . . Determine .
Anticipated Barrier |Strategy Responsible Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
for Strate
Monitoring a9y

No Data Submitted

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

2. Students scoring at or above Achievement
Levels 4 and 5 in Biology.

Biology Goal #2:

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

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Per§c_)n or Process Used to
Position .
. . . Determine .
Anticipated Barrier |Strategy Responsible Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
for Strate
Monitoring gy

No Data Submitted

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

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




PD N
Content /Topic Grade P;)n';e}f)'lr';al_tgr
and/or PLC |Level/Subject
Leader
Focus

Target Dates
PD (e.g., early
Participants release) and Strategy for
(e.g., -
A Schedules Follow
PLC,subject, . .
(e.g., up/Monitoring
grade level, or
- frequency of
school-wide) ;
meetings)

Person or
Position
Responsible
for Monitoring

No Data Submitted

Science Budget:

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source A\;arn”;?rlﬁ
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Technology
L . Available
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Professional Development

Subtotal: $0.00

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source A\:?n”;?rlﬁ
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Other

Strate Description of Resources Funding Source Available
il P N Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Grand Total: $0.00

End of Science Goals

Writing Goals

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

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

Writing Goal #1a:

la. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at Achievement Level
3.0 and higher in writing.

Meet AMO targets for 2013.

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

writing.

A total of 60% of students tested made proficiency in

Meet AMO targets for 2013.

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for
Monitoring

Process Used to

Determine

Effectiveness of

Strategy

Evaluation
Tool

Students need
constant parent

Discuss note-taking
and physical writing

Principal/Teachers/Parents|

Progress Monitoring
Parent Conferences

FCAT Writes
Formal and




virtual school and
sometimes the

supervision in order
for them to take the |and promote writing
notes they should in alout notes rather than

with parents often

studying from the
computer.

support is not given.

Informal

Assessments

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:

Weriting Goal #1b:

1b. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students scoring
at 4 or higher in writing.

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Per;qn or Process Used to
Position .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible betermine Evaluation Tool
Effectiveness of
for Strate
Monitoring a9y

No Data Submitted

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

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

Target Dates

D (e.g., early
PD . PD Facilitator Participants release) and Strategy for Pers_or_w or
Content /Topic Grade (e.g9., Position

. and/or PLC A Schedules Follow- .
and/or PLC | Level/Subject PLC,subject, L Responsible
Leader (e.qg., up/Monitoring o
Focus grade level, or for Monitoring
- frequency of
school-wide) ;
meetings)

No Data Submitted

Writing Budget:

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source A‘:?n”gs:ﬁ
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source A‘f;:gs:ﬁ
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Professional Development




Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Available
Amount

No Data No Data

No Data

$0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source A\;E:;:gl?:]et
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Grand Total: $0.00

End of Writing Goals

Civics End-of-Course (EOC) Goals

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

in need of improvement for the following group:

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas

1. Students scoring at Achievement Level 3 in Civics.

Civics Goal #1:

NA

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

NA NA
Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement
Person or Process Used to
. . Position Determine .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy
1 NA NA NA NA NA

in need of improvement for the following group:

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to "Guiding Questions", identify and define areas

2. Students scoring at or above Achievement Levels
4 and 5 in Civics.

Civics Goal #2:

NA

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

NA

NA

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

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




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

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

PD
Content /Topic
and/or PLC
Focus

Grade
Level/Subject

PD Facilitator
and/or PLC
Leader

PD
Participants
(e.g.,
PLC,subject,
grade level, or
school-wide)

Target Dates
(e.g., early
release) and
Schedules
(e.q.,
frequency of
meetings)

Strategy for
Follow-
up/Monitoring

Person or
Position
Responsible
for Monitoring

No Data Submitted

Civics Budget:

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source A‘Z‘:}'gs:ﬁ
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Technology
Lo . Available
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Professional Development

Subtotal: $0.00

L . Available
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Strate Description of Resources Funding Source Available
d P 9 Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Grand Total: $0.00

End of Civics Goals

U.S. History End-of-Cource (EOC) Goals

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

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

History.

