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2012-2013 SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

PART I: CURRENT SCHOOL STATUS

School | nfor mation

School Name: Banyan Elementary District Name: Broward County
Principal: Dr. Eric Miller Superintendent: Robert Runcie
SAC Chair: Judy-Ann Mora Date of School Board Approval:

Student Achievement Data and Reference M aterials:

The following links will open in a separate browsendow.

School Grades Trend Datd&sg this data to complete Sections 1-4 of the ngpaind mathematics goals and Sections 1 and 2afiiting and science goals.)
Florida Comprehensive Assessment Test (FCAT)/Stdessessment Trend Ddtase this data to inform the problem-solving precesen writing goals.)
High School Feedback Report

K-12 Comprehensive Research Based Reading Plan

Administrators

List your school’'s administrators and briefly delsertheir certification(s), number of years at tuerent school, number of years as an administratat their prior performance
record with increasing student achievement at sabbol. Include history of School Grades, FCAT&téde assessment performance (percentage datatfmvement levels,
learning gains, Lowest 25%), and ambitious butedle annual measurable objective (AMO) progress.

Number of Number of Prior Performance Record (include prior School @sad
" Degree(s)/ FCAT/statewide assessment Achievement Levels,ilegagains,
FERIE NETUE Certification(s) VEEIDEYS Years as an lowest 25%), and AMO progress, along with the aisged school
Current School  Administrator year) 4 prog ' 9
Principal | Dr. Eric Miller Ed.D./Educational 2 14 In 2012, 58% of student met high standardsading and 65% of
Leadership/M.S.- Elem. students met high standards in math. 71% madeihgagains in
Ed. K-6 and Ed. reading and 75% made learning gains in math. Ofawest 25% of
Leadership students, 82% made learning gains in reading afti@ade
learning gains in math. In science 41% met highdards and 77%
in writing.
In 2011 78% of student met high standards in repdimd 71% of
students met high standards in math. 65% madeitepgains in
June 2012
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reading and 61% made learning gains in math. Ofawest 25% of
students, 62% made learning gains in reading afti6ade

learning gains in math. In science 43% met highdards and 83%
in writing.

Cheryl A. Proctor Ed.S./Educational
Leadership/Varying
Exceptionalities

In 2012, 58% of student met high standardedwling and 65% of
students met high standards in math. 71% madeihgagains in
reading and 75% made learning gains in math. Ofawest 25% of
students, 82% made learning gains in reading af6 i@ade
learning gains in math. In science 41% met highdards and 77%
in writing.

Assistant

Principal In 2011 78% of student met high standards in repdimd 71% of
students met high standards in math. 65% madeihepgains in
reading and 61% made learning gains in math. Ofawest 25% of
students, 62% made learning gains in reading aftli6ade
learning gains in math. In science 43% met highdards and 83%
in writing.
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I nstructional Coaches

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

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

Subject Name Degree(s)/ Years at an Instructional FCAT/Statewide Assessment Achievement Levels, liegrn
Area Certification(s) Gains, Lowest 25%), and AMO progress along with the
Current School Coach ;
associated school year)
Reading Cheri Murto Elementary Education/ | 26 26 In 2012, 58% of student met high standerdsading and 65%
Early Childhood of students met high standards in math. 71% maateiley
Education gains in reading and 75% made learning gains imnt@t our

lowest 25% of students, 82% made learning gaimeading
and 81% made learning gains in math. In scienég diket high
standards and 77% in writing.

In 2011 78% of student met high standards in repdimd 71%
of students met high standards in math. 65% maateiley
gains in reading and 61% made learning gains irhn@it our
lowest 25% of students, 62% made learning gaimeading
and 67% made learning gains in math. In scienégé dit high
standards and 83% in writing.

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

Description of Strategy Person Responsible Projected Completion Date
1. Administration review of resumes Dr. Eric Miller/&tyl Proctor August 2012
2. Review CAFS transfer/surplus list Dr. Eric Milleti€ryl Proctor August 2012
3. Encourage staff to obtain additional areas of fieation (eg. Dr. Eric Miller/Cheryl Proctor August 2012
ESOL, Gifted, Reading, ESE)

June 2012
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4.

Professional Learning Communities- Staff Developimen
(Technology, Math, Writing, etc.)

Dr. Eric Miller/Cheryl Proctor

August 2012
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Non-Highly Effective Instructors

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

Number of staff and paraprofessional that are fiegch

Provide the strategies that are being implemerted
out-of-field/ and who are not highly effective.

support the staff in becoming highly effective

—

None at this time. N/A

Staff Demographics

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

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

5 -
Nu-lr;10tt)2|r of % of First- % of Teachers | % of Teachers | % of Teachers | % of Teachers| % Highly % Reading ) gg;'%nal % ESOL
. Year with 1-5 Years | with 6-14 Years| with 15+ Years | with Advanced Effective Endorsed o Endorsed
Instructional . . . Certified
Teachers of Experience of Experience of Experience Degrees Teachers Teachers Teachers
Staff Teachers
42 5 16 48 31 30 100 100 7.5 100

Teacher Mentoring Program/Plan

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

Mentor Name Mentee Assigned Rationale for Pairing Planned Mentoring Activities

Betty Warren-NESS Coordinator Nicole Degraaf Newadreer Planning, Curriculum & Grading

Review

Mary Catherine Dansky Shante Humphrey New Teacher omr@ion Planning, Curriculum &

Grading Review

June 2012
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Additional Reguirements

Coordination and IntegrationTitle | Schools Only

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

Title I, Part A: Banyan will target the Title | fds received to the percentages of children fromitos@me families. Title | funds will be used to pide additional academic
support and learning opportunities to help low-aetmg children master challenging curricula and thséste standards in core academic subjects.

Title I, Part C- Migrant: N/A

Title |, Part D: N/A

Title II: Banyan will ensure the professional deghent needs of teachers, staff and administratoiscluding them in needs assessment and planRiafessional
development will be regularly evaluated for effeetiess. Training provided will be in the core acaidesubject taught and in teaching strategiesehable teachers to teach and
address the needs of students with different distéarning styles, improve student classroom bielnaand understand how to use data and assesstaemgrove classroom
practice and student learning.

Title 1lI: In the past few years, the districted Itivgultural department has purchased various kitaterials and books to be used for our ESOL styaigpulation.

Title X- Homeless: At the present time, we have 1&aents are attending Banyan via a bonafiderstateliving with either a relative or friend.

Supplemental Academic Instruction (SAI): Banyanni#atary has used our SAI funds to lower classtsyzeoding off portions of teachers salaries atauasigrade levels.

Violence Prevention Programs: Banyan Elementaryahaart-time school resource officer provided by @ity of Sunrise. The school does contribute alsan@ount to his salary]
($2500). Officer Baffuto does safety lessons witloour students, Gang Resistance and Drug EdutéGERADE) with our fifth grade, and recently coetied a gun safety
video/program with all our students in Grades K-3.

Our staff is up-dated and trained on our Schoottga?lan and Codes. Constant up-dates and notieeshared with staff, students, and parents. litiadgdBanyan Elementary
has a Silence Hurts campaign designed to encostagdents to break the code of silence.

Nutrition Programs: This year Banyan Elementarylifiae as a Title | school due to the fact that 78%our students qualified for free or reduced me@n an average day, we
serve 180 breakfasts and 590 lunches. Studentgfared a minimum of two main entrees or a heatthad daily.

Our third grade students and staff participatdeDistrict’s “Fit to Achieve” program. Studentseéve a special “Fit to Achieve” daily planner erord what they are eating and
their physical activity. Our kindergarten team #piated in a state grant program called “OrganalVighich used puppets and manipulative to teachli@n about their bodies
and healthy eating habits. As part of our Healthiculum, all students receive information on g@ading habits and nutritional information.

Housing Programs

Head Start: N/A

June 2012
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Adult Education: Annually, Banyan Elementary papiates in “Take Your Daughter/Son To Work” day. Wevide work packets for students attending worthwheir parents.
Banyan also incorporates various careers into¢hdemic curriculum, and our school has a Teach&pwoforrow program in Grades 4 and 5.

Career and Technical Education

Job Training

Other

June 2012
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Multi-Tiered System of Supports (MTSS) /Responsérnstruction/Intervention (Rtl)

School-Based MTSS/Rtl Team

Identify the scho-based MTSS Leadership Tei
Dr. Eric Miller — Principal

Cheryl Proctor — Assistant Principal

Jeanette Simionescu — Co-Facilitator, School Cdanse
Cheri Murto — Reading / Writing Coach

Betty Warren - Math / Science Coach

Nakia Walker — Facilitator, ESE Specialist
Jeanne Hooper — School Social Worker
Kathleen Chaddock - School Psychologist
Classroom teachers

Curriculum Committee Chairpersons

Team Leaders

Describe how the schc-based MTSS Leadership Team functions (e.g., meptimgesses and roles/functions). How does it watk ether school teanto
organize/coordinate MTSS efforts?

The Rtl Leadership Team meets weekly. The essent@bf the team is to assist teachers in thespdasn with students who are struggling with acadsrand/or
behavior problems. The Rtl team uses data to deternow students are progressing and what typetefiientions might be needed. The team is the pyima
vehicle by which interventions are planned, implated, progress monitored, and evaluated. Case reenage assigned by area of concern and intervetyjie.
Case managers are assigned as follows: PrimaryirRe@dbakia Walker), Intermediate Reading (Cheri MyrMath & Science (Betty Warren) and Behavior
(Jeanette Simionescu). The role of the other mesribeo develop and implement interventions atotaiTier levels in addition to assisting teachengrogress
monitoring and graphing data.

Describe te role of the scho-based MTSS Leadership Team in the developmentrapkientation of the school improvement plan. Dibsdnow the Rt
Problem-solving process is used in developing emglémenting the SIP?

1. Identify problems found in reading, math, witjrscience, attendance, behavior, and parentahviement

2. Analyze data to identify why the problems exist

3. Develop and implement an Intervention Plan \githls, objectives, timelines, and support

4. Establish a monitoring process for anticipatettemes

MTSS Implementation

Describe the data source(s) and the data managsgstain(s) used to summarize data at each tieedmling, mathematicscience, writing, and behavic
Tier 1 reading, math, science, writing data sources
Review previous year’s District Test/Florida Coniprasive Assessment Test (FCAT) scores to idertifiggling and advanced students.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011 9




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

Diagnostic Assessment for Reading (DAR) is adméméxd to students that fell below the 70th percewtil the District Reang Test and all students scoring ¢
Level 1 on the FCAT reading.

FAIR is developed by the Florida Center for Read®ggearch in collaboration with Just Read, Floridse assessment system provides teachers witmgagee
progress monitoring, and diagnostic informatiort tr@ essential for guiding instruction.

School developed checkpoint assessments are ateminisas scheduled on the Instructional Focus @atsr{i.e., monthly) to assess and identify aréas o
weakness and growth in specific strands that atedeon the District Test and FCAT.

Narrative and Expository Writing Samples
Tier 1 reading, math, science, writing managemgstems:
Accelerated Reading Technology Program personaleaeting practice to each student's current lewglitamanages all reading activities including réadead

with, and read independently. It also assessesmtsideading with four types of quizzes: Readiracftce, Vocabulary Practice, Literacy Skills, arektbook
quizzes.

Compass Learning Odyssey technology program is dgigégdto assess, monitor and provide practicepatific strands, that are tested on the District Bad
FCAT (i.e. Reading and Math).

Virtual Counselor, Excel and FileMaker Pro database used to house and generate student data.
Writing Rubric
Tier 2 reading, math, science, writing data sources

Diagnostic Assessment for Reading (DAR) is admémesd to students that fell below the 70th percetil the District Reading Test and all studentsisgat a
Level 1 on the FCAT reading.

District mini-benchmarks/ school developed checkpassessments are administered as scheduled msthestional Focus Calendars (i.e., monthly) ¢sems
and identify areas of weakness and growth in sigestifands that are tested on the District TestRODAT.

Narrative and Expository Writing Samples
Tier 2 reading, math, science, writing data managgraystems:

Accelerated Reading Technology Program personaleaeding practice to each student's current lewglitamanages all reading activities including réadead
with, and read independently. It also assessesstsideading with four types of quizzes: Readiragfce, Vocabulary Practice, Literacy Skills, drektbook

June 2012
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quizzes

Compass Learning Odyssey technology program is daiggto assess, monitor and provide practicepatific strands, that are tested on the Districit Bad
FCAT (i.e. Reading and Math).

