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2012-2013 SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

PART I: CURRENT SCHOOL STATUS

School Information

School Name: Integrated Science and Asian Culture Academy Charter School

District Name: Miami-Dade County Public Schools

Ms. Hui Fang Su

Superintendent: Mr. Alberto M. Carvalho

SAC Chair: Ms. Luisa Corral

Date of School Board Approval: Pending

Student Achievement Data and Reference Materials:

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

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

High School Feedback Report

K-12 Comprehensive Research Based Reading Plan

Administrators

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

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

Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011



http://schoolgrades.fldoe.org/default.asp
http://schoolgrades.fldoe.org/default.asp
http://schoolgrades.fldoe.org/default.asp
http://schoolgrades.fldoe.org/default.asp
http://schoolgrades.fldoe.org/default.asp
http://schoolgrades.fldoe.org/default.asp
http://schoolgrades.fldoe.org/default.asp
http://fcat.fldoe.org/results/default.asp
http://fcat.fldoe.org/results/default.asp
http://fcat.fldoe.org/results/default.asp
http://fcat.fldoe.org/results/default.asp
http://fcat.fldoe.org/results/default.asp
http://fcat.fldoe.org/results/default.asp
http://fcat.fldoe.org/results/default.asp
http://fcat.fldoe.org/results/default.asp
http://fcat.fldoe.org/results/default.asp
http://fcat.fldoe.org/results/default.asp
http://fcat.fldoe.org/results/default.asp
http://fcat.fldoe.org/results/default.asp
http://fcat.fldoe.org/results/default.asp
http://fcat.fldoe.org/results/default.asp
http://fcat.fldoe.org/results/default.asp
http://fcat.fldoe.org/results/default.asp
http://fcat.fldoe.org/results/default.asp
http://data.fldoe.org/readiness/
http://data.fldoe.org/readiness/
http://data.fldoe.org/readiness/
http://data.fldoe.org/readiness/
http://data.fldoe.org/readiness/
http://data.fldoe.org/readiness/
http://data.fldoe.org/readiness/
http://data.fldoe.org/readiness/
https://app1.fldoe.org/Reading_Plans/Narrative/NarrativeList.aspx
https://app1.fldoe.org/Reading_Plans/Narrative/NarrativeList.aspx
https://app1.fldoe.org/Reading_Plans/Narrative/NarrativeList.aspx
https://app1.fldoe.org/Reading_Plans/Narrative/NarrativeList.aspx
https://app1.fldoe.org/Reading_Plans/Narrative/NarrativeList.aspx
https://app1.fldoe.org/Reading_Plans/Narrative/NarrativeList.aspx
https://app1.fldoe.org/Reading_Plans/Narrative/NarrativeList.aspx
https://app1.fldoe.org/Reading_Plans/Narrative/NarrativeList.aspx
https://app1.fldoe.org/Reading_Plans/Narrative/NarrativeList.aspx
https://app1.fldoe.org/Reading_Plans/Narrative/NarrativeList.aspx
https://app1.fldoe.org/Reading_Plans/Narrative/NarrativeList.aspx

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

Principal | Kim M. Guilarte BA-Elementary 3 14 ‘12 ‘11 ‘10 09 ‘08
Education, Florida School Grade A A N/A A A
International University: AMO X N/A NA NA NA
Master of Science in High Standards Rdg. 89 90 58 84 81
Update ALL - Prior Peformance Record (include prior School Grades, FCAT Math 89 92 65 87 84
(Proficiency, Leaming Gains, Lowest 25%), and AMO information) 78 81 63 84 U8
1 84 84 69 87 74
78 83 58 83 78
Leadership, Florida Gains-Math-25% 84 93 67 86 81
International University
Assistant | Luisa Corral BA- Elementary 3 4 ‘12 ‘11 ‘10 09 ‘08
Principal Education, Nova School Grade A A N/A A A
Update ALL - Prior Pedormance Record (include prior School Grades, FCAT 'ds Rde. 2(9 N;‘g N/5A8 N/é/z N/?l
(Proficiency, Leaming Gains, Lowest 25%), and AMO information) rds Math 39 92 65 87 84
Rdg. 78 81 63 84 78
University Ling Gams-Math 84 84 69 87 74
Gains-Rdg-25% 78 83 58 83 78
Gains-Math-25% 84 93 67 86 81
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Instructional Coaches

List your school’s instructional coaches and briefly describe their certification(s), number of years at the current school, number of years as an instructional coach, and their

prior performance record with increasing student achievement at each school. Include history of School Grades, FCAT/statewide assessment performance (percentage data for
achievement levels, learning gains, Lowest 25%), and ambitious but achievable annual measurable objective (AMO) progress. Instructional coaches described in this section are only
those who are fully released or part-time teachers in reading, mathematics, or science and work only at the school site.

Prior Performance Record (include prior School Grades, FCAT/

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

Effective and Highly Effective Teachers

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

Description of Strategy Person Responsible Projected Completion Date

1. ISAAC will continue to provide year round professional Assistant Principal On-going
development to enhance the meaningful pedagogical strategies
of the teachers.

2. ISAAC will partner new teachers with veteran teachers for Assistant Principal On-going
mentoring, support, and modeling in the classroom.
3. The principal will attend job fairs to recruit new highly effective | Principal May 2013
teachers. July 2013
August 2012
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Non-Highly Effective Instructors

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

Number of instructional staff and paraprofessionals that Provide the strategies that are being implemented to
are teaching out-of-field and/or who received less than an support the staff in becoming highly effective
effective rating (instructional staff only).