U.S. History Goal #1:

1. Students scoring at Achievement Level 3 in U.S.

NA

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

NA

NA




Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or
Position
Responsible for
Monitoring

Process Used to
Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

NA

NA

NA

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:

U.S. History Goal #2:

2. Students scoring at or above Achievement Levels
4 and 5 in U.S. History.

NA

2012 Current Level of Performance:

2013 Expected Level of Performance:

NA NA
Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement
Person or Process Used to
L . Position Determine .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy
1 NA NA NA NA NA

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

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

PD
Content /Topic
and/or PLC
Focus

Grade
Level/Subject

PD Facilitator
and/or PLC
Leader

Target Dates
PD (e.g., early
Participants release) and | Strategy for Persph or
(e.qg., Position
A Schedules Follow- .
PLC,subject, - Responsible
(e.q., up/Monitoring o
grade level, or for Monitoring
- frequency of
school-wide) ;
meetings)

No Data Submitted

U.S. History Budget:

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source A\f:n”glkjrﬁ
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Technology

Subtotal: $0.00

R . Available
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00




Subtotal: $0.00

Professional Development

L . Available
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Strate Description of Resources Funding Source Available
d P 9 Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Grand Total: $0.00

End of U.S. History EOC Goals

Attendance Goal(s)

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

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

1. Attendance
NA
Attendance Goal #1:
2012 Current Attendance Rate: 2013 Expected Attendance Rate:
NA NA
2012 Current Number of Students with Excessive 2013 Expected Number of Students with Excessive
Absences (10 or more) Absences (10 or more)
NA NA
2012 Current Number of Students with Excessive 2013 Expected Number of Students with Excessive
Tardies (10 or more) Tardies (10 or more)
NA NA

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Person or Process Used to
. . Position Determine .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy
As a virtual school, NA NA NA NA
1 attendance is not
applicable.

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.




Target Dates

PD (e.g., early
PD . PD Facilitator Participants release) and | Strategy for Perspﬁ or
Content /Topic Grade (e.g., Position

. and/or PLC A Schedules Follow- .
and/or PLC |Level/Subject PLC,subject, L Responsible
Leader (e.q., up/Monitoring L
Focus grade level, or for Monitoring
- frequency of
school-wide) ;
meetings)

No Data Submitted

Attendance Budget:

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source A\;arn”;?rlﬁ
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Technology

L . Available
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Professional Development

Subtotal: $0.00

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source A\:?n”;?rlﬁ
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Strate Description of Resources Funding Source Available
il P N Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Grand Total: $0.00

End of Attendance Goal(s)

Suspension Goal(s)

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

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

1. Suspension

. NA
Suspension Goal #1:

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

NA NA

2013 Expected Number of Students Suspended In-

2012 Total Number of Students Suspended In-School
School

NA NA

2013 Expected Number of Out-of-School

2012 Number of Out-of-School Suspensions -
Suspensions




NA

School

2012 Total Number of Students Suspended Out-of-

2013 Expected Number of Students Suspended Out-
of-School

NA

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or
Position
Responsible
for
Monitoring

Determine

Strategy

Process Used to

Effectiveness of

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

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

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

PD
Content /Topic
and/or PLC
Focus

Grade
Level/Subject

PD Facilitator
and/or PLC
Leader

PD
Participants
(e.g.,
PLC,subject,
grade level, or
school-wide)

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

Strategy for
Follow-
up/Monitoring

Person or
Position
Responsible
for Monitoring

No Data Submitted

Suspension Budget:

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source A\:::ca)aﬁ
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Technology

Lo . Available
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Professional Development

Subtotal: $0.00

L . Available
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Strate Description of Resources Funding Source Available
& P 9 Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00




Grand Total: $0.00

End of Suspension Goal(s)

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 (e.g., 70% (35)).

in need of improvement:

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

1. Dropout Prevention
Dropout Prevention Goal #1:

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

NA

2012 Current Dropout Rate:

2013 Expected Dropout Rate:

NA

NA

2012 Current Graduation Rate:

2013 Expected Graduation Rate:

NA

NA

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Anticipated Barrier Strategy

Person or
Position
Responsible
for
Monitoring

Determine

Strategy

Process Used to

Effectiveness of

Evaluation Tool

No Data Submitted

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

(PLC) or PD Activity

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

PD -
Content /Topic Grade Pgﬂ';?:’)':_'gfgr
and/or PLC |Level/Subject
Leader
Focus

PD
Participants
(e.g.,
PLC,subject,
grade level, or
school-wide)

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

Strategy for
Follow-
up/Monitoring

Person or
Position
Responsible
for Monitoring

No Data Submitted

Dropout Prevention Budget:




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

Lo . Available
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Technology

- . Available
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source A\;arrl:ggrzet
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Other

I . Available
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00
Grand Total: $0.00

End of Dropout Prevention Goal(s)

Parent Involvement Goal(s)

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

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

1. Parent Involvement

Parent Involvement Goal #1: . . .
Face-to-face orientation and parent support sessions are

offered to ensure that parents understand both the

*Please refer to the percentage of parents who . R .
student and learning coach roles in virtual education.

participated in school activities, duplicated or
unduplicated.