Virtual Counselor, Excel and FileMaker Pro database used to house and generate student data.
Writing Rubric
Tier 3 reading, math, science, writing data sources

Diagnostic Assessment for Reading (DAR) is admémesd to students that fell below the 70th percetil the District Reading Test and all studentsisgat a
Level 1 on the FCAT reading.

District mini-benchmarks/ school developed checkpassessments are administered as scheduled msthestional Focus Calendars (i.e., every 2 waegks) to
assess and identify areas of weakness and growfietific strands that are tested on the Distriést Bnd FCAT.

Narrative and Expository Writing Samples
Tier 3 reading, math, science, writing data managgmystems:

Accelerated Reading Technology Program personaleaeting practice to each student's current levélitamanages all reading activities including réadead
with, and read independently. It also assessesmtsideading with four types of quizzes: Readiracfte, Vocabulary Practice, Literacy Skills, arektbook
quizzes.

Compass Learning Odyssey technology program is daigglto assess, monitor and provide practicepmtific strands, that are tested on the District Bad
FCAT (i.e. Reading and Math).

Virtual Counselor, Excel and FileMaker Pro database used to house and generate student data.
*BEHAVIOR
Tier 1 behavior data sources:

The intent of the Struggling Behavior Chart is toyide classroom teachers, administrators, andastipfaff, who may serve as members of Collabaogativ
Problem Solving (CPS) teams, with tools for behalimterventions in the classroom. The underlyasgumption is that many of the behavioral problems
students can be adequately addressed with evidessa interventions in the general education aassrIn addition, the vast majority of studentsigto

June 2012
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respond to “universal” interventions (e.g., sclwide and/or claswide strategies), while some may require “targetatérventions (e.g., srll group or
individualized strategies), and relatively few sladotequire “intensive” interventions (e.g. highhdividualized strategies, including special eduws3gti Finally, in
tier 2 and tier 3 progress-monitoring graphs areggted for each student to show progress or lapkogress.

Tier 1 behavior management system:

When teachers encounter behavioral problems iol#ssroom, their first set of options for intenientshould be those universal strategies founden T of the
Struggling Behavior Chart. These are school-widategies found in the CHAMPs Program. Where apjmtgrteachers should first select strategies ffgan 1
of the Struggling Behavior Chart that best correspim the types of problems they are encountefiihgs may occur individually, or in consultation tvidnother
colleague or grade level team leader, but shouldenuire involvement of the CPS team. At minimamecdotal data should be kept about the intervesitio
attempted and an evaluation (even an informal shellld be made of the success of the strategieshysihe teacher. Enough time should be allowesapse
(e.g., 4-6 weeks) to determine if the strategiesewseccessful before moving to targeted intervesti@ier 2).

Tier 2 behavior data sources:

Tier 2 interventions are targeted for more spetiébavioral problems of individual students and meuire consultation between the teacher andteelec
specialists from the CPS team (e.g., behavior afistzischool psychologist, social worker, eta)most Tier 2 cases, involvement of the full CRS8rteshould not
be required. The strategies included in Tier 2daaevn from a variety of sources (e.g. CHAMPs, indeitioncentral.org, etc.) and several may provéulifer
addressing the behavioral problem(s) encounterd@tébglassroom teacher.

Tier 2 behavior management system:

Tier 2 strategies are drawn from a variety of sesir@.g., CHAMPs, interventioncentral.org, etcd aeveral may prove useful for addressing the berayv
problem(s) encountered by the classroom teachercdjeonsultation with other professionals who teeertise in behavioral interventions is crudials also
necessary at Tier 2 to keep more rigorous recdrilgayventions attempted and the success (ordaskiccess) of the strategies used. That is, Ineseéta should
first be obtained for the student’s problem, whiaim be compared to data collected during interganttvaluation of the intervention should consfdhepection
of these comparative data (baseline vs. interveptioorder to draw conclusions about the effectess of the strategies used. Documentation of tfetsdased
interventions should be retained as part of théesttls record. Specialists from the CPS team carsbd to assist with data collection and evaluatiban the
teacher needs assistance in this area. Again, briong should be allowed (e.g., 4-6 weeks) to deita if the strategies were successful before ngpton
intensive interventions (Tier 3).

Tier 3 behavior data sources:

Tier 3 interventions tend to be more severe anthioonic, involvement of the full CPS team is recoemaied. Again, the strategies included at Tier 3laa/n
from a variety of sources (e.g., CHAMPs |l, RIDEgirventioncentral.org, etc.) and are more intenaive individualized in their focus.

Tier 3 behavior management system:

June 2012
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Tier 3 strategies require the same rigor with régardata collection, evaluation of the interveng), and retention of student records. Additionatlis at this
level that consideration of a referral for ESE ea#ibn may become viable. That is, if the studemtschot respond to Tier 3 interventions, then rafdéor a
comprehensive evaluation may be considered. Thadsistance of the CPS team should be used foBTigerventions to ensure that strategies aesrgited as
planned and with the fullest cooperation possibler 3 is ultimately an evaluation of whether ot imterventions were effective and the team caerdate if
there is a need for referral for a comprehensiauation.

Tracking Student Data

A Filemaker pro database is used to track studetat during the RTI process. This database will Bimpaintain information pertaining to student preggion in
the RTI process. In addition, teachers are resptanfir maintaining all hard data used in the ps3de the RTI process in a safe and secure locailbRTI data
used to track student progress will also be usezhvaletermining the student growth. Finally, the ed&ii| academic and behavior process will be usédibtik
data for all students and support students at-risk.

Training and support

The school psychologist, ESE specialist, distri8EEpersonnel, social worker, subject area coaemesthe assistant principal will provide RTI traigiand
support at Banyan Elementary collaboratively.

What is the Process?

Tier 1 — Identify the students in classes who &reggling

« Identify the expected level of performance, studevel of performance, and peer level performance

« Implement Tier 1 interventions/instruction (basiassroom strategies you would use for any studemted)
» Document baseline data on intervention record

» Monitor progress for a minimum of 6 weeks

* No progress made? Move to tier 2

Tier 1: All students receive classroom - basedigsibn

» Core Reading (i.e., Treasures - Grades K-5) aé ®lath (Go Math - Grades K-5)
« Center Activities

 Elements of Vocabulary

» Compass Learning (Odyssey)

* FCAT Explorer

* Accerralated Reader (AR)

« Diagnostic Assessment of Reading (DAR)

« Skill based grouping

« Classroom Guidance

June 2012
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» On-Going Progress Monitorit

* FAIR

* QBAT

» Checkpoints/Mini Benchmarks Assessment via FCAG P
* Oral Reading Fluency Probes

* Go Math Assessments

» Weekly test

* Mid-Unit Tests

* End —of- Unit Test

Tier 1-Behavior

» School-wide discipline plan

« Positive reward system

» Misbehavior Recording Sheet (Analysis of conduct)

Tier 2 — Consultation with CPST

* At bi-weekly CPST meeting develop Tier 2 intertiens/instruction.

Tier 2 intervention plan is based on the data ctide from Tier 1.

» Document Tier 2 intervention plan on the studeirtervention record during CPST meeting.
» Monitor progress---collecting data for 4-6 weeks

* No progress made. Request another CPST meeting

Tier 2: Targeted Supplemental Group Interventiors$fliction
« Small group instruction (4 — 6 students)
« In addition to and in alignment with effectiverednstruction

Tier 2 Intervention/Instruction Programs

Triumphs

*Grades1-5

20 minutes daily with-in initial 90 minute readiblock, and supplemental beyond 90-minute reabliogk, if need
« Daily Treasures lesson

* On-Going Progress Monitoring

* Quick Checks within lessons

* Weekly Tests

* Mid-Unit Tests

» End-0f-Unit Tests

June 2012
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Additional Tier 2 Resourc

Phonics for Reading

» Grade 2-5

30 minutes daily

» Supplemental beyond 90- minute reading block

» On-Going Progress Monitoring

e Core Program Assessments

* Quick Checks

* Super QAR

Bar & lined graphs will be used to track effectieen of interventions.

Grades 1-5

« 15 — 30 minutes daily

» Supplemental beyond 90-minute reading block

» Concept lessons can be divided into two sessions
« Boosters lessons may take more than one day

» On-Going Progress Monitoring

e Core Program Assessments

* Quick Checks

Grades 3 -5

* 30 — 40 minutes daily

» Supplemental beyond 90- minute reading block

* On-Going Progress Monitoring

« Informal Reading Inventory (IRI) Assessment

* Protocols for Oral Reading Fluency and Retelling
« Phonics and Decoding

» Go Math

GradesK—-5

* Prescriptive lessons

* On- Going Progress Monitoring
+ Core program assessments

Tier 2- Behavior
* 30 minute teach observation
« #1 parent conference

June 2012
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 Behavior checklist (identify specific behavic

» Goal contract

» Monitoring Reactions to Correction form (Talli@gpropriate and inappropriate conduct)
« Student rating form (Collaborative problem-sotyi#nd comprehensive evaluation)
*PBIP

Tier 3 — Intensive

Describe the plan to train staff on Rtl.

« CPST will collaboratively develop a plan of actiwith parent involvement

» At CPST meeting, document Tier 3 interventiorordc

» At CPST meeting, schedule a follow- up meetirtgrad or more weeks at Tier 3

Tier 3 — Intensive Interventions/Instruction
* Very small group (1 — 3)
« In addition to and in alignment with effectiverednstruction

Resource & Assessments

» Fundations

* Grades K -2

30 minutes or twice daily

» Supplemental beyond 90 reading block
* One lesson per day

* On-Going Progress Monitoring

» Weekly check-ups

» End-of unit Tests

Wilson

» Grades 3-5

» 60 minutes daily

» Supplemental beyond 90 minute reading block
« Daily lesson

On-Going Progress Monitoring
* Weekly charting

« Daily dictation tasks

» End-of-step tests

June 2012
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Moving With Matt

*Grades1-5

« Alternative core math program delivered duringnGiiute math block
« Daily lessons

On-Going Progress Monitoring
* Pre/post tests

* Bi-weekly assessments

» Chapter tests

* Mini-assessments

« Individual Counseling

FBA & PBIP

Tier 3-Behavior

* FBA

« Student rating

 Observation (Point person)

 #2 Parent conference

30 minute time observation (Point person)
» Work completion form

 Frequency chart

Describe the plan to train staff on MTSS.
Professional Development will be provided duringcteers’ common planning time and small sessiorisoadur throughout the year. A Professional Develept

refresher will take place in August 2012.

Describe the plan to support MTSS.
The school psychologist, ESE specialist, distri8EEersonnel, social worker, subject area coaemelsthe assistant principal will provide Rtl traigiand

support at Banyan Elementary collaboratively.

Literacy Leadership Team (LLT)

June 2012
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School-Based Literacy Leadership Team

Identify the schoc-based Literacy Leadership Team (LL
Dr. Eric Miller — Principal

Cheryl Proctor — Assistant Principal

Cheri Murto — Reading Coach

Team Leaders

Describe how the sche¢-based LLT functions (e.g., meeting processesroles/functions

Meet monthly

Explore and research successful literacy initiativedifferent settings.

Design, assign and monitor literacy initiatives.

Report to SAC current reading data from mini assesss tied to the instructional focus calendar JIFC

Monthly Reading Reports will be sent via CAB coefere to staff about the school's reading initiatifies., goals and objectives) and plan of actwrathieving
the initiatives.

What will be the major initiatives of the LLT thyger?

Teacher effectively used Tier based instructioméet the needs of individual students by diffeggintg instruction. For example, push ins, pulloud afterschoo
tutoring. 90 Uninterrupted Reading; Three Team alfRfemediation; “Tub of Books”, School wide — Vookdry with Vocab-Costume Day.

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

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

The Leadership Team will identify preschool progsamithin our area that service possible future estisl Three parent meetings during the

school year will be held with these private progsa@urriculum for our pre-kindergarten program, RlIEAprogram, and kindergarten progran;
will be shared at the parent meetings. One evdhbe/planned at the school to get the studentdlifamwith the school. A transition meeting wil
be planned in early May for incoming kindergartardsnts and parents.

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

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

How does the school incorporate students’ acadandacareer planning, as well as promote studemse@elections, so that students’ course of swiggisonally
meaningful?

Postsecondary Transition

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

June 2012
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PART II: EXPECTED IMPROVEMENTS
Reading Goals

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

Readi

ng Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

Achievement Level 3

1A. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at

in reading.