N/A

Staff Demographics

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

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

Total OO % of National
number of 0 of first- % of teachers % of teachers % of teachers % of teachers with an % of Reading ° Board % of ESOL
. ° with 1-5 years of | with 6-14 years with 15+ years | with Advanced Effective Endorsed . Endorsed
Instructional | year teachers ; . . . Certified
experience of experience of experience Degrees rating or Teachers Teachers
Staff elhe Teachers
2 0 50% (1) 50% (1) 0 0 100% (2) 0 0 50% (1)

Update all data prior to the October 12" po sting.
Teacher Mentoring Program/Plan :

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

Mentor Name Mentee Assigned Rationale for Pairing
N/A

Planned Mentoring Activities

August 2012
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Additional Requirements

Coordination and Integration-Title I Schools Only

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

Title I, Part A

Title I, Part C- Migrant

Title I, Part D

Title IT

Title 111

Title X- Homeless

Supplemental Academic Instruction (SAI)

Violence Prevention Programs

Nutrition Programs

Housing Programs

Head Start

Adult Education

Career and Technical Education

Job Training

Other

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

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

School-Based MTSS/RtI Team

Identify the school-based MTSS leadership team.
Principal

Assistant Principal

General Education Teacher

ESE Teacher

Speech Language Pathologist

Technology Specialist

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

Principal: Provides a common vision for the use of data-based decision-making, ensures that the school-based team is implementing MTSS/RtI, conducts
assessment of MTSS/RtI skills of school staff, ensures implementation of intervention support and documentation ensures adequate professional development to
support MTSS/RtI implementation, and communicates with parents regarding school-based MTSS/RtI plans and activities.

Assistant Principal: Provides the data for the principal, reading coach, and teachers to facilitate data chats. The assistant principal will also meet with the teachers to
enhance the intervention selection and to guide the selection process for guided reading groups to instruct students according to fulfill their academic needs.
Select General Education Teachers (Primary and Intermediate): Provides information about core instruction, participates in student data collection, delivers Tier 1
instruction/intervention, collaborates with other staff to implement Tier 2 interventions, and integrates Tier 1 materials/instruction with Tier 2/3 activities.
Exceptional Student Education (ESE) Teachers: Participates in student data collection, integrates core instructional activities/materials into Tier 3 instruction, and
collaborates with general education teachers through such activities as co-teaching.

Technology Specialist: Develops or brokers technology necessary to manage and display data and technical support to teachers and staff regarding data
management and display.

Speech Language Pathologist: Educates the team in the role language plays in curriculum, assessment, and instruction, as a basis for appropriate program design;
assists in the selection of screening measures; and helps identify systemic patterns of student need with respect to language skills.

The MTSS/RtI Team will focus meetings around one question: How do we develop and maintain a problem solving system to bring out the best in our schools, our
teachers, and in our students?

The team will meet once a month to engage in the following activities:

Review universal screening data and link to instructional decisions; review progress monitoring data at the grade level and classroom level to identify students
who are meeting/exceeding benchmarks, at moderate risk or at high risk for not meeting benchmarks. Based on the above information, the team will identify
professional development and resources. The team will also collaborate regularly, problem solve, share effective practices, evaluate implementation, make
decisions, and practice new processes and skills. The team will also facilitate the process of building consensus, increasing infrastructure, and making decisions
about implementation.

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011 9
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Describe the role of the school-based MTSS leadership team in the development and implementation of the school improvement plan (SIP). Describe how the RtI problem-solving
process is used in developing and implementing the SIP?

The school-based MTSS/RtI Leadership Team met with the Educational Excellence School Advisory Council (EESAC) and principal to help develop the SIP. The
team provided data based on the 2011-2012 school year. The school-based MTSS/RtI Leadership Team will analyze available data for incoming students from

the 2012 Stanford Achievement Test (SAT) and Florida Assessments for Instruction in Reading (FAIR). When developing the SIP, the school-based MTSS/RtI
Leadership Team and ESSAC committee established a vision for the 2012-2013 school year based on evidence-based general education instruction and curriculum
that is effective in helping a majority of students reach grade level benchmarks.

In order to implement the SIP all year, ISAAC will follow the MTSS/RtI Leadership Team Problem Solving Process as described below.

1. Problem Identification entails accurately identifying the problem and the desired behavior for the student(s) experiencing academic or behavioral difficulty.

2. Problem Analysis, involves analyzing why the problem is occurring by collecting data to determine possible causes of the identified problem.

3. During Intervention Design & Implementation, evidence-based interventions based upon data collected previously are selected or developed, then
implemented.

4. Lastly, evaluating the effectiveness of interventions utilized is paramount in a problem-solving process. This fourth step is termed Response-to-
Intervention. It is in this fourth step that a student’s or group of students’ response to our implemented intervention is measured so that we may evaluate the
effectiveness of our instructional efforts.

This process is never-ending and requires constant evaluation of the program. The school-based MTSS Leadership Team and Rtl Team will work arduously
together to continuously support and implement various best practices, which have proven to be effective.

MTSS Implementation

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

Assessments

Progress Monitoring: PMRN

Midyear: Florida Assessments for Instruction in Reading (FAIR), School site specific assessments
End of year: SAT, FAIR, School site specific assessments

Frequency of Data Days: Monthly for data analysis

Behavior: Teachers keep anecdotal records to monitor students’ behavior patterns.

Describe the plan to train staff on MTSS.

Professional development will be provided during teachers’ common planning time and small sessions will occur throughout the year. These training sessions will
commence the Monday prior to the first day of school. Data from ongoing progress monitoring will indicate if Professional Development is needed in specific
areas.

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Describe the plan to support MTSS.

To support the MTSS Leadership team ISACC will:

e Provide leadership for the system by creating a MTSS framework that connects with the district and school mission statements and organize
improvement methods.
Align policies and procedures within classroom, grade, building, district and state levels.
Monitor efficient facilitation and accurate use of problem-solving process to support planning, implementing, and evaluating effectiveness of
services.

e Ensure two-way communication within the self-correcting feedback loop using user-friendly data-systems for supporting decision-making at
all levels.
Provide professional development that align to student goals and staff needs.
Provide strong, positive and continuous monitoring and communication with all stakeholders and celebrate success frequently.