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

98% of parents attended the face-to-face orientation 100% of parents will attend the face-to-face orientation
sessions. sessions.

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Person or Process Used to
. . Position Determine .
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible for Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
Monitoring Strategy
Parents who do not Modify the orientation |Debra Johnson All students Learning
closely monitor their sessions to more deeply|Gila Tuchman successfully complete |Management
children’'s time on address the day-to-day|Lori Hill their courses. System data
academic coursework. |role of the learning Sally Fernandez fields

coach/parent in the
online learning
environment.
Follow-up with phone
calls to parents whose
students fall behind.




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.

Target Dates

D (e.g., early
PD . PD Facilitator Participants release) and Strategy for Perspr_w or
Content /Topic Grade (e.g., Position

. and/or PLC A Schedules Follow- .
and/or PLC |Level/Subject PLC,subject, - Responsible
Leader (e.q., up/Monitoring o
Focus grade level, or for Monitoring
. frequency of
school-wide) ;
meetings)

No Data Submitted

Parent Involvement Budget:

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

Lo . Available
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Technology

L . Available
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source A‘Z‘;}';E’:]et
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Strate Description of Resources Funding Source Available
il P 9 Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Grand Total: $0.00

End of Parent Involvement Goal(s)

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

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

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

1. STEM

STEM Goal #1:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement

Pergc_)n or Process Used to
Position .
Anticipated Barrier Strate Responsible betermine Evaluation Tool
P ay for p Effectiveness of
Monitoring Strategy

No Data Submitted




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

(PLC) or PD Activity

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

Target Dates

PD
o (e.g., early
D . PD Facilitator Participants release) and Strategy for Pers.of‘ or
Content /Topic Grade (e.g., Position
. and/or PLC A Schedules Follow- .
and/or PLC |Level/Subject PLC,subject, A Responsible
Leader (e.g., up/Monitoring o
for Monitoring

grade level, or frequency of

Focus
school-wide) meetings)

No Data Submitted

STEM Budget:

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00
Subtotal: $0.00

Technology
Lo . Available
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00
Subtotal: $0.00

Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source A\;amilgsrlﬁ
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Available
Amount

No Data No Data No Data $0.00
Subtotal: $0.00

Grand Total: $0.00

End of STEM Goal(s)

Career and Technical Education (CTE) Goal(s)

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

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

1. CTE

CTE Goal #1.:

Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement




Per;o_n or Process Used to
Position Determine
Anticipated Barrier Strategy Responsible Effectiveness of Evaluation Tool
for o Strategy
Monitoring

No Data Submitted

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

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

Target Dates

PD (e.g., early
D - PD Facilitator Participants release) and Strategy for Perspr_w or
Content /Topic Grade (e.g9., Position

. and/or PLC A Schedules Follow- .
and/or PLC |Level/Subject PLC,subject, L Responsible
Leader (e.g., up/Monitoring L
Focus grade level, or for Monitoring
- frequency of
school-wide) ;
meetings)
No Data Submitted
CTE Budget:

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source A\f:wlgt?ﬁ
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Technology
o . Available
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source A\;arrl:ggrzet
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00

Other

I . Available
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00
Grand Total: $0.00

End of CTE Goal(s)




Additional Goal(s)

No Additional Goal was submitted for this school



FINAL BUDGET

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

Description of
Resources

No Data No Data No Data No Data $0.00
Subtotal: $0.00

Goal Strategy Funding Source Available Amount

Technology

Description of

Funding Source Available Amount
Resources

Goal Strategy

No Data No Data No Data No Data $0.00
Subtotal: $0.00

Professional Development

Description of

Funding Source Available Amount
Resources

Goal Strategy

No Data No Data No Data No Data $0.00
Subtotal: $0.00

Goal Strategy Description of Funding Source Available Amount
Resources
No Data No Data No Data No Data $0.00

Subtotal: $0.00
Grand Total: $0.00

Differentiated Accountability

School-level Differentiated Accountability Compliance

i Priority | Focus I Prevent ' NA

Are you a reward school: [J Yes & No

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

View uploaded file (Uploaded on 10/19/2012)

School Advisory Council

School Advisory Council (SAC) Membership Compliance

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

" Yes. Agree with the above statement.

Describe projected use of SAC funds Amount

No data submitted

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

SAC Meetings will be held in September, November, January, March, and May.
Activities are minimal and will be determined by the previous meeting.
Plans for next meeting include ongoing review of SIP and upcoming academic activities for 2012-2013 school year.




Further plans will be determined by SAC from meeting to meeting.



AYP DATA

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

SCHOOL GRADE DATA

No Data Found
No Data Found
No Data Found