1A.1. Make sure that all tested
strands and benchmar&ee covere
prior to checkpoint assessments

Reading Goal #1A:

2012 Current

2013 Expected

By June 2013, the

allow time for remediation and
mastery

percentage of students
scoring at level 3 in
Reading will increase fron

Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
27% (90) 31% (102)

1A.1. Teachers will utilize district]
minis and school developed
checkpoint assessments to moni
students’ progress.

Teachers will utilize assessment
that cover previously taught
benchmarks.

1A.1. Classroom teachers

or

1A.1. Monthly data chats
between the Leadership Tean]
(i.e. Administration/Support
Staff) and teachers in Grade$
will be held to discuss student
progress and make instruction|
changes.

FAIR Assessment

1A.1. Utilization of data from
district minis and checkpoint
assessment results.

3-

IFAIR Assessment

Rl
2013 FCAT 2.0 Results

27% to 31%.

1A.2.Due to our diverse populati

lvocabulary appears to be deficiefgchool wide vocabulary initiative

1A.2. Teachers will implement

will be implemented.

1A.2. Reading coach
Grade chairs

JAdministration

1A.2. Monthly data chats
between the

Leadership Team (i.e.
JAdministration/Support) and
teachers in Grades K-5 will be
held to discuss students’
progress and make instruction|
changes.

1A.2. Treasures Weekly
assessments

FCAT Mock Assessments
FAIR Assessment

Rl
2013 FCAT 2.0 Results

1A.3.Varying levels within stude
groups

1A.3. Teachers will differentiate
instruction, rigorous reading
centers.

[Teachers will utilize baseline
assessments for placement.

[Teachers will incorporate periodi
IFC and secondary IFC.

[Teachers will incorporate sustain
silent oral readings, read alouds,

and will implement text
complexity.

[Teachers will implement Integrati
Learning Systems (ILS): Study

1A.3. Classroom teacher and
reading coach

assessments and utilize the reading

led

bd

Island, FCAT explorer.

1A.3. Student placement and
fluency groups

Periodic school wide
assessments

Progress monitoring (data cha
CWT, Rtl)

Student reading logs,

Quarterly fluency assessment
ILS

Monthly data reports

FAIR Assessment

1A.3. Weekly assessments
Unit mini assessments
FCAT Test Maker PRO
[2013 FCAT 2.0 Results

FAIR Assessment

June 2012
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1B. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students
scoring at Levels 4, 5, and 6 in reading.

Reading Goal #1B:

Enter narrative for the
goal in this box

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

Enter numerical
data for current
level of
performance in
this box.

Enter numerical
data for expectd
level of
performance in

this box.

1B.1.

1B.1.

1B.1.

1B.1.

1B.1.

1B.2.

1B.2.

1B.2.

1B.2.

1B.2.

1B.3.

1B.3.

1B.3.

1B.3.

1B.3.

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

2A. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at or above

Achievement Levels4 in reading.

2A.1. Maintaining motivation and|
interest in the curriculum

Reading Goal #2A:

By Spring 2013, the
percentage of students
scoring at level 4-5 in
Reading will increase fron
25% to 29%

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

|

Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
25% (81) 29% (95)

2A.1. Teachers will incorporate
literature circles, book talks, and
peer buddies.

Teachers will integrated learning
systems: Accelerated Reader (Al
Compass Odyssey and FCAT
Explorer (¥ and 4 grades).

[Teachers will utilize level readerq
for enrichment activities.

School will implement reading
incentive program (Book It,
Reading Across Broward, Publix
[Touchdown, SSYRA).

2A.1. Reading Coach

Classroom teachers

2A.1. Periodic school wide
assessments

Progress monitoring (data chal
CWT)

Student reading logs

ILS monthly data reports

2A.1. Unit mini assessment
FCAT Test Maker PRO

s,

2013 FCAT 2.0 Results

FAIR Assessment

2A.2. Maintaining and making
learning goals

2A.2. Teachers will utilize studen
data tracker (pinnacle, data, wee
folder).

Students will participate in
Advanced reading centers andilti]
media projects.

[Teachers will implement text

PA.2. Classroom teachers
kly

2ATxacher/Student Data C
Center/ Independent tracker
Progress Monitoring

FAIR Assessment

2A.2. Unit Mini Assessments

2013 FCAT 2.0 Results

FCAT Test Maker Pro

FAIR Assessment

complexity.
2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3.
2B. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Students [2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1.
scoring at or above Level 7 in reading.
Reading Goal #2B: [2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Enter narrative for the Performance:* |Performance:*
goal in this box Enter numericallEnter numerical
data for current |data for expectd
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2.
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2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3.
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Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi
areas in need of improvement for the following grou

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3A. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of students making

learning gainsin reading.

3A.1. Maintaining motivation

Reading Goal #3A:

By, June 2013 72% c
students will make
learning gains in reading
as measured by the 2013
Reading FCAT

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

68% (149)

72% (172)

3A.1. Teachers willaugopropriatd
student grouping based on Base
Data.

Teachers will participate in omthlyf
data chats.

[Teachers will utilize crunch time
activities- pullout groups.

Students will be exposed to varid
ltypes genres and participate in
rigorous center activities.

3A.1. Classroom teacher
ine
JAdministration

Reading Coach

3A.1. Results Data

Student progress monitoring

3A.1. Mini Assessments

FCAT Test Maker Pro

FAIR Assessment

2013 FCAT 2.0 Results

3A.2. Time On Task
(student focus)

3A.2. Teachers will participate in
[team teaching, differentiated
instruction, and incorporate
rigorous reading centers.

Teachers will utilize the reading
land secondary IFCs.

3A.2. Classroom Teacher

3A.2. Progress Monitordadd
chats, CWT, Rtl)

\Weekly assessments

Chapter Test

3A.2. Mini Assessments

2013 FCAT 2.0 Results

FCAT Test Maker Pro

FAIR Assessment

3A.3. Increase in varying levels i
classroom

ifferentiated instruction and
incorporate rigorous reading
centers.

]EA.S. Teachers will implement
d

[Teachers will implement integrat
learning (ILS) Accelerated Readsg
(AR), Compass Odyssey, FCAT

3A.3. Administration
Classroom Teacher
Reading coach

bd
r

3A.3. Student placement and
fluency groups

Periodic school wide assessm

Progress monitoring (data chg
CWT, Rtl)

3A.3. Mini Assessments
2013 FCAT 2.0 Results
bnt

FCAT Test Maker Pro

FAIR Assessment

Explorer (3' & 4" grade). Student reading Logs
[Teachers will incorporate periodi¢ Quarterly Fluency Assessmenis
lassessments and utilize baseling
assessments for placement. ILS Monthly Data Reports
Teachers will utilize sustained FAIR Assessment
silent oral reading and read aloudls.
[Teachers will utilize the reading
land secondary IFCs.
3B. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Per centage [3B-1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1.

of students making learning gainsin reading.

Reading Goal #3B:

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

June 2012
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Enter narrative for the Enter numericallEnter numerical
goal in this box. data for current [data for expectd
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. his box.
3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.
3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.
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Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi
areas in need of improvement for the following grou

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

4A.1. Varying skills deficiencies i
below level groups

Reading Goal #4A:

By, June 2013, 84% of
students in the lowest 25

reading as measured by {
2013 Reading FCAT.

will make learning gains i

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
80% (47) 84% (50)

arious reading assessments for
placement (DAR, Rigby, Easy
CBM, IRI).

[Teachers will implement
differentiated instruction and
incorporate rigorous reading
centers.

[Teachers will implement the
Struggling Reading Chart-
Intervention Programs, AR
incentives

[Teachers will utilize crunch time
activities- pullout groups.

[Teachers will double dose beyon
90 min reading block and providg
small group instruction.

[A.1. Teachers will administer thA.1. Reading Coach

Classroom teachers

JAdministration

Q

4A.1. Results data and usage
data

Student placement and fluenc
of groups

Teacher assessment

FAIR Assessment

BfA.1. Mini Assessments

FAIR Assessment

2013 FCAT 2.0 Results

FCAT Test Maker Pro

DAR

4A.2. Student motivation

4A.2. School will host Family
[Technology (BEEP) Night.

4A.2. Reading Coach

Grade Chairs

4A.2. Mini BAT (BEEP)
Lessons

4A.2. Mini Assessments

2013 FCAT 2.0 Results

gainsin reading.

of studentsin lowest 25% making lear ning

Reading Goal #4B:

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

[Teachers will increase instructional Monthly Checkpoint

[technology usage. Media Specialists JAssessments FCAT Test Maker Pro

Students will participate in an  |Classroom Teachers AR Quizzes

interest survey.

Teachers will utilize Accelerated

Reader and incorporate muttiedid

projects.

School will implement a School

\Wide Reading Initiative.

4A.3. 4A.3. 4A.3. 4A.3. 4A.3.

4B. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Per centage 4B-1. 4B.1. 4B.1. 4B.1. 4B.1.
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Enter narrative for the Enter numericallEnter numerical
goal in this box data for current |data for expectd
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. his box.
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 but achievable Annual Measural]
Objectives (AMOs), identify reading and mathematic
performance target for the following years

2011-2012

2012-2013

2013-2014

2014-2015

2015-2016 2016-2017

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

Baseline data
2010-

56% (FCAT 2.0)

2011

Reading Goal #5A:

In six years, the school will reducthe achievement gap by
50%. By Spring 2013, the percentage of students wh®
proficient in Reading will increase from 58% to 62

58% (FCAT 2.0)

62%

66%

70%

74% 78%

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

5B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White,
Black, Hispanic, Asian, American Indiandt
making satisfactory progressin reading.

5B.1. Not enough time to review|
data with all students individually

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Reading Goal #5B:

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

By June 2013, 61%
of our Black
students will score a
level 3 or higher as
measured by the
2013 Reading FCAT.

By June 2013, 57% of
our Hispanic students
will score a level 3 or
higher as measured
by the 2013 Reading
FCAT.

Enter numerical
data for current
level of
performance in
this box.
[White:47%(17),
Black:42%(68)
Hispanic:46%
(35)
[Asian:11% (1)
JAmerican
Indian:33% (1)

Enter numerical
data for expectd
level of
performance in
this box.
[White:44%
Black:39%
Hispanic:43%
IAsian:8%
lAmerican
Indian:30%

5B.1. Student data chats will be
conducted with all students in
Grades 3-5 following school
checkpoint assessments. Teach|
\will set objectives and provide
feedback.

5B.1. Reading
ICoach /Administration

ers

5B.1. Administration will be
aware of the IFC’ upcoming
focus and monitor
implementation through
classroom walkthroughs.

5B.1. Effectiveness will be
determined through checkpoi
assessments.

n

By June 2013, 56% of
our White students
will score a level 3 or
higher as measured
by the 2013 Reading
FCAT.

By June 2013, 92% of
our Asian students
will score a level 3 or
higher as measured

5B.2. Students do not demonstr
grade level appropriate vocabulg

{§B.2. Teacher will increase
mocabulary focus by incorporatir]
the QAR, FAIR, Interactive word

alls andElementsof Vocabulary
programs intaheir reading block o
la weekly basis

n

5B.2. Reading
@oach/Administration

5B.2. Program assessment daj
will be analyzed andiscussed
bi- weekly.

[3B.2. Effectiveness will be
determined through program
assessments.

5B.3. Students have difficultly
[demonstrating oral reading fluen

5B.3. Teacherwill model
Sppropriate oral reading and
decoding

strategies for students through
daily read alouds, usinQuick
Reads,Treasures Oral Reads an
FAIR Tools Kit.

5B.3. Reading
Coach/Administration

5B.3. Oral Reading Fluency
Probes will be reviewed by
ladministrationin data chatsvith
teachers.

5B.3. Students’ Oral Reading
Fluency scores.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011

28

=3



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

by the 2013 Reading
FCAT.

By June 2013, 70% of]
our Native students
will score a level 3 or
higher as measured
by the 2013 Reading
FCAT.

5B.4. Students have difficultly
demonstrating reading
comprehension skills.

5B.4. Teachers will model J

comprehension strategies (Sup
QAR, think alouds, graphic
organizers).

5B.4. Reading
[Coach /Administration

5B.4. Unit Reading Test FAIR
IAssessments

5B.4. Classroonwalkthroughs|
data chats, FAIR results

5B.5. Make sur¢hatall tested
strands and benchmarks are
covered prior to checkpoint

for remediation.

assessmen@ndFCAT; allow time

The school will utilize school
developed checkpoint
assessments to monitor student
progress. IFC’s will be utilized
with fidelity.

5B.5. Reading
Coach /Administration

5B.5. Monthly data chats
between the Leadership
Team and

3-5 graddeacherswill be held
to discuss student progressd
makeinstructional changes.