Literacy Leadership Team (LLT)

School-Based Literacy Leadership Team

Identify the school-based Literacy Leadership Team (LLT).
The principal, Ms. Kim Guilarte Gil, assistant principal, Ms. Luisa Corral, and staff member, Ms. Melissa Guuerrero

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

The principal selects team members for the Literacy Leadership Team (LLT) based on a cross section of the faculty and administrative team that represents highly qualified
professionals who are interested in serving to improve literacy instruction across the curriculum. The Reading Coach must be a member of the Literacy Leadership Team. The team
will meet monthly throughout the school year. Additionally, the principal may expand the LLT by encouraging personnel from various sources such as District and Regional support
staff to join.

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

The principal will promote the LLT as an integral part of the school literacy reform to promote a culture of reading by:
« including representation from all curricular areas on the RLT

eselecting team members who are skilled and committed to improving literacy

eoffering professional growth opportunities for team members

screating a collaborative environment that fosters sharing and learning

*developing a school wide organizational model that supports literacy instruction in all classes

sencouraging the use of data to improve teaching and student achievement

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Public School Choice?
e Supplemental Educational Services (SES) Notification
Upload a copy of the SES Notification to Parents in the designated upload link on the “Upload” page.
*Elementary Title I Schools Only: Pre-School Transition

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

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

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

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

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

Postsecondary Transition

Note: Required for High School- Sec. 1008.37(4), F.S.
Describe strategies for improving student readiness for the public postsecondary level based on annual analysis of the High School Feedback Report.

PART II: EXPECTED IMPROVEMENTS

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Reading Goals

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

Reading Goals |Problem-
Solving
Process to|
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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1A. FCAT 2.0: A1, 1A.1, A1, A1, 1A.1.
Students scoring at The area of  [Students will |Administrators Ongoing classroom [Formative: Mini-assessments
Achievement Level 3 [deficiency  [participate in comprehension checks, Summative: 2013 SAT/FAIR
in readin as noted on  |[daily Literacy Leadership Team assessments and observations ~ [Assessments
g ||he 2012 modeled / focusing on students’ ability to

administration|shared identify main idea in a passage.

of the SAT  [instruction in

Reading main idea [Data analysis will be utilized

[Assessment  [through the to make any adjustment in

is Reporting  [usage of instruction as needed.

Category Houghton
D, Re.adlr.lg IMifflin text
Application. |and other
Specifically, [various

the concept of finstructional
Main Idea.  Jresources.
Students will
Students receive direct
lack the instruction
understanding initially and
necessary t0  move on to
be successful independent/
in passage peer
comprehensio strategies
. such as using
sticky notes
to record key
details to
determine
main idea of
passage and
conclude with
small group
discussion on
conclusion of
identified
main idea.
Students will
also
determine
main idea,
plot, and
urpose

August 2012
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through the
use of text
marking
(highlight and
underline)
during whole
group and
small group
instruction.

Reading Goal #1A:

The results of the
2011-2012 Stanford
Achievement Test
(SAT) indicate that
20% of students
achieved 70-84%
proficiency.

Our goal for the 2012-
2013 is to increase
students achieving
proficiency (SAT
84%) by 1 percentage
point to 21%.

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of

[Performance:*

120%(5)

21%(6)

1A.2.

1A.2.

1A.2.

1A2.

1A.2.

1A3.

1A3.

1A.3.

1A.3.

1A.3.

August 2012
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1B. Florida IB.1. IB.1. IB.1. 1B.1. 1B.1.
Alternate
Assessment:
Students scoring at
Levels 4, 5, and 6 in
reading.
Reading Goal #1B: 2012 Current 2013 Expected
IN/A [Level of [Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2.
1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3.
August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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necessary to  |and flash
be successful [cards to help

Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
2A. FCAT 2.0: DA.1. 2A.1. DA.1. DA.1.. 2A.1.Formative: Mini-
Students scoring The area of  [Students will JAdministrators Ongoing classroom assessmentgassessments
at or above deficiency  [participate focusing on students’ Summative: 2013 SAT/
Achievement Levels S noted on  [in explicit Literacy Leadership Team knowledge of word meanings |FAIR Assessments
q q the 2012 vocabulary and relationships.
4 in reading. L :
ladministrationfenrichment
of the SAT  [instruction [Data analysis will be utilized
Reading through the to make any adjustment in
[Assessment  [use of “My instruction as needed.
is Reporting  [First Chinese
Category 1, [Words”
[Vocabulary. [and create
Students and utilize
lack the concept maps,
vocabulary  [words walls,

readers. build their

knowledge
of word
meanings and
relationships.

August 2012
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Reading Goal #2A.:

The results of the
2011-2012 SAT
assessment indicate
that 76% of students
achieved above
proficiency.

Our goal for the 2012-
2013 is to increase
students achieving
above proficiency
(SAT 85% and above)
by 1 percentage point
to 77 %.

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

[Performance:*

[Performance:*

76%(19) 77%(20)
RA.2. RA.2. RDA.2. RA.2. RA.2.
RA.3. RA.3. RPA.3. RA.3. A3,

OB. Florida DB.1. DB.1. DB.1. DB.1. DB.1.

Alternate

Assessment:

Students scoring at

or above Level 7 in

reading.

Reading Goal #2B: 2012 Current |2013 Expected

N/A [Level of [Level of

August 2012
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B.2. B.2. 2B.2. PB.2. 2B.2.

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

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
BA. FCAT 2.0: AL BALL BALL AL BALL
Percentage of The area of  [The students o Ongoing classroom [Formative: Mini-assessments
students making deficiency will use Administrators observations, di§cpssi0ns about [Summative: 2013 SAT/
learning gains in as noted on graph%c ) ) the texts, and mini assessment [FAIR Assessments
. the 2012 organizers  [Literacy Leadership Team to assess the knowledge of
reading. administrationfsuch as Venn text structures such as cause/
of the SAT  |diagrams, two effect, compare/contrast, and
Reading column notes, chronological order.
Assessment  Jand H- Chats
is Reporting  [to be able to [Data analysis will be utilized
Category organize the to make any adjustment in
P, Reading  [information instruction as needed.
Application. |read and find
Students lack [relationships
the knowledgefamongst the
to be able text.
to make
comparisons
and or find
cause/effect
relationships
in the text.
August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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Reading Goal #3A.:

Due to the opening

of the Integrated
Science and Asian
Culture (new school
beginning 2009-2010)
and only having the
SAT data of a first
grade class there is

no prior data to show
[percentage of students
making learning gains
in reading.