5B.5. Utilization of
data from checkpoint
assessments results.

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Effectiveness of Strategy

Process Used to Determing

Evaluation Tool

5C. English Language Learners (ELL) not
making satisfactory progressin reading.

5C.1. Varying levels within stude|
groups

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Reading Goal #5C:

Level of

Level of

By June 2013, the

Performance:*

Performance:*

percentage of ELL 53%.(7)
students scoring a level
or higher in Reading will

increase from 30% to 34%

50%.(10)

BC.1. Teachers will implement
differentiated instruction and
incorporate rigorous reading
centers.

learning (ILS) Accelerated Reads
(AR), Compass Odyssey, FCAT
Explorer (3 & 4" grade).

Teachers will incorporate periodi
assessments and utilize baseling
assessments for placement.

Teachers will utilize sustained
silent oral reading and read alou

[Teachers will utilize the reading
and secondary IFCs.

5C.1. Classroom teacher

Reading Coach

[Teachers will implement integratgd

r

5C.1. Student placement and
fluency groups

Periodic school wide assessm

Progress monitoring (data ch
CWT, Rtl)

Student reading Logs
Quarterly Fluency Assessmen

ILS Monthly Data Reports

5C.1. Weekly assessments
Unit Mini Assessments
013 FCAT 2.0 Results
FCAT Test Maker Pro

FAIR Assessment

S

5C.2.

5C.2.

5C.2.

5C.2.

5C.2.

5C.3.

5C.3.

5C.3.

5C.3.

5C.3.

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

5D. Studentswith Disabilities (SWD) not
making satisfactory progressin reading.

5D.1. Varying levels within
student groups

Reading Goal #5D:

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

By June 2013, the

percentage of SWI 66% (25)
students scoring a level
or higher in Reading will

increase from 38% to 42%

63% (23)

5D.1. Teachers will implement
differentiated instruction and
incorporate rigorous reading
centers.

Teachers will implement integrat
learning (ILS) Accelerated Readd
(AR), Compass Odyssey, FCAT
Explorer (3* & 4" grade).

Teachers will incorporate periodi
assessments and utilize baseling
lassessments for placement.

Teachers will utilize sustained
silent oral reading and read alou

[Teachers will utilize the reading

5D.1. Classroom teacher

Reading Coach

bd

=

5D.1. Student placement and
fluency groups

Periodic school wide assessm

Progress monitoring (data ch
CWT, Rtl)

Student reading Logs
Quarterly Fluency Assessmen

ILS Monthly Data Reports

5D.1. Weekly assessments
Unit Mini Assessments
2013 FCAT 2.0 Results
FCAT Test Maker Pro

FAIR Assessment

S
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and secondary IFCs.

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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reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi
areas in need of improvement for the following sob@:

Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier

Strategy Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
Effectiveness of Strategy

5E. Economically Disadvantaged students not
making satisfactory progressin reading.

5E.1. Not enough time to review,
data with all students individuall

Reading Goal #5E: [2012 Current [2013 Expected

Level of Level of
By June 2013, 56% of ou Performance:* [Performance:*
Economically 46% (106) 43% (98)

Disadvantaged students will
score a level 3 or higher as

5E.1. Student data chats will be[5E.1. Reading
conducted with all students in  |Coach /Administration
Grades 3-5 following school
checkpoint assessments. Teachers

ill set objectives and provide
feedback.

5E.1. Administration will be  |5E.1. Effectiveness will be
aware of the IFC’ upcoming |determined through checkpoip
focus and monitor assessments.
implementation through

classroom walkthroughs.

=3

measured by the
2013 Reading FCAT.

5E.2. Making sure all tested

IAllow time for remediation.

5E.2. The school will utilize 5E.2. Reading

strands/benchmarks are covereddistrict minis and schoalevelope{Coach /Administration
prior to checkpoint assessmentsjcheckpoint assessments to monijtor

student progress.

5E.2. Monthly data chats 5E.2. Printout of
between the Leadership Teankcheckpoint assessments reslts.
and teachers in Grades 3-5 wijl
be held to discuss student
progress and make instructiona
changes.

5E.3. Students do not demonstrege 3. Teacher will increase 5E.3. Reading
grade level appropriate vocabulaiyocabulary focus by incorporatif@pach /Administration

the Elements of Vocabulary,
various InteractivaNord Walls
(banks),andthe FAIR Tools Kit
program into their reading block
on a weekly basis.

5E.3.Programassessmermtata [SE.3.Treasurer€Endof Unit
will be analyzed and discusseffssessments, Mini BEEP
monthly. IAssessmentdFCAT Explorer,
and Compass Odyssey

5E.4. Students have difficultly
[demonstrating oral reading fluen

5E.4. Teacherwill model 5E.4. Reading

dppropriate oral reading and  |Coach /Administration
decoding strategies for student

5E.4. Oral Reading Fluency [5E.4. Students’ Oral Reading
Probes will be reviewed by  |Fluency scores.
ladministrationin data chatsvith

comprehension skills.

through daily read alouds, using teachers.

Quick ReadsTreasures Oral

Reads and FAIR Tools Kit.
5E.5. Students have difficultly [SE.5. Teachers will model 5E.5. Reading 5E.5. Unit Reading Test 5E.5. Classroorwalkthroughs,
demonstrating reading comprehension strategies (Supefcoach /Administration FAIR Assessments data chats, FAIR results

QAR, think alouds, graphic
organizers’

Reading Professional Development

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

Please note that each strategy does not requigfespional development or PLC activ

. PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g., early relea i .
PD Content/Topic Grade‘LeveI/ and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, |and Schedules (e.g., frequenc Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring el o P05|t‘|on‘ regpanlile
and/or PLC Focus Subject : N for Monitoring
PLC Leader or school-wide) meetings)
FAIR Assessment
Reading Reading Coach |Grades 1-5" JAugust 2012 ;%Irlfir,?ssizzst?ems results Reading Coach
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Effective Conferencing

Training Grades 1-2

K-5 District Staff Grades K-§ JAugust 2012 Title | Parent Survey Title | Facilitator / Administration
Reading PLC i
9 Reading R_ea(_img Coach/ Grades K-8 September 2012 Minutes and sign in sheets Administration
District Staff
Reading Text Complexity . - . - .
Reading TBA Grades K-5 September 2012 Classroom visits/ observations IAdministration
Differentiated Small Group ) . . . )
Instruction Reading [TBA Grades K-5 October 2012 Classroom visits/ observations IAdministration
Social Studies Adoption . . . . .
Training Reading TBA Grades K-5 JAugust 2012 Classroom visits/ observations IAdministration
Reading Common Core . - . - .
Reading TBA Grade 1 and 2 September 2012 Classroom visits/ observations IAdministration
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Reading Budget (Insert rows as

needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Fundations Reading Intervention Title | $270
Substitute Teachers (3 Tch x $90)
Wilson Reading Intervention Substitute Teachersdi3 x $90) Title | $270
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Nine High Yield Strategies Substitute TeachersT&2 x 1 day x $90) | Title | $1,080
Reading Comprehension Accelerated Reader A+ Funds 2,508
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Reading Common Core Training GradesSubstitute Teachers (10 Tch x 3 days x $90) Title | $2,700
1-2
Reading Text Complexity Substitute Teachers (12X thday x $90) | Title | $1,080
Differentiated Small Group Instruction Substitutea€hers (12 Tch x 1 day x $90 Title | $1,080
Social Studies Adoption Training Substitute Teasl{@@ Tch x 1 day x $90)| Title | $1,080
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Conference (IRA) Registration for conference (IRA) Title | $1,354
Conference (IRA) Travel for 3 Staff Members (IRA) itld | $3,600
Subtotal:
Total:

End of Reading Goals
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Comprehensive English L anquage L ear ning Assessment (CEL L A) Goals

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

CELLA Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease L anguage Acquisition

Students speak in Engli

at grade level in a manner similar to non-ELL shide

sh and understand spokelisEn

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

listening/speaking.

1. Students scoring proficient in

1.1.Varying levels within student
groups

CELLA Goal #1:

By Spring 2013, 25% of

students taking the CELL/
ill be proficient in

listening and speaking.

2012 CurrenPercent of Studery

Proficient in Listening/Speakin|

[22% of the students who took th
[CELLA were proficient in

149

1.1. Teachers will implement
differentiated instruction and
incorporate rigorous reading
centers.

Teachers will implement integrat
learning (ILS) Accelerated Read
(AR), Compass Odyssey, FCAT

1.1. Classroom teachers

ELL coordinator

bd

=

1.1. Student placement and
fluency groups

Periodic school wide assessm

Progress monitoring (data ch
CWT, Rtl)

1.1. Weekly assessments
Unit Mini Assessments
bnt

2013 FCAT 2.0 Results

FCAT Test Maker Pro

listening and speaking Explorer (3' & 4" grade). Student reading Logs FAIR
[Teachers will incorporate periodi¢ Quarterly Fluency Assessmenis
lassessments and utilize baseling
lassessments for placement. ILS Monthly Data Repo
Teachers will utilize sustained
silent oral reading and read alougls.
Teachers will utilize the reading
and secondary IFCs.
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

2. Students scoring proficient in reading.

2.1.Varying levels within student
groups

2012 Current Percent of Studd

CELLA Goal #2:

Proficient in Reading:

By Spring 2013, 21% of

students taking the CELL.
will be proficient in
reading.

[18% of the students who took th
ICELLA were proficient in readin

149

2.1. Teachers will implement
differentiated instruction and
incorporate rigorous reading
centers.

Teachers will implement integrat
learning (ILS) Accelerated Readq
(AR), Compass Odyssey, FCAT
Explorer (3¢ & 4™ grade).

2.1. Classroom teachers

ELL coordinator

bd

=

[Teachers will incorporate periodi

2.1. Student placement and
fluency groups

Periodic school wide assessm

Progress monitoring (data ch
CWT, Rtl)

Student reading Logs

2.1. Weekly assessments
Unit Mini Assessments
é%t13 FCAT 2.0 Results
FCAT Test Maker Pro

FAIR

Quarterly Fluency Assessmen

S
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assessments and utilize baseling
assessments for placement.

Teachers will utilize sustained
silent oral reading and read alou

[Teachers will utilize the reading
land secondary IFCs.

ILS Monthly Data Repo

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3. Students scoring proficient in writing.

2.1.Varying levels within student
groups

CELLA Goal #3:

By Spring 2013, 12% of
students taking the CELL
will be proficient in writing

2012 Current Percent of Studd

Proficient in Writing :

9% of the students who took the
ICELLA were proficient in readin

2.1. Teachers will implement
differentiated instruction and
incorporate rigorous reading
centers.

learning (ILS) Accelerated Reads
(AR), Compass Odyssey, FCAT
Explorer (3* & 4" grade).

Teachers will incorporate periodi
assessments and utilize baseling
assessments for placement.

Teachers will utilize sustained
silent oral reading and read alou

[Teachers will utilize the reading
and secondary IFCs.

[Teachers will implement integratgd

2.1.Classroom teachers

ELL coordinator

r

2.1. Student placement and
fluency groups

Periodic school wide assessm

Progress monitoring (data ch
CWT, Rtl)

Student reading Logs
Quarterly Fluency Assessmen

ILS Monthly Data Repo

2.1. Weekly assessments

Unit Mini Assessments
bnt

2013 FCAT 2.0 Results
FCAT Test Maker Pro

FAIR Assessment
S

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.
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CELLA Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouxrh

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:

Total:

End of CELLA Goals

June 2012
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Elementary School M athematics Goals

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

Elementary Mathematics Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1A. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at
IAchievement Level 3in mathematics.

1A.1.Varying levels within stude
groups.

Mathematics Goal

HLA:

By June 2013, the
percentage of studen
scoring a level 3 in matl

ill increase from 34% to
37%.

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
34%(108) 37% (41)

1A.1. Teachers will utilize small
group instruction.

Teachers will implement Integrat
Learning Systems (ILS) such at
Study Island and FCAT Explorer
(5" grade)

Teachers will follow the district
math IFC and will integrate
secondary IFC created at the
school.

1A.1. Classroom Teacher

Math Coach
bd
JAdministration

1A.1. Classroom Walk-throug
Progress monitoring plan

Teacher Data Chats

|5A.1. Chapter Test
Big Idea Test
FCAT Test Maker PRO

2013 FCAT 2.0 Results

1A.2. Lack of parental knowledg
of technology resources.