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

[N/A N/A
3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2.
3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3.
3B. Florida 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1.
Alternate
Assessment:
Percentage of
students making
learning gains in
reading.
Reading Goal #3B: 2012 Current 2013 Expected
N/A Level of Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.

3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.

August 2012
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Revised April 29, 2011
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text and text

Voyager will

features to
perform a
task.

be utilized to
supplement

the reading
instruction
block on a daily
basis.

Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
4. FCAT 2.0: 1AL 1A 1. 1A 1. 1AL UA LT
Percentage of The area of  [Use how- IAdministrators Ongoing classroom assessmentgFormative: Mini-assessments
ke i e deficiency  [to articles, . . focusing on students’ ability to [Summative: 2013 SAT
15% making as noted on br.ochures, Literacy Leadership Team @ocate, 1qterpret, and organize [Assessments
. S the 2012 fliers and information.
learrflng gamns In administrationjother real-
reading. of the SAT  [world Data analysis will be utilized
Reading documents to make any adjustment in
[Assessment  [to identify instruction as needed.
is Reporting  [text features
Category 4, |(subtitles,
Informational |headings,
Text/Research|charts, graphs,
Process. diagrams, etc)
Students lack Jand to locate,
the ability interpret,
to read and  |and organize
organize information.
informational

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

Due to the opening  [performance:  [Performance:*
of the Integrated
Science and Asian
Culture (new school
beginning 2009-2010)
and only having the
SAT data of a first
grade class there

is no prior data to
show percentage of
students in Lowest
25% making learning
gains in reading.

N/A N/A
MA.2. MA.2. UA2. MA.2. MA2.
MA 3. MA 3. MA 3. MA 3. 4A3.
August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on ambitious
but achievable Annual
Measurable Objectives

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

2011-2012

2012-2013

2013-2014

2014-2015

2015-2016

2016-2017

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

Baseline data
2010-2011

93%

93%

94%

95%

92%

92%

Reading Goal #5A:
The results of the

baseline data 2010-
2011 SAT assessment
indicates that 92%

of students achieved
levels 3 and above.

Our goal for the 2012-
2013 is to increase
students achieving
levels 3 and above
(SAT 85% and above)
by 1 percentage point
to 93%.

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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5B. Student 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1.
subgroups by White:
0.q 9 IBlack:
ethnicity (Wh}te, Hispanic:
Black, Hispanic, Asian:
Asian, American lAmerican Indian:
Indian) not making
satisfactory progress
in reading.
2012 Current Level of 2013 Expected Level of
. [Performance:* [Performance:*
Reading Goal #5B: [~ —
[White: [White:
[Black: Black:
[Hispanic: [Hispanic:
[Asian: Asian:
lAmerican Indian: [American Indian:
5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2.
5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3.

August 2012
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Based on the analysis
of student achievement
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

5C.1.

5C.1.

5C.1.

5C.1.

5C.1.

Reading Goal #5C:

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of

Performance:*

5C.2.

5C.2.

5C.2.

5C.2.

5C.2.

5C.3.

5C.3.

5C.3.

5C.3.

5C.3.

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

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

5D. Students

with Disabilities
(SWD) not making
satisfactory progress
in reading.

5D.1.

5D.1.

5D.1.

SD.1.

SD.1.

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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Reading Goal #5D:

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

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

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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Reading Professional Development

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

or PD Activities

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

PLC activity.
. PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g., early release) .. .

PDd/COT)tErg/g op1e Grz;di).Le\t/el/ and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, and Schedules (e.g., frequency of] Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring L ofr Pg/slltl(?? Responmble

and/or ocus ubjec PLC Leader or school-wide) meetings) or Vonttoring
Data Analysis K-5 Reading Meetings will be scheduled after the .
(Goals 1-4) and Language glrf:ii: Level School Wide- Reading and November 2, 2012 SAT/FAIR has been conducted to Grade Level Chair

Arts Language Arts February8, 2013 discuss the data.

Writing and Reading in -5 All Professional Teacher will submit 3 examples
the Content Areas L cachers Development [School Wide March 1, 2013 of student work and discuss best  |Professional Development Liaison
(Goal 3) [iaison ractices.
August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Reading Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Voyager Utilized to reinforce instruction in small FTE $488.00
(Goal 4) groups.
Houghton Mifflin Used to instruct in small and whole group. FTE $400.00
(Goal 1)
Subtotal: $888.00
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal: :$
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Total: $888.00
End of Reading Goals
August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Comprehensive English Language Learning Assessment (CELLA) Goals

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

CELLA Goals

Problem-Solving
Process to
Increase Language
Acquisition

Students speak in
English and understand
spoken English at grade
level in a manner similar

to non-ELL students.

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1. Students scoring
proficient in
listening/speaking.

1.1

The area of anticipated
deficiency Reporting
Category 1 on the Listening/
Speaking CELLA
[Assessment may be
students’ lack of vocabulary
knowledge during oral
language participation.

1.1

The students will be provided
with visuals and vocabulary
diagrams (A5) as well as the
use of repetition (B5) and
simple direct language (A6).

1.1

Administrators

Literacy Leadership Team

1.1.

(Ongoing classroom
observations, discussions
about vocabulary, and mini
assessment to assess the
knowledge of vocabulary,
and oral presentations.

Data analysis will be utilized
to make any adjustment in
instruction as needed.

1.1.

[Formative: Mini-assessments
Summative: 2013 CELLA/
SAT/ FAIR Assessments

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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CELLA Goal #1:

Due to fewer than 10
students participating
in the 2011-2012
CELLA assessment
the results were based
on four students.

The results of the
2012 CELLA Reading
indicate that 100%

(4) of ELL students
achieved proficiency
in Listening/Speaking,
Our goal is to
maintain students’
listening/speaking
proficiency.