H A.2. School will communicate
ith parents a through Monthly
Newsletter

be facilitated to introduce parents
math technology resources.
Math Family Night will be held to

give information about math
benchmarks.

showcase student projects and t

1A.2. PTA

JAdministration

Title | BEEP Parental Training wilClassroom Teacher

Math Coach

1A.2. Parent Survey

Homework checklist

1A.2. Homework grades

Student activity report of ILS
usage.

1A.3. The lack of rigor in
instructional delivery
and planned student activities.

1A.3. Students will complete
Grab & Go Centers to

Teachers will implementation of
math complexity in daily lessons||

1A.3. Classroom Teacher

support/remediate specific lessofidath Coach

JAdministration

will be conducted weekly and
constructive feedback will be
given to teachers in a timely
manner.

1A.3. Classroom Walkthroughf A.3. Grab and Go Enrichment

activities, Chapter Test,
Checkpoints

2013 FCAT 2.0 Results

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

1B.1.

Mathematics Goal
#1B:

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

1B.1.

1B.1.

1B.1.

1B.1.
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Enter numericallEnter numerical
Enter narrative for the data for current |data for expecte

goa| in this box level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. his box.
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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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Elementary School M athematics Goals

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

Elementary Mathematics Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

Based on the analysis of student achievement data g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following group:
1A. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at 1A.1. 1A1. 1A1. 1A.1. 1A1.
Achievement Level 3in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
1A Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
Enter narrative for the Enter numericallEnter numerical
goal in this box data for current |data for expecte
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2.
1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A3. 1A.3.
1B. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students ~ [1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1.
scoring at Levels 4, 5, and 6 in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
41B: Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
Enter narrative for the Enter numericallEnter numerical
goal in this box data for current |data for expecte
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
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 &
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas
in need of improvement for the following group:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position

Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

2A.1. Lack of student motivation

Mathematics Goal
H2A:

By Spring 2013, the
percentage of studen
scoring alevel 4 and 5 i
math will increase from

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Level of Level of
Performance:* [Performance:*
24% (80) 27% (89)

2A.1. Studentd ydrticipate in
Math Superstars Incentive Progr

Teachers will utilize enrichment
and extension activities for Go
Math.

2A.1. Math Coach
hm.
Classroom Teacher

JAdministration

2A.1. Points tracking system

Participation Log

2A.1. Mini Benchmarks

2013 FCAT 2.0 Results

FCAT Test Maker PRO

2A.2. Maintaining and making

2A.2. Teachers will track student]

2A.2. Classroom Teachers

2A.2. Teacher/Student Data C

24t.2. Unit-Mini Assessments

24% to 27%. learning gains data (pinnacle, data binder, weelly
folder). Math Coach Center/Independent tracker  [2013 FCAT 2.0 Results
[Teachers will incorporate Progress Monitoring FCAT Test Maker PRO
enrichment math centers, multi-
media projects and implementth
complexity.
2A.3. 2A3. 2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3.
2B. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students  [2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1.
scoring at or above Level 7 in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
40B: Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
Enter narrative for the Enter numerical[Enter numerical
goal in this box data for current |data for expecte]
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2.
2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3.
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Based on the analysis of student achievement data &
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas
in need of improvement for the following group:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3A. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of students making
lear ning gainsin mathematics.

3A.1. Enough time to review dat
with all students individually.

Mathematics Goal

H3A:

By June 2013, the
percentage of studen
making learning gains in
math will increase from
72% to 75%.

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

72% (158)

75% (165)

BA.1. Students will participate in
data chats following Big Idea
IAssessments and Chapter Tests|

3A.1. Math Coach

JAdministration

3A.1. Administration will be
aware of the IFC's upcoming
focus and monitor
implementation through

Classroom
Walk- Throughs.

3A.1. Big Idea Assessments 3
Chapter Tests and Data Chat
(Monthly)

2013 FCAT 2.0 Results

FCAT Test Maker PRO

3A.2. Make certain that all testeq
strands and benchmarks are
covered prior to Big Idea
IAssessments and Chapter Testq
with built-in remediation.

I3A.2. The school will utilize Big
Idea Assessments and Chapter
Tests to monitor student progres
land drive instruction.

3A.2. Math Coach

FAdministration

3A.2. Data chats between the
leadership Team and teacherg
Grades 3-5 will be held to

discuss students’ progress an

make instructional adjustments.

3A.2. Big Idea Assessments g
@hapter Tests, Checkpoints

[P013 FCAT 2.0 Results

FCAT Test Maker PRO

3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3.
3B. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Percentage [3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1.
of students making learning gainsin
mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
43B: Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
Enter narrative for the Enter numerical[Enter numerical
goal in this box. data for current |data for expecte]
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.
3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.
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Based on the analysis of student achievement data &
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas
in need of improvement for the following group:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

mathematics.

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

4A.1. Teacher knowing how to

Mathematics Goal

2012 Current

2013 Expected

HAA:

2013 Math FCAT.

By June 2013, 80% of th
lowest 25% of students w|
make learning gains in

Level of Level of
Performance:* [Performance:*
77% (44) 80% (46)

effectively differentiate instructiofinstructional needs by reviewing

4A.1. Teachers will determine co

common assessments data for a|
students within lowest quatrtile.

[Teachers will plan differentiated
instruction using evidence based|
instruction/ interventionwithin the)
60 minutes math block.

A 1. Math Coach

[Administration

4A.1. Data Chats between the

Grades 3-5 will be held to
discuss students’ progress an
make instructional changes.

Leadership Team and teacherEinsessments/T est,

4A.1. Alternative

Big Idea Assessments, Chapt
ests

2013 FCAT 2.0 Results

FCAT Test Maker PRO

math as measured by the|

4A.2. Having enough time to
review data with students in gra
3-5

[4A.2. Teachers will plan
plemental
instruction/intervention for stude

Focus of instruction is determine
by the review of common
assessment data, and will includ
explicit instruction, modeled
instruction, guided practice and
independent practice.
Supplemental instruction is
provided in addition to core
instruction.

1l

4A.2. Math Coach

JAdministration
not responding to core instructiot.

4A.2. Data Chats between the

4A.2. Alternative

Grades 3-5 will be held to
discuss students’ progress an
make instructional changes.

Leadership Team and teacherEinsessments/T est,

Big Idea Assessments, Chapt}
ests

2013 FCAT 2.0 Results

FCAT Test Maker PRO

4A.3. The availability of

land students.

intervention materials for teachefigtervention for students not

A.3. Teachers will plan targeted

responding to core, plus
Isupplemental instruction using thy
problem- solving process.
Interventions will be matched to
individual student needs, be
evidence based, and provided in
laddition to core instruction.

4A.3. Math Coach

JAdministration
g

4A.3. Data Chats between the
Leadership Team and teacher
Grades 3-5 will be held to
discuss students’ progress an
make instructional changes.
Conduct Daily Classroom
[Walkthroughs to monitor use d
intervention materials.

4A.3. Checkpoints Big Idea
IAssessments, Chapter Tests

[P013 FCAT 2.0 Results

FCAT Test Maker PRO
f

4B. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Percentage
of studentsin lowest 25% making learning
gainsin mathematics.

4B.1.

Mathematics Goal

2012 Current

2013 Expected

HAB:

goal in this box

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

Enter narrative for the

Enter numerical
data for current
level of
performance in
this box.

Enter numerical
data for expecte]
level of
performance in
this box.

4B.1.

4B.1.

4B.1.

4B.1.

4B.2.

4B.2.

4B.2.

4B.2.

4B.2.

June 2012
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4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3.
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Based on ambitious but achievable Annual Measural
Objectives (AMOs), identify reading and mathematicg
performance target for the following years

2011-2012

2012-2013

2013-2014

2014-2015

2015-2016 2016-2017

BA. In six years
school will reduce
their achievement

gap by 50%.

Baseline data 2010-2011

599% (FCAT 2.0)

65% (FCAT 2.0)

Mathematics Goal #5A:

In six years, the school wireduce achievement gap by 5(
By Spring 2013, the percentage of students who
proficient in math will increase from 66% to 69

69%

72%

76%

80% 83%

Based on the analysis of student achievement ddita g
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas
in need of improvement for the following subgroups:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

5B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White,
Black, Hispanic, Asian, American Indianjt
making satisfactory progressin mathematics.

with bubble students, retainees
and lowest quartile students in
grades 3-5.

Mathematics Goal

2012 Current

2013 Expecte!

#5B:

Level of
Performance:*

Level of
Performance:

By June 2013, 68%
of our Black
students will score a
level 3 or higher as
measured by the
2013 Math FCAT.

By June 2013, 62%
of our Hispanic
students will score a
level 3 or higher as
measured by the

Enter numerical
data for current
level of
performance in
this box.
\White:39% (14)
Black:35% (56)
Hispanic:41%
(31)

Asian:0%
IAmerican
Indian:66% (2)

Enter
numerical data
for expectec
level of
performance in
this box.
\White:36%
Black:32%
Hispanic:38%
Asian:0%

I American
Indian:63%

5B.1. Enough time to review datgsB 1. Student data chats will be

conducted will all students in
Grades 3-

5 following Big Idea Assessment:
and Chapter Tests/BAT

5B.1. Math
Coach/Administration

5B.1. Administration will be
aware of the IFC’s upcoming
focus and monitor
implementation through
Classroom Walkthroughs.

5B.1. Data Chat FornBig Idea
JAssessments and Chapter T¢

sts

2013 Math FCAT.

By June 2013, 74%
of our White students
will score a level 3 or
higher as measured
by the 2013 Math
FCAT.

5B.2. Making certain all

prior to testing

strands/benchmarks are coveregldea Assessments and Chapter

5B.2. The school will utilize Big

[Tests to monitor student progreq

5B.2. Math
Coach/Administration
s

5B.2. Datachatsbetweerthe

in Grades

3-5 will be held to discuss
students’ progress amdake
instructionalchanges.

Leadership Team and teachef§€hapter Tests

5B.2. Big Idea Assessments

hnd

June 2012
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By June 2013, 100%
of our Asian students
will score a level 3 or
higher as measured
by the 2013 Math
FCAT.

By June 2013, 37%
of our Native students
will score a level 3 or
higher as measured
by the 2013 Math
FCAT.

5B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White,
Black, Hispanic, Asian, American Indiandt
making satisfactory progressin mathematics.

with bubble students, retainees
and lowest quartile students in
grades 3-5.

Mathematics Goal

2012 Current

2013 Expecte!

#5B:

Level of
Performance:*

Level of
Performance:?

By June 2013, 68%
of our Black
students will score a
level 3 or higher as
measured by the
2013 Math FCAT.

By June 2013, 62%
of our Hispanic
students will score a
level 3 or higher as
measured by the

Enter numerical
data for current
level of
performance in
this box.
\White:39% (14)
Black:35% (56)
Hispanic:41%
(31)

Asian:0%
IAmerican
Indian:66% (2)

Enter
numerical data
for expectec
level of
performance in
this box.
\White:36%
Black:32%
Hispanic:38%
Asian:0%

I American
Indian:63%

5B.1. Enough time to review dat@sB.1. Student data chats will be

conducted will all students in
Grades 3-

and Chapter Tests/BAT

5 following Big Idea Assessment$

5B.1. Math
[Coach/Administration

5B.1. Administration will be
aware of the IFC’s upcoming
focus and monitor
implementation through
Classroom Walkthroughs.

5B.1. Data Chat FornBig Idea
JAssessments and Chapter T¢

sts

2013 Math FCAT.

By June 2013, 74%
of our White students
will score a level 3 or
higher as measured
by the 2013 Math
FCAT.

By June 2013, 100%
of our Asian students

will score a level 3 or

5B.2. Making certain all

prior to testing

strands/benchmarks are coveredldea Assessments and Chapter

5B.2. The school will utilize Big

[Tests to monitor student progreq

5B.2. Math
Coach/Administration
s

5B.2. Datachatsbetweerthe

in Grades

3-5 will be held to discuss
students’ progress amdake
instructionalchanges.

Leadership Team and teachef€hapter Tests

5B.2. Big Idea Assessments

hnd

June 2012
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higher as measured
by the 2013 Math
FCAT.

By June 2013, 37%
of our Native students
will score a level 3 or
higher as measured
by the 2013 Math
FCAT.
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Based on the analysis of student achievement data &
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas
in need of improvement for the following subgroup:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

Mathematics Goal
H5C:

By June 2013, the
percentage of ELL
students scoring a level
or higher in math will
increase from 47% to 5.

5C.1. Varying levels within grougSC.1. Teachers will implement

small group instruction.