D012 Current Percent of Students|
[Proficient in Listening/Speaking:

100% (4)

1.2

1.3.

Students read grade-
level text in English in a
manner similar to non-

Anticipated Barrier

ELL students.

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 201
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2. Students scoring
proficient in reading.

2.1.
The area of deficiency
as noted on the 2012

2.1.
The students will use graphic
organizers (C25) such as Venn

2.1.
JAdministrators

1.
ngoing classroom
bservations, discussions

2.1.
[Formative: Mini-assessments
Summative: 2013 CELLA/

administration of the CELLA|diagrams (C35), two column  [Literacy Leadership Team about the texts, and mini SAT/ FAIR Assessments
Reading Assessment is notes (C52), and H- Chats to be assessment to assess the
Reporting Category 2, able to organize the information| nowledge of text structures
Reading Application. read and find relationships such as cause/effect,
Students lack the knowledge Jamongst the text. compare/contrast, and
to be able to make chronological order.
comparisons and or find
cause/effect relationships in Data analysis will be utilized
the text. to make any adjustment in
instruction as needed.

CELLA Goal #2: 2012 Current Percent of Student:
Proficient in Reading:

Due to fewer than 10

students participating

in the 2011-2012

CELLA assessment

the results were based

on four students.

The results of the

2012 CELLA Reading]

indicate that 75%

(3) of ELL students

achieved proficiency

in Reading.

Our goal is to increase

students’ reading

proficiency.
75% (3)

2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3. Students scoring
proficient in writing.

D.1.

The anticipated area of
deficiency as noted on the
2012 administration of the
CELLA Writing indicates
that students may lack the
understanding of the writing
process.

Specifically, students are
lacking the use of prewriting
skills.

D.1.

Students will develop a writer’s
notebook/folder (D7) in

order to determine purpose

and audience using graphic
organizers (D2) to plan, write
a draft, and organize (D6) a
logical sequence of events,
using details, comparisons, and
real life examples to develop
focus and elaboration.

2.1.
Principal, Assistant Principal,
Reading and Language Arts

D.1.

The teacher will utilize
rubrics to evaluate the
students writing and hold
meetings with the student
to review and discuss their
work.

Additionally, ongoing
monthly prompts focusing
on students’ knowledge of
writing mechanics, focus,
land elaboration.

D.1.

Formative: Weekly and
Monthly writing prompts.
Summative: CELLA, District]
Writing Assessment

CELLA Goal #3:

Due to fewer than 10
students participating
in the 2011-2012
CELLA assessment
the results were based
on four students.

The results of the
2012 CELLA Reading
indicate that 100%
(4) of ELL students
achieved proficiency
in writing.

Our goal is to
maintain students’
writing proficiency.

Proficient in Writing :

2012 Current Percent of Students|

100% (4)
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.
CELLA Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only school-based funded

activities/materials and exclude district

funded activities/materials.

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of CELLA Goals

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Elementary School Mathematics Goals

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

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

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

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Data Analysis|line plots from
data (including

Specifically, |data collected
students lack [through

the ability observations,
to read and  [surveys, and

organize data |experiments)

1A. FCAT 2.0: 1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1. A1, 1A.1.
Students scoring at The area of rovide Principal, Assistant Principal, [Ongoing classroom assessmentsfFormative: Bi-weekly
e oy deficiency students with focusing on students . enchmark assessments;
s . as noted on  [grade-level knowledge of data analysis. Pre and Post test benchmark
in mathematics. .
he 2012 appropriate ssessments
administrationjopportunities Student Work Folders.
of the SAT 0 construct Summative: Results from the
[Mathematics |and analyze [Data analysis will be utilized [2013 SAT-10 Mathematics
[Assessment  [tables, bar to make any adjustment in Assessment
is Reporting  [graphs, picture] instruction as needed.
Category 4, |graphs, and

included in  |and use them
tables, graphs,to solve
charts, and roblems; the
surveys. collected data
and the intent
of the data
collection will
determine the
choice of data
display
August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Mathematics Goal
H1A:

The results of the 2011-
2012 Stanford Achievement
Test (SAT), Tenth Edition
Mathematics Test indicates
that 8% (2) of students
achieved a Stanine Score 3
proficiency.

Our goal for the 2012-2013
school year is to increase
the Stanine Score student
proficiency byl percentage
points to 9%.

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

3%(2) %(3)
1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2.
1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3.
1B. Florida 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1.
Alternate
Assessment:
Students scoring at
Levels 4, 5, and 6 in
mathematics.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  |2013 Expected
#1B: [Level of [Level of
TA. [Performance:* |Performance:*
August 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
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1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2.
1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3.
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy

data and reference to

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

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2A. FCAT 2.0:
Students scoring
at or above
Achievement
Levels 4 and 5 in
mathematics.

RA.1.

The area of
deficiency

as noted on
the 2012
administration
of the SAT
IMathematics
|Assessment

is Reporting
Category 2,
Geometry and
Measurement.

The
deficiency
could be due

opportunities
for students
to use
[measurement

tools in a real
world context.

connections
with real
world
situations.
Student

will also be
provided
enrichment
activities that
promote the
composing
land
decomposing
of; describing,
Enalyzing,

omparing,
nd drawing

DAL,
Principal, Assistant Principal,

DA.1.

Ongoing classroom assessment
focusing on students’
knowledge of measurement.

Student Work Folders.
Data analysis will be utilized

to make any adjustment in
instruction as needed.

a.l.
5I127 ormative: Bi-weekly
benchmark assessments;
Pre and Post test benchmark
assessments

Summative: Results from the
2013 SAT-10 Mathematics
|Assessment

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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models that
develop
[measurement
concepts and
skills using
manipulatives
through

real world
lexperiences.

Mathematics Goal 2012 Current 2013 Expected
HOA - ILevel of Level of

[Performance:* [Performance:*

The results of the 2011-
2012 Stanford Achievement]
Test (SAT), Tenth Edition
Mathematics Test indicates
that 92% (22) of students
achieved a Stanine Score 4
or above.