5C.1. Classroom Teacher

5C.1. Student grades

5C.1. Chapter Test

Math Coach Mock FCAT Assessments Big Idea Test
2012 Current [2013 Expected Teachers will implement Crunch-
Level of Level of Time Pull-out groups. FCAT Test Maker PRO
Performance:* [Performance:* - cach i imol i y 013 FCAT 2.0 Resul
o 5 eachers will implement Integratg .0 Results
53% (7) 50% (8) Learning Systems (ILS)...Study
Island, FCAT Explorer (8grade).
5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2.
5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.38. 5C.3. 5C.3.

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

5D. Studentswith Disabilities (SWD) not
making satisfactory progressin mathematics.

5D.1. Varying levels within
groups.

Mathematics Goal
#5D:

By June 2013, the
percentage of SWI
students scoring a level
or higher in math will
increase from 50% to 5%.

5D.1. Teachers will implement
small group instruction.

5D.1. Classroom Teacher

5D.1. Student grades

5D.1. Chapter Test

Math Coach Benchmark Test Big Idea Test
2012 Current [2013 Expected Teachers will implement Crunch
Level of Level of Time Pull-out groups. FCAT Test Maker PRO
Performance:* |Performance:* L - i Cint b b013 FCAT 2.0 Result
S 5 eachers will implement Integrate .0 Results
0% (19) 47% (A7) Learning Systems (ILS)...Study
Island, FCAT Explorer (5grade).
5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2.
5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

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

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Effectiveness of Strategy

Process Used to Determing

Evaluation Tool

5E. Economically Disadvantaged students not
making satisfactory progressin mathematics.

5E.1. Enough time to review dat
with all students individually

Mathematics Goal

HOE:

By June 2013, 67%
of students identified
as Economically
Disadvantaged will be
proficient in math as
measured by the
2013 Math FCAT.

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
36% (83) 33% (76)

6E.1. Student data chats will be
conducted with bubble students
retainees, and lowest quartile
students in grades 3-5

5E.1. Math
Coach/Administration

5E.1. Administration will be
laware of the IFC’s upcoming
focus and monitor
implementation through
Classroom Walkthroughs

5E.1. Checkpoints, Big Idea
IAssessments, Mock FCAT,
Data Chatorm (monthly)

5E.2. Pre-planning and front
loading for Go Math Activities

5E.2. Each classroom will be set
as a “lab” where centers, word
walls and a print rich environmer
will be evident.

BE.2. Math

Coach/Administration
t

5E.2. Classroom Walkthrough
will be conducted weekly and
constructive feedback will be
given to teachers.

I5E.2. Classroom Walkthrougl

5E.3.

5E.3.

5E.3.

5E.3.

5E.3.

End of Elementary School Mathematics Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

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

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

Middle School M athematics Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following group:
1A. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at 1A.1. 1A1. 1AL 1A.1. 1A1.
Achievement Level 3in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
1A Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
Enter narrative for the Enter numericallEnter numerical
goal in this box data for current |data for expecte
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2.
1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A3. 1A.3.
1B. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students ~ [1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1.
scoring at Levels 4, 5, and 6 in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
41B: Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
Enter narrative for the Enter numericallEnter numerical
goal in this box data for current |data for expecte
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
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
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following group:
2A. FCAT 2.0: Studentsscoring at or above [2A-1. 2A.1. 2A.1. 2A.1. 2A.1.
Achievement Levels4 and 5in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
oA Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
Enter narrative for the Enter numerical[Enter numerical
goalin this box. data for current |data for expecte]
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2.
2A.3. 2A.3. 2A3. 2A.3. 2A.3.
2B. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Students  [2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1.
scoring at or above Level 7 in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
oB: Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
Enter narrative for the Enter numerical[Enter numerical
goal in this box data for current |data for expecte]
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2.
2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3.

June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811

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

Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following group:
3A. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of students making [3A-1. 3A.L. 3A.L 3A.L. 3A.L
lear ning gainsin mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
43 A Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
Enter narrative for the Enter numerical[Enter numerical
goal in this box data for current |data for expecte]
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2.
3A.3. 3A3. 3A3. 3A.3. 3A.3.
3B. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Per centage [3B-1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1.
of students making learning gainsin
mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
43B: Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
Enter narrative for the Enter numerical|[Enter numerical
goal in this box data for current |data for expecte]
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
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
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

4A. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of studentsin AA.1. 4A.1. 4A.1. 4A1. 4A1.
lowest 25% making learning gainsin
mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
AN Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
Enter narrative for the Enter numerical |Enter numerical
goal in this box data for current |[data for expecte]
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2.
4A.3. 4A.3. 4A.3. 4A.3. 4A.3.
4B. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Percentage [4B.1. 4B.1. 4B.1. 4B.1. 4B.1.
of studentsin lowest 25% making learning
gainsin mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current |2013 Expected|
4B Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
Enter narrative for the Enter numerical |Enter numerical
goal in this box data for current |[data for expecte]
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
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
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on ambitious but achievable Annual Measural
Objectives (AMOs), identify reading and mathematics
performance target for the following years

2011-2012

2012-2013

2013-2014

2014-2015

2015-2016 2016-2017

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

Mathematics Goal #5A:

Enter narrative for the goal in this bo:

Based on the analysis of student achievement ddita g
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas
in need of improvement for the following subgroups:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

5B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White,  [5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1.
Black, Hispanic, Asian, American Indiandt ‘é\{g'ctlf_'
making satisfactory progressin mathematics. |jispanic:
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected|Asian:
5B Level of Level of [American Indian:
— Performance:* |Performance:*
Enter narrative for the Enter numericallEnter numerical
goal in this box data for current |datafor expecte
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
White: \White:
Black: Black:
Hispanic: Hispanic:
JAsian: JAsian:
lAmerican lAmerican
Indian: Indian:
5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2.
5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3.

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

Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following subgroup:
5C. English Language Learners (ELL) not 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1.
making satisfactory progressin mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
450 Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
Enter narrative for the Enter numerical |Enter numerical
goal in this box data for current |data for expecte]
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2.
5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following subgroup:
5D. Students with Disabilities (SWD) not 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1.
making satisfactory progressin mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
45D Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
Enter narrative for the Enter numerical |Enter numerical
goal in this box data for current |data for expecte]
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
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
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

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

End of Middle School Mathematics Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29,

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

Florida Alter nate Assessment High School M athematics Goals

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

High School M athematics Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

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

June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29,

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

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

mathematics.

3. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Per centage of
students making learning gainsin

Mathematics Goal #2012 Current

2013 Expected

Level of

Level of

Enter narrative for the

Performance:* |Performance:*

goal in this box

data for current
level of [

this box.

Enter numerical|[Enter numerical
data for expecte

performance in |performance in
this box.

evel of

3.1.

3.1.

3.1.

3.1.

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 &
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas
in need of improvement for the following group:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

in mathematics.

4. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Per centage of
studentsin lowest 25% making lear ning gains

Mathematics Goal #4

Enter narrative for the
goal in this box

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

Enter numerical
data for current
level of
performance in
this box.

Enter numerical
data for expecte
level of
performance in
this box.

4.1.

4.1.

4.1.

4.1.

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 Schoolhditatics Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29,

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

Algebra 1 End-of-Course (EOC) Goals (this section needs to be completed by all schbalshave students taking the Algebra | EOC)

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

Algebra 1 EOC Goals Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of
areas in need of improvement for the following grou Strategy
1. Students scoring at Achievement Level 3in |1.1. 11. 11 11 11
Algebra 1.
IAlgebra 1 Goal #1: [2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Enter narrative for the Performance:* |Performance:*
goal in this box Enter numericallEnter numerical
data for current |data for expectd
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta 4 Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
2. Students scoring at or above Achievement [2.1. 21. 21. 2.1. 21.
Levels4 and 5in Algebra 1.
AIgebra Goal #2: 2012 Current [2013 Expected|
Level of Level of
Enter narrative for the  |Performance:* |Performance:*
goal in this box Enter numerical[Enter numerical
data for current |data for expectd
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.

June 2012

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

Based on ambitious but achievable Annual Measural]
Objectives (AMOs), identify reading and mathematic
performance target for the following years

2011-2012

2012-2013

2013-2014

2014-2015

2015-2016 2016-2017

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

IAlgebra 1 Goal #3A:

Enter narrative for the goal in this bo:

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White, [3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1.
Black, Hispanic, Asian, American Indiant ‘é\{;"ctlf_'
making satisfactory progressin Algebral.  |yispanic:
IAlgebra 1 Goal #3B:|2012 Current [2013 ExpectedAsian:
Level of Level of lAmerican Indian:
Enter narrative for the Performance:* |Performance:*
goal in this box Enter numericallEnter numerical
data for current |data for expectd
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
\White: \White:
Black: Black:
Hispanic: Hispanic:
JAsian: JAsian:
lAmerican JAmerican
Indian: Indian:
3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.
3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3C. English Language Learners (ELL) not
making satisfactory progressin Algebra 1.

Algebra 1 Goal #3C:

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Level of

Level of

Enter narrative for the

Performance:*

Performance:*

goal in this box

Enter numerical
data for current
level of
performance in
this box.

Enter numerical
data for expectd
level of
performance in
this box.

3C.1.

3C.1.

3C.1.

3C.1.

3C.1.

3C.2.

3C.2.

3C.2.

3C.2.

3C.2.

3C.3.

3C.3.

3C.3.

3C.3.

3C.3.

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3D. Studentswith Disabilities (SWD) not
making satisfactory progressin Algebra 1.

Algebra 1 Goal #3D:

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Level of

Level of

Enter narrative for the

Performance:*

Performance:*

goal in this box

Enter numerical
data for current
level of
performance in
this box.

Enter numerical
data for expectd
level of
performance in
this box.

3D.1.

3D.1.

3D.1.

3D.1.

3D.1.

3D.2.

3D.2.

3D.2.

3D.2.

3D.2.

3D.3.

3D.3.

3D.3.

3D.3.

3D.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29,

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

Based on the analysis

reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi
areas in need of improvement for the following sob@:

of student achievement daita g

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

BE.1.

Algebra 1 Goal #3E:

Enter narrative for the
goal in this box

2012 Current [2013 Expected|

Level of Level of

Performance:* |Performance:*

Enter numericallEnter numerical
data for current [datafor expecte
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.

3E.1.

3E.1.

3E.1.

3E.1.

3E.2.

3E.2.

3E.2.

3E.2.

3E.2.

3E.3.

3E.3.

3E.3.

3E.3.

3E.3.

End of Algebra 1 EOC Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

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

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

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

Geometry EOC Goals Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
1. Students scoring at Achievement Level 3in |1.1. 11. 11 11 11
Geometry.
Geometry Goal #1: |2012 Current [2013 Expected|
Level of Level of
Enter narrative for the Performance:* |Performance:*
goal in this box Enter numericallEnter numerical
data for current |data for expectd
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta 4 Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
2. Students scoring at or above Achievement [2.1. 21. 21. 21. 21.
Levels4 and 5in Geometry.
Geometry Goal #2: [2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Enter narrative for the  |Performance:* |Performance:*
goal in this box Enter numerical[Enter numerical
data for current |data for expectd
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.

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

Based on ambitious but achievable Annual Measural]
Objectives (AMOs), identify reading and mathematic
performance target for the following years

2012-2013

2013-2014

2014-2015

2015-2016

2016-2017

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

Geometry Goal #3A:

Enter narrative for thegoal in this box.

reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi
areas in need of improvement for the following sobgs:

Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta 4

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White, [3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1.
Black, Hispanic, Asian, American Indiant ‘é\{;"ctlf_'
making satisfactory progressin Geometry. |yjispanic:
Geometry Goal #3B:J2012 Current [2013 ExpectediAsian:
Level of Level of lAmerican Indian:
Enter narrative for the  |Performance:* |Performance:*
goal in this box Enter numericallEnter numerical
data for current |data for expectd
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
White: \White:
Black: Black:
Hispanic: Hispanic:
JAsian: JAsian:
JAmerican JAmerican
Indian: Indian:
3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.
3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

Geometry Goal #3C

Enter narrative for the
goal in this box

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

Enter numerical
data for current
level of
performance in
this box.

Enter numerical
data for expectd
level of
performance in
this box.

3C.1.

3C.1.

3C.1.

3C.1.

3C.1.

3C.2.

3C.2.

3C.2.

3C.2.

3C.2.

3C.3.

3C.3.

3C.3.

3C.3.

3C.3.

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3D. Studentswith Disabilities (SWD) not
making satisfactory progressin Geometry.