Our goal for the 2012-2013
school year is to increase
Stanine Score 4 or above
proficiency by 1 percentage
point to 93%.

92%(22) 93%(23)

A2, 2A2. 2A2. A2, 2A.2.

DA.3. 2A.3. 2A.3. DA.3. 2A.3.

2B. Florida 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1.
Alternate
Assessment:
Students scoring at
or above Level 7 in
mathematics.

August 2012
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Mathematics Goal

#2B:
N/A

2012 Current
Level of

Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of

[Performance:*

data and reference to

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

for the following group:

Effectiveness of Strategy

PB.2. B.2. PB.2. PB.2. 2B.2.
DB.3. DB.3. B.3. DB.3. 2B.3.
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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3A. FCAT 2.0: BA.1. BA.L. BA.L. BA.1 Ba.1.
Percentage of The area of  [Students will |Principal, Assistant Principal, [Weekly school-wide Formative: Math Journals,
students making deficiency be provided mathematics manipulativ.e Leadership observation of
learning gains in as noted on  fopportunities dgy where all studepts will be [lessons, In house Tri-Weekly
mathematics the 2012 to use given the 9pportu1_nty to use [Assessments
: ladministration jmanipulatives manipulatives during a hands-
of the SAT  [to maintain on activity. Summative: 2013 SAT
Mathematics |or increase IAssessment
[Assessment  Junderstanding Ongoing classroom assessments|
is Reporting  fof word focusing on students’
Category 1, |problems. knowledge and ability to solve
[Number and [Teachers word problems
Operations.  [and students
will use Data analysis will be utilized
Specifically, [literature in to make any adjustment in
teachers mathematics instruction as needed.
should help  [to provide
students to  [the necessary
make meaningmeaning for
out of number [children to
operations successfully
through word [grasp concepts
problems. and allows
students
to make
connections
with real-
world
situations.
Students will
be given the
opportunity
to develop
exploration
nd inquiry
ctivities
0 maintain
r increase
nderstating
f word
roblems
hrough
ands-on
August 2012
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Revised April 29, 2011

47




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

lexperiences.
Mathematics Goa] 2012 Current 2013 Expected
H3A [Level of [Level of

[Performance:* [Performance:*

Due to the opening
of the Integrated
Science and Asian
Culture (new school
beginning 2009-
2010) and the new
implementation of
the SAT assessment
there is no prior data
to show percentage
of students making
learning gains in

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

Percentage of
students making
learning gains in
mathematics.

August 2012
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Mathematics Goal

#3B:
N/A

2012 Current
Level of

Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of

[Performance:*

data and reference to

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

for the following group:

Effectiveness of Strategy

3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.
3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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4. FCAT 2.0: 4A.1. Al 4A.1. 4A.1. ALl
Percentage of The area of  [Students will [Principal, Assistant Principal, |Ongoing classroom assessmentsfFormative: In house Tri-
students in lowest [deficiency ¢ engaging focusing on students’ [Weekly Assessments
25% making as noted on  [in activities progress with geometry and Summative: 2013 SAT
q o the 2012 entered on measurement. Assessment
learning gains in L
A administration [the use of

mathematics. of the SAT echnology Ongoing classroom assessments

Mathematics [such as focusing on students’

[Assessment o Math knowledge and ability to use

is Reporting |Interactive technology to understand

Category 2, nline geometric shapes.

Geometry and fcomponent,

Measurement. [[Q Chinese Data analysis will be utilized

nline to make any adjustment in

Specifically, [and active instruction as needed.

students articipation

lacking n Promethean

the use of oard

technology  [flipcharts

for the in order to

understanding |[develop

of composing [conceptual

and nderstanding

decomposing |of geometry

two- nd spatial

dimensional [sense.

and three-

dimensional

ccometric

shapes.
August 2012
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Mathematics Goal #4:[2012 Current 2013 Expected
Level of Level of

Due to the opening Performance:* [Performance:

of the Integrated
Science and Asian
Culture (new school
beginning 2009-
2010) and the new
implementation of
the SAT assessment
there is no prior data
to show percentage
of students in lowest
25% making learning
gains in mathematics

HA.2. MA.2. A2 HA.2. 4A.2.

HA.3. MA.3. A3, HA.3. 4A.3.

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

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

5A. In six years [Baseline data 2010-2011 [100% 00% 100% 100% 100% 100%
school will reduce
their achievement
gap by 50%.

Mathematics Goal
H#5A:

The results of the
baseline data 2010-
2011 SAT assessment
indicates that 100%
of students achieved
levels 3 and above.

Our goal for the 2012-
2013 is to maintain
students achieving
levels 3 and above
(SAT 85% and above)
at 100%.

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

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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5B. Student 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1.
subgroups by [White:
. . Black:
ethnicity (White, Hispanic:
Black, Hispanic, Asian:
Asian, American [American Indian:

Indian) not making
satisfactory progress
in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal 2012 Current Level of 2013 Expected Level of
45B: [Performance:* [Performance:*

Due to the opening
of the Integrated
Science and Asian
Culture (new school
beginning 2009-
2010) there is no
prior data to show
Student subgroups by
ethnicity not making
satisfactory progress
in mathematics.

[White: [White:
[Black: [Black:
[Hispanic: [Hispanic:
|Asian: |Asian:
[American Indian: [American Indian:
5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2.
5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3.
August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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Based on the analysis
of student achievement
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

5C.1.

5C.1.

5C.1.

5C.1.

5C.1.

Mathematics Goal
#5C:

Due to the opening
of the Integrated
Science and Asian
Culture (new school
beginning 2009-
2010) there is no
prior data to show
English Language
Learners not making
satisfactory progress
in mathematics

2012 Current Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected Level of
[Performance:*

5C.2.

5C.2.

5C.2.

5C.2.

5C.2.

5C.3.

5C.3.

5C.3.

5C.3.

5C.3.

August 2012
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Based on the analysis
of student achievement
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

5D. Students

'with Disabilities
(SWD) not making
satisfactory progress
in mathematics.