Geometry Goal #3D

Enter narrative for the
goal in this box

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

Enter numerical
data for current
level of
performance in
this box.

Enter numerical
data for expectd
level of
performance in
this box.

3D.1.

3D.1.

3D.1.

3D.1.

3D.1.

3D.2.

3D.2.

3D.2.

3D.2.

3D.2.

3D.3.

3D.3.

3D.3.

3D.3.

3D.3.

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

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3E. Economically Disadvantaged students not [3E.1.
making satisfactory progressin Geometry.

Geometry Goal #3E:|2012 Current [2013 Expected|

Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*

Enter numericallEnter numerical
data for current |data for expectd
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.

Enter narrative for the
goal in this box

3E.1.

3E.1.

3E.1.

3E.1.

3E.2.

3E.2.

3E.2.

3E.2.

3E.2.

3E.3.

3E.3.

3E.3.

3E.3.

3E.3.

End of Geometry EOC Goals

M athematics Pr ofessional Devel opment

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

Please note that each strategy doewrequire a professional development or PLC acti

. PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g., early relea - .
Zr?d/co?rgigﬂggglcs Grgﬂ%.:i‘t’ev and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, |Jand Schedule&.g., frequency d Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring MR fg'; I;/Ioosrl]tiltgr:irlfesponsmle

! PLC Leader or school-wide) meetings) 9

Common Core Math PD ini i

1%and 2¢ District staff 1stand 29 teachers September 2012 Progress Monitoring, CWT Administration
Math Coach
Math PLC N
K-5 Math Coach K-5 teachers Octob(?;vlzoiltﬁl;\)llay 2013 Minutes and Sign-in Sheets Administration
June 2012
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
M athematics Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source o
All Math Strategies Study Island A+ Funds $1,500

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source o
Math Complexity Substitute Teachers (12 Tch x 1sda$90) | Title | $1,080

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source o

Subtotal:

Total:

End of Mathematics Goals

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

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

Elementary and Middle Science
Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position

Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1A. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at
Achievement Level 3in science.

Science Goal #1A: [2012 Current

2013 Expected

scoring a level 3 on th
SSS Science will increas
from a 33% to 36¢

Level of Level of
By Spring 2013, the Performance:* |Performance:*
percentage of studen 33% (37) 36% (40)

1A.1. Teachers planning and
implementing hands on experimg
regularlyin Grades K-5.

1A.1. Teachers will plan and
M$plement hands on experiment
regularlyinclude planningand
discussing best practicésr using
the Broward County Hands-On
Science Kits.

E model.
Teachers will utilize science
notebooks for common Science

Lab Reports.

[Teachers will participate in
commorplanning time.

Teachers will implementation of b

1A.1. Science Coach

JAdministration

1A.1. Classroom walkthrough

constructive feedback will be
given.

Classroom walkthroughs to
ensure thakessonsare

aligned to IFC. Feedback will
be given at either grade level
meeting and / or teacher/adm
data chats held monthly
focusing on instructional
practices includingpandson
experiences and learning
centers.

Use of sciencenotebooks

will be conducted weekly, andinstructional practices

1A.1. CWT focusing on

including hands on experienc|
and learning centers.

Science notebooks common
reports.

FCAT Test Maker PRO
n.

ES

b

1A.2. Students are entering
5th grade with a deficiency in
science knowledgeand skills

1A.2. Students will participate in
pre-test exam to identify weak
areas in grade 5.

Teachers will develop of second
IFC (for grades 3-5).

Students will use of science
notebooks/journals.

Student will use of Grade 5
FCAT Explorerand Florida
Achieves-FOCUS.

Teachers will implementation of %

pry

|4A.2. Science Coach

JAdministratior

1A.2. Common lesson
planning and PLC.

Interactive word walls CWT
will be conducted weekly

1A.2. Classroom walkthrough
and district mini- assessment]

Fidelity of Word Walls
Science notebooks

FCAT Test Maker PRO

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

E model.
1A.3. 1A3. 1A3. 1A3. 1A.3.
1B. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students [|1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1.

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

Science Goal #1B:

Enter narrative for the
goal in this box

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

Enter numerical
data for current
level of
performance in
this box.

Enter numerical
data for expectd
level of
performance in

this box.

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

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position

Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

2A. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at or above
Achievement Levels4 and 5in science.

2A.1. Planning for hands-on
experiments.

Science Goal #2A:

2012 Current

2013Expected

7% to 10%.

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

By Spring 201% the

Differentiated instructional

strategies need to be implementgrtacticesfor usingthe Broward

to enrich potential level 4/5

percentage of studen
scoring a level -5 on SSS
Science will increase fron

7% (8)

10% (11)

students on a regular basis.

* Level 4/5 students need to be
given additional opportunities to
completework that challengeheir
ability on a consistent basis.

2A.1. Teachers will meet by gra
level at least once a week and
plan togetherThey will include
planning and discussing best

County Customized Hands-on
Science Kits and other resourcqg

Teacherwill planappropriate
Science project based learning
activities.

Students will participate in projed

[i2A.1. Science Coach

JAdministration

2A.1. Classroom walkthrough
will be conducted weekly to
ensure that science Delta
Hands-on Kits are being used
effectively and constructive
feedback will be given

to teachers monthly or as
needed.

2A.1. Classroom walkthrough|
and observations.

Authentic
StudentWork (i.e. projects)

Common lalreport
Science notebooks

FCAT Test Maker PRO

based showcases such as Broward
CountyAcademit Expositior
2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2.
2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3.
2B. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students  [2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1.
scoring at or above Level 7 in science.
Science Goal #2B: [2012 Current [2013Expected
Level of Level of
Enter narrative for the  |Performance:* |Performance:*
goal in this box Enter numericallEnter numerical
data for current |data for expectd
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2.
2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3.

End of Elementary and Middle School Science Goals

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

Florida Alter nate Assessment High School Science Goals

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

High School Science Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

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

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

June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011

72




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

Biology 1 End-of-Cour se (EOC) Goals (this section needs to be completed by all schbalshave students taking the Biology | EOC)

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

Biology 1 EOC Goals Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
1. Students scoring at Achievement Level 3in |1.1. 11 11 11 1.1.
Biology 1.
Biology 1 Goal #1: [2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Enter narrative for the Performance:* |Performance:*
goal in this box Enter numericallEnter numerical
data for current [datafor expecte
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta 4 Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
2. Students scoring at or above Achievement [2.1. 21. 2.1. 2.1. 2.1.
Levels4 and 5in Biology 1.
Biology 1 Goal #2: (2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Enter narrative for the  |Performance:* |Performance:*
goal in this box Enter numerical[Enter numerical
data for current |data for expectd
level of level of
performance in |performance in
this box. this box.
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.

End of Biology 1 EOC Goals

June 2012
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Science Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic Grade PD Facilitator PD Patrticipants Target Dates (e.g. , Early Person or Position Responsible for
and/or PLC Focus . and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, d Release) and Schedules (e.g Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring o p
Level/Subject . - Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)

Science training PLC-best practices

K-5 Science Coac|Science PLC committee TBD and TBA PLC Leaders

Science Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
National Geographic and Scholastic News National Geographic Magazines —Gr 3-5 Internal Accounts National Geographic = $1,000
Supplemental Materials Scholastic News Gr K-2 Scholastic News = $2000
Science Experiment Materials Science Materials needed for science curriculum Internal Accounts $500
experiments
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Science PLC Science Curriculum
Science Training Substitute Teachers (12 Tch xyb de&$90) | Title | $1,080
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
In-House and Off Campus Field Trips | High Touch and High Tech/SASP Supplemental Arts &cience Funds $2,462
(*2-4 field trips per year per grade)
Subtotal:

June 2012
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| Total:

End of Science Goals

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

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

Writing Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1A. FCAT: Studentsscoring at Achievement
Level 3.0 and higher in writing.

1A.1. Limited understanding of

JAssessment.

IWriting Goal #1A:

77% to 80%.

By Spring 2013, the
percentage of students
scoring a 3.0 on FCAT
IWriting will increase from

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
77% (86) 80% (95)

FCAT Writing Rubric and PARC(activities that develop skills in

1A.1. Students will participate in

focus, organization, support and
conventions as well as the six
traits.

1A.1. Writing Coach
JAdministration

score practice test bi-weekly.

1A.1. Teachers will review an¢iLA.1. FCAT Writing Rubiric;

IApplication of students’
writing.

1A.2. Progress Monitoring

1A.2. Students will use the
writing process daily; all writing
will be dated,and recordedin
writing notebooks/folders.

1A.2. Writing Coach

JAdministration

score practice test bi-weekly.

1A.2. Teachers will review angllA.2. FCAT Writing Rubric;

[Application of students’
writing.

1A.3. Limited understanding and

Grades K-3.

practice with the writing processlim daily writing activities that

1A.3. K-3 students will participatd

promote effective use of the
writing process and/or writer’s.

Students will respond to literaturg
through writing.

1A.3. Writing Coach

JAdministration

1A.3. Teachersvill provide
daily writing instruction and
practice on the writingrrocess
in Grades K-3.

1A.3. Students’ writing sampl
in portfolios inGradesk-3.

ES

with students individually

1A.4. Enough time to review datgd1A.4. Teachers will utilize

individual,smallandpeer
conferencing to provide
differentiatedandtarget
instruction to improve students’
lwriting skills.

1A.4. Writing Coach

JAdministration

conference with students abo
bi- weekly practice assessme

d completed student
ta/conference logs.

1A.4. Teachers will review anEA. Dated students’ writing

2013 FCAT Writing — Grade 4

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

1B.1.

\Writing Goal #1B:

goal in this box

Enter narrative for the

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

Enter numerical
data for current
level of
performance in
this box.

Enter numerical
data for expectd
level of
performance in

this box.

1B.1.

1B.1.

1B.1.

1B.1.

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

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

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

PD Content /Topic Grade PD Facilitator PD Patrticipants Target Dates (e.g. , Early Person or Position Responsible for
and/or PLC Focus . and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, d Release) and Schedules (e.d Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring o p
Level/Subject . - Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
\Writing PLC Writing Coach
Mary Catherine Every other Wednesday . L
K-2 and 5 Dansky K-2 and 5 teachers starting September 2012 PLC minutes and sign-in sheet Administration
\Writing PLC Writing Coach
3rd and # Michelle Flores [3rd and 4 teachers Every other Wednesday PLC minutes and sign-in sheet

starting September 2012 Administration

\Writing for the Common
Core

K-5 District Staff ~ |K-5 teachers September 2012 CWT N
JAdministration

Writing Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Writing Common Core Substitute Teachers (12 Téhdays x $90)| Title 1 $1,080

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
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Writing Incentives ‘ Pens & Certificates PTA $200

Subtotal:

Total:

End of Writing Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
79




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

Civics End-of-Cour se (EOC) Goals (required in year 2014-2015)

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

Civics EOC Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

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

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

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

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

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

PD Content /Topic Grade PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g. , Early Person or Position Responsible for
and/or PLC Focus Level/Subiect and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, d Release) and Schedules (e. Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring Vet P
) PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings) 9
Civics Budget (Insert rows as needed)
Include only schor-based funded activities/mater and exclude district funded activities /mater
Evidence-based Program(s)/Materials(s)
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Subtotal:

Total:

End of Civics Goals

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

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

U.S. History EOC Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

U.S. History.

1. Students scoring at Achievement Level 3in

U.S. HistoryGoal #1

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

Enter narrative for the

goal in this box

Enter numerical
data for current
level of
performance in
this box.

Enter numerical
data for expectd
level of
performance in
this box.

1.1.

1.1.

1.1.

1.1.

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

2. Students scoring at or above Achievement
Levels4 and 5in U.S. History.

U.S. History Goal #2

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Enter narrative for the
goal in this box

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

Enter numerical

level of
performance in
this box.

Enter numerical

data for current |data for expectd

level of
performance in
this box.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

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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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
U.S. History Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g. , Early . .
and/or PLC Focus Levgl;gﬂf)'ect and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, ¢ Release) and Schedules (e. Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring RO ,F\’A%srllti;gr:irfzesponsmle ier
) PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings) 9
U.S. History Budget (Insert rows as needed)
Include only schor-based funded activities/materials and excludeidigtinded activities /materia
Evidence-based Program(s)/Materials(s)
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Subtotal:

Total:

End of U.S. History Goals

June 2012
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Attendance Goal(s)

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

Attendance Goal(s)

Problem-solving Processto I ncrease Attendance

Based on the analysis of attendance data and metete
“Guiding Questions,” identify and define areas éed of
improvement:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1. Attendance

IAttendance Goal #1:

2012 Current

2013 Expected

By June 2013, Banyan’
daily average attendance
ill increase to 98%.

JAttendance

JAttendance

Rate:*

Rate:*

1.1. Attendance (Home / School
Communication Plan

96% (690)

99% (712)

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Number of Number of
Students with [Students with
Excessive Excessive
IAbsences IAbsences
(10 or more) |(10 or more)
15%(107) 12% (86)

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Number of Number of
Students with [Students with
Excessive Excessive
Tardies (10 or [Tardies (10 or
more) more)

26% (189)

23% (165)

1.1. School will send an
information letter home regardin
attendance within the Students’ H
Day Packet.

1.1. Administration

)
rst

1.1. Returned parent signatu

.1.Attendancedata

1.2. Attendance (Home / School
Communication Plan

1.2. School will implement rewar
system for Early Release days a
Monday attendance.

Grade level teamwill implemen
special activities on Early Relea
Days.

i.2. Team leaders

nd
JAdministration

e

1.2. Number of student
participants

1.2.Attendancedata

1.3. Parent lack of understandin
of need and attendance policy

J1.3. School will monitor
attendance and follow-up with

patterns ohon-attendance
(quarterly checks: 15, 30, 45

1.3. Team leaders

parents of students with emergiffgministration

days)

1.3. Reduced pattern of non-
attendance

1.3.Attendancedata

June 2012
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S
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Attendance Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic Grade PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g. , Early Person or Position Responsible for
and/or PLC Focus . and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, d Release) and Schedules (e.d Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring o p
Level/Subject . - Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)

Orientation & Sharing of . Classroom Teachers, Support Staff, o IAdministration/Teachers/IMT/
Attendance Ple K-5 Admin Office Staf August 2011 Quarterly Monitoring Social Worke
Orientation & Sharing of . I IAdministration/Teachers/IMT/
Attendance Plan K-5 IAdmin Parents September-Open House Quarterly Monitoring Social Worker

Attendance Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
School Improvement Teacher Stipends (9 Teacherday8 x Title | $1,620
$60)
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Annual Parent Seminar Registration 2 parents Title $80
Subtotal:

June 2012
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‘ Total:

End of Attendance Goals

June 2012
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Suspension Goal(s)

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

Suspension Goal(s)

Problem-solving Process to Decr ease Suspension

Based on the analysis of suspension data, ané&neeto “Guiding
Questions,” identify and define areas in need gfrowement:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for
Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1. Suspension

1.1. Home/ School
[Communication

Suspension Goal #

By June 2013, at Bany:
Elementary both Interne
land External Suspensio
will be reduced by 3%.

2012 Total Number

2013 Expected

of In —School Number of
Suspensions |In- School

Suspensions
H3.9% (6) 5

Out- of- School

2012 Total Number [2013 Expected

of Students Number of Student

Suspended Suspended

[in-School [in -School

0.9% (6) 5

2012 Total 2013 Expected

Number of Owv-of-  |Number of

School SuspensiondOut-of-School
Suspensions

0.4% (3) 2

2012 Total Number [2013 Expected

of Students Number of Student

Suspended Suspended

Out- of-School

0.4% (3)

2

1.1. School will provide
Training — Sensitivity / Parent
ICommunication Conferencing
and Involvement.

School will provide discipline
training for staff.

1.1. Administration

1.1. Reduced parent complaints
student referral

1.1. Class change data /
Discipline Matrix Data

1.2. Lack of Alternative
Behavior Strategies

1.2. School will review
Classroom Management Plan
(Post Rules / Consequences),
Referral writing process / DM
Incident Codes, Detention
Center, and WeekKly Internal
Center.

1.2. Administration

1.2. Reduction of written netds

1.2. Discipline Matrix Data

1.3. Conduct (Home /

School) Communication Plg

A Sensitivity/ Parent
Communication, Conferencing
and Involvement.

1.3. School will provide trainingl.3. Administration

1.3. Reduced parent comp$ain

student referral

1.3. Class change data /
Discipline Matrix Data

June 2012
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Suspension Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic

Grade

PD Facilitator

PD Participants

Target Dates (e.g. , Early

Person or Position Responsible for

and/or PLC Focus . and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, d Release) and Schedules (e.g Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring o
Ll PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings) WISl
Teacher Sensitivit Administration L Teacher
L & - Teachers August 2012 Discipline Management System .- .
Training Guidance IAdministration
Guidance Lessons K-5 gngna}sr:e(l:gr Teachers IAugust 2012 Quarterly Monitoring IAdministration

Suspension Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Prizes for Reward Systems Rewards for drawing oty Release & PTA/Partners $250.00

Mondays

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:

Total:

June 2012
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End of Suspension Goals

O

June 2012
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Dropout Prevention Goal(s)

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

Dropout Prevention Goal(s)

Problem-solving Process to Dropout Prevention

Based on the analysis of parent involvement dathyeference to Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
“Guiding Questions,” identify and define areas é@ed of Responsible for Effectiveness of
improvement: Monitoring Strategy
1. Dropout Prevention 1.1. 1.1. 11 1.1. 1.1.
. 2012 Current 2013 Expected
Dropout Prevention |propout Rate:*  |Dropout Rate:*
Goal #1:
Enter numerical [Enter numerical dat
. data for dropout [for expected dropot
Enter narrative for the goaf ate in this box. [rate in this box.
in this box. 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
p| fer to th Graduation Rate:iGraduation Rate:*
ease reier to the Enter numerical [Enter numerical dat
percentage of StUde”, data for for expectec
who dropped out duringlgraduation rate injgraduation rate in
the 2011-2012 school |this box. lthis box.
lyear 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.

Dropout Prevention Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic
and/or PLC Focus

Grade
Level/Subject

PD Facilitator
and/or
PLC Leader

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

PD Participants

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

June 2012
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Dropout Prevention Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:

Total:

End of Dropout Prevention Goal(s)

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Par ent | nvolvement

Goal(s)

Upload Option-For schools completing the Parental I nvolvement Policy/Plan (P1P) please include a copy for this section.
Online Template- For schools completing the PIP alink will be provided that will direct you to thisplan.

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

Par ent I nvolvement Goal(s)

Problem-solving Process to Parent | nvolvement

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for
Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1. Parent I nvolvement

Parent Involvement Goal

1.

By June 2013, parente
involvement will increase from
12% to 15%.

*Please refer to the
percentage of parents wl
participated in schoc
activities, duplicated or
unduplicated

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Level of Parent

Level of Parent

lInvolvement:*

|Involvement:*

12%

15%

1.1.

Lack of time on the
parents’ part

and Greet to recruit parents to
olunteer...find an event to fit

their schedule

Events

Reading to students (Dads an

Donuts, Moms and Mulffins,

Parents and Popcorn, Myster

Reader)

Proctoring

Chaperones

Field Day

Career Day

Classroom Volunteer

\Vocabulary

\Word Warrior

PTA

PTA Events

SAC

Mega Skills

1.1 School will implement Medi..1. Volunteer

Coordinator

1.1. Increase in parent participal

1.1. Parent Sign-In Sheet
Parent Survey

1.2. Lack of
lAcademic/School
Information

1.2 School will host Banyan
Family Nights: Academic Nigh
to teach parents reading

and BEEP.

School will communicate with

District Website, and
Newsletters

School will provide a Parent
Suggestion Box in the front

strategies to integrate at homq

1.2. Volunteer
[Coordinator

parents through Banyan Webdgite

1.2. Increase in participation

1.2.1.1. Parent $ig8heet
Parent Survey

June 2012
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School will provide newsletters
in different languages.

School will utilize ESOL staff
lcontact person.

Coordinator

office.
1.3. Lack of English 1.3 School will host an ESOL [1.3. Volunteer 1.3. Increase in parent participatidr8. Parent Survey
Language Family Night. Coordinator/ESOL Parent Sign-In

ESOL contact person

Parent Involvement Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic
and/or PLC Focus

Level/Subject

Grade

PD Facilitator
and/or
PLC Leader

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

Parent Conferencing Skills

K-5

District Staff

Teachers

JAugust 2012

Review Conference Forms quaterly

JAdministration

June 2012
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Parent I nvolvement Budget

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouxh
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Mega Skills Training Stipends for Presenters (2ho@rs x Title | $468
$26.00)
Mega Skills Training Materials Supplies (folderenpils) Title | $50
Parent Agendas 2012-2013 Parent Communication Tools Title | $2000
Parent Meeting Refreshments Refreshments Title | 70%8
Subtotal:
Total:

End of Parent Involvement Goal(s)

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
95




2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Science, Technology, Engineering, and M athematics (STEM) Goal(s)

STEM Goal(s) Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement
Based on the analysis of school data, identifyaefihe Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
areas in need of improvement: Responsible for Effectiveness of
Monitoring Strategy
STEM Goal #1: 1.1. Lack of staff's 1.1. Teachers will incorporate [1.1 Classroom Teachei|1.1. 1.1. Teacher Observation
knowledge on how to ideo conferencing into Technology Specialist [Classroom walkthroughs
Integrate STEM into thgeneral curriculum. integrate technology into  [curriculum. Math Coach Required Assessments
Increase student awareness of STEM applicatiorar life. daily curriculum.

[Teachers will prove technolog
unadequate funding to supp|lessons.

echnology needs.

School will implement a Math
club.

[Teachers will utilize white
boards, EImos, etc. in classrogm

instruction.
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.

STEM Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic Grade PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g. , Early Person or Position Responsible for
and/or PLC Focus . and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, d Release) and Schedules (e.g Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring o P
Level/Subject : - Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
STEM Academy K-5 ggf:r? e/Math K-5 teachers October 2012 Minutes and Sign-in Sheet JAdministrator

June 2012
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STEM Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oun

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oun

Subtotal:

Total:

End of STEM Goal(s)

June 2012
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Career and Technical Education (CTE) Goal(s)

CTE Goal(s)

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position

Responsible for

Effectiveness of

Process Used to Determine

Evaluation Tool

global employment marke

Monitoring Strategy
CTE Goal #1: 1.1. Lack of knowledge of |1.1. School will implement 1.1. Principal 1.1. Student participation 1.1 Teacher Survey
available career [Teachers of Tomorrow (TOTs
To provide our students with the knowledge of carepportunities Career Day, Student Guidance Attendance Log
and equip them with the skills needed to competarnever changin Government (SGA), Safety
Patrols, and Equipment TeamJP.E. Coach

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

CTE Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic

Grade

PD Facilitator

PD Participants

Target Dates (e.g. , Early

Person or Position Responsible for

and/or PLC Focus Level/Subiect and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, d Release) and Schedules (e.g Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring Ve itiartin
| PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings) 9
Career Day K-5 Career Day K-5 Teachers May 2012 Sign-up Sheet JAdministrator
Coordinator
June 2012
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CTE Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only schor-based fundeactivities/materials and exclude district fundetiviiies /materials

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouh

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouh

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oun

Subtotal:

Total:

End of CTE Goal(s)

June 2012
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Additional Goal(s)

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

Additional Goal(s)

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

Based on the analysis of school data, identifydefthe Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
areas in need of improvement: Responsible for Effectiveness of
Monitoring Strategy
1. Additional Goal 11 11 11 11 11
|Additional Goal #1: 2012 Current |2013 Expected
Level :* Level :*
Enter narrative for the goal ir
this box. Enter numerical [Enter numerical
data for current |data for expected
goal in this box |[goal in this box
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.

Additional Goals Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic
and/or PLC Focus

Level/Subject

Grade

PD Facilitator

PLC Leader

and/or

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

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

frequency of meetings)

Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring

Person or Position Responsible for
Monitoring

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

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouh

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:

Total:

End of Additional Goal(s)

June 2012
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Final Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Please provide the total budget from each sec

Reading Budget

Total:
CELLA Budget

Total:
M athematics 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 I nvolvement Budget

Total:
STEM Budget

Total:
CTE Budget

Total:
Additional Goals

Total:

Grand Total:

June 2012
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Differentiated Accountability

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

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

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

School Advisory Council (SAC)

SAC Membership Compliance

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

X[ ] Yes [ ] No

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

Describe the activities of the SAC for the upconsifool yea

To meet on a monthly bases to review the progressithe goals and objectives written in the Schogrovement Plan and make adjustments when needed.

Describe the projected use of SAC ful Amount
Accelerated Reader $2,500
Study Island $1,500
National Geographic Magazines for Gr. 3-5 & Schitadews for Grades K-2

Science Experiment Materials $500
June 2012
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O
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