SD.1.

SD.1.

SD.1.

SD.1.

SD.1.

Mathematics Goal
#5D:

Due to the opening
of the Integrated
Science and Asian
Culture (new school
beginning 2009-2010)
there is no prior data
to show students
with disabilities not
making satisfactory
[progress in
mathematics.

2012 Current Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected Level of
[Performance:*

5D.2.

5D.2.

5D.2.

5D.2.

5D.2.

5D.3.

5D.3.

5D.3.

5D.3.

5D.3.

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on the analysis
of student achievement
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

SE. Economically
Disadvantaged
students not making
satisfactory progress
in mathematics.

SE.1.

SE.1.

SE.1.

SE.1.

SE.1.

Mathematics Goal
#5E:

Due to the opening
of the Integrated
Science and Asian
Culture (new school
beginning 2009-2010)
there is no prior data
to show economically
disadvantaged
students not making
satisfactory progress
in mathematics.

2012 Current Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected Level of
[Performance:*

SE.2.

SE.2.

SE.2.

SE.2.

SE.2.

SE.3.

SE.3.

SE.3.

SE.3.

SE.3.

End of Elementary School Mathematics Goals

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 201
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Middle School Mathematics Goals

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

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

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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1B. Florida 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1.
Alternate
Assessment:
Students scoring at
Levels 4, 5, and 6 in
mathematics.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current 2013 Exnected
#1B: [Level of [Level of
— [Performance:* |Performance:*
1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2.
1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3.
August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on the analysis
of student achievement
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Responsible for Monitoring

Person or Position

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

A1

PA.1.

DAL

A1

PA.1.

Mathematics Goal
H2A:

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of

[Performance:*

2A.2.

2A.2.

2A.2.

2A.2.

2A.2.

DA.3.

DA.3.

DA.3.

DA.3.

2A.3.

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

PB.1.

2B.1.

PB.1.

PB.1.

2B.1.

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
H#OR: Level of [Level of
— Performance:* [Performance:*

2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2.

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

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on the analysis
of student achievement
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position

Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

BA.L.

BA.1.

BA.1.

BA.L.

BA.1.

Mathematics Goal
H3A:

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of

[Performance:*

3A.2.

BA.2.

BA.2.

3A.2.

3A.2.

3A.3.

3A.3.

3A.3.

3A.3.

3A.3.

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

3B.1.

3B.1.

3B.1.

3B.1.

3B.1.

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
#3RB: Level of [Level of
— Performance:* [Performance:*

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

3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
4. FCAT 2.0: MA.1. MA.1. MA.1. UA.1. MA.1.
Percentage of
students in lowest
25% making
learning gains in
mathematics.
Mathematics Goal #4: 2012 Current 2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* [Performance:*
4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2.
4A3. 4A.3. 4A.3. 4A3. 4A3.

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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August 2012
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Based on ambitious 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017
but achievable Annual
Measurable Objectives

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

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

gap by 50%.

Mathematics Goal

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

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

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

Indian) not making
satisfactory progress
in mathematics.

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Mathematics Goal 2012 Current Level of 2013 Expected Level of
1SR [Performance:* [Performance:*
[White: [White:
Black: Black:
[Hispanic: [Hispanic:
Asian: JAsian:
JAmerican Indian: JAmerican Indian:
5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2.
5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3.
August 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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August 2012
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Revised April 29, 2011
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Process Used to Determine

Evaluation Tool

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

subgroup:

Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:
5C. English 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1.
Language Learners
(ELL) not making
satisfactory progress
in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
45O Level of [Level of
- Performance:* |Performance:*
5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2.
5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3.
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

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

Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
#5D: [Level of Level of
* [Performance:* |Performance:*

5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2.

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

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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August 2012
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Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:
SE. Economically SE.1. SE.1. SE.1. SE.1. SE.1.
isadvantaged
students not making
satisfactory progress
in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
4SE - Level of Level of
- Performance:* |Performance:*
5E.2. 5E.2. 5E.2. SE.2. SE.2.
5E.3. 5E.3. 5E.3. SE.3. SE.3.

End of Middle School Mathematics Goals

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

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

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

Mathemat

Problem-
Solving

Process to]
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent

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

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

1.1

1.1

Mathematics Goal #1:

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of
Performance:*

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on the analysis
of student achievement
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1,

Mathematics Goal #2:

2012 Current
Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
3. Florida Alternate P-1. 3.1. 3.1 3.1 3.1.
Assessment:
Percentage of
students making
learning gains in
mathematics.
Mathematics Goal #3: 2012 Current 2013 Expected
[Level of Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
3.2. 3.2. 3.2. 3.2. 3.2.
3.3. 3.3. 3.3. 3.3. 3.3.

End of Florida Alternate Assessment High School Mathematics Goals

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

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

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

Algebra 1 EOC |Problem-

Goals Solving
Process to|

Increase

Student
Achievem

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

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

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

at Achievement
Level 3 in Algebra 1.

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

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on the analysis
of student achievement
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1,

[Algebra Goal #2:

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of

[Performance:*

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 201
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Based on ambitious 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017
but achievable Annual
Measurable Objectives

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

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

Algebra 1 Goal #3A.:

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

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

Indian) not making
satisfactory progress
in Algebra 1.

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

2012 Current Level of

[Performance: *

2013 Expected Level of
[Performance:*

(White: (White:

Black: Black:

[Hispanic: [Hispanic:

|Asian: IAsian:

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

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:

Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:
3C. English 3C.1. 3C.1. 3C.1. 3C.1. 3C.1.
Language Learners
(ELL) not making
satisfactory progress
in Algebra 1.
IAlgebra 1 Goal #3C: 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
3C.2. 3C.2. 3C.2. 3C.2. 3C.2.
3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3.
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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3D. Students 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1.
with Disabilities
(SWD) not making
satisfactory progress
in Algebra 1.
Aloebra 1 Goal #3D: [2012 Current 2013 Expected
[Level of [Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2.
3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3.
August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:
3E. Economically BE.1. 3E.1. 3E.1. BE.1. B3E.1.
isadvantaged
students not making
satisfactory progress
in Algebra 1.
[Aloebra 1 Goal #3E: [2012 Current 2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
3E.2. 3E.2. 3E.2. 3E.2. 3E.2.
3E.3. 3E.3. 3E.3. 3E.3. 3E.3.

End of Algebra 1 EOC Goals

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

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

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

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

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

data and reference to

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

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

at Achievement
Level 3 in Geometry.

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

[Performance:* |Performance:*

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on the analysis
of student achievement
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

2. Students scoring
at or above
[Achievement Levels

4 and S in Geometry.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1,

Geometry Goal #2:

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of

[Performance:*

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

[2.2.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on ambitious
but achievable Annual
Measurable Objectives

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

2012-2013

2013-2014

2014-2015

2015-2016

2016-2017

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

|Baseline
data 2011-
2012

Geometry Goal #3A:

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

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

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

3B.1.

3B.1.

3B.1.

3B.1.

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Geometry Goal #3B: 2012 Current  |2013 Expected
[Level of [Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
[White: [White:
[Black: Black:
[Hispanic: [Hispanic:
|Asian: Asian:
I American I American
Indian: Indian:
3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.
3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.
August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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August 2012
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data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:

Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:
3C. English 3C.1. 3C.1. 3C.1. 3C.1. 3C.1.
Language Learners
(ELL) not making
satisfactory progress
in Geometry.
Geometry Goal #3C: 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
3C.2. 3C.2. 3C.2. 3C.2. 3C.2.
3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3.
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

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

Geometry Goal #3D: [2012 Current [2013 Expected
[Level of [Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*

3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2.

3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3.

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:
3E. Economically BE.1. 3E.1. 3E.1. BE.1. B3E.1.
isadvantaged
students not making
satisfactory progress
in Geometry.
Geometry Goal #3E: [R012 Current  [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
3E.2. 3E.2. 3E.2. 3E.2. 3E.2.
3E.3. 3E.3. 3E.3. 3E.3. 3E.3.

End of Geometry EOC Goals

Mathematics Professional Development

Professional
Development

Professional

(PD) aligned with
Strategies through

August 2012
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Learning
Community (PLC)
or PD Activities

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

PLC activity.
" PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g., early release) .. .
I8 Gl e (St Level/ and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, and Schedules (e.g., frequency of Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring LSO Posmqn Responmble
and/or PLC Focus Subject PLC Leader o e ) ) for Monitoring
Working Word . . -
Grade Level . Principal, Assistant Principal
Problems: CUBES 15t grade ChairV I3t grade October 31. 2012 In house Tri-weekly Assessment graéle Level Chair pal,
(Goals 2 and 3) ctober 31, '
Using Mathematics Grade Level Principal, Assistant Principal
. . 15t grade . 15t grade In house Tri-weekly Assessment ’ . ’
Manipulatives g Chair g December 7, 2012 y Grade Level Chair.
(Goals 2 and 3)
August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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Mathematics Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount

Go Math The practice books and extra materials are FTE $1000.00

(Goal 4) ordered for each class.

Subtotal:$1000.00

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total: $1000.00

End of Mathematics Goals

August 2012
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Elementary and Middle School Science Goals

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

and Middle Solving
Science Goals [Process to]
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent

Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine

of student achievement Barrier
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:

Evaluation Tool
Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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97



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

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

1AL.

The area of
deficiency

is Reporting
Category 3,
Life Science.

The
deficiency
may be cause
due to lack
of enhancing

scientific
meaning
through
relationships
of changes in
populations,
food chains,
organisms,
ecosystems
and structures.

1A.1.

evelop

rofessional

earning
Communities
of elementary
science
eachers
in order to
esearch,
collaborate,
design, and
implement
instructional
strategies
to increase
rigor through
inquiry based
learning
in life and
environmental
science.
Students will
use Scott
[Foresman
Science Series
to actively
lengage in
activities

and project
o0 increase
scientific
hinking on
elationships
of changes in
opulations,
food chains,
organisms,
ecosystems
and structures.

1A.1.
|Administrators

IMTSS/RtI Leadership Team

1A..1.

Conduct grade level meetings
to obtain teacher feedback on
effectiveness of usage with
students.

A review of formative
assessment data reports will be
conducted bi-weekly to ensure
progress is being made and
inform instructional decisions.

Data analysis will be utilized
to make any adjustment in
instruction as needed.

1.Aa.l1.

[Formative: Mini
[Assessments and
(Observations
Summative: 2013 SAT
Assessment

August 2012
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Science Goal #1A:

Due to the opening
of the Integrated
Science and Asian
Culture (new school
beginning 2009-
2010) there is no
data to show students
achieving proficiency
in science.

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

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

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

Science Goal # 1B : 2012 Current 2013 Ex pected
ILevel of ILevel of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
August 2012
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data and reference to

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

1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2.
1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3.
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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2A. FCAT 2.0:
Students scoring

at or above
Achievement Levels
4 and 5 in science.

RA.1.

The area of
deficiency
is Reporting
Category

2, Earth

and Space
Science.

Specifically
students need
to maintain

of scientific
thinking
during Earth
and Space
science

inquiry.

RA.1.

[The school
will develop
a science
club after
school for
enrichment
purposes and
implement
instructional
strategies

to increase

the knowledgejrigor through

inquiry based
learning in
scientific
thinking.
Students will
participate in
enrichment
activities to
design and
develop Earth
and Space
science and
lengineering
projects to
increase
scientific
|thinking.

RA.1.
Principal, Assistant Principal,
Science Committee

RA.1.

Conduct grade level meetings
to obtain teacher feedback on
effectiveness of usage with the
students in the club.

A review of formative
assessment data reports will be
conducted bi-weekly to ensure
progress is being made and
inform instructional decisions.

Data analysis will be utilized
to make any adjustment in
instruction as needed.

DA.1.

[Formative: Mini
[Assessments and
(Observations/Portfolio
Summative: 2013 SAT
Assessment

August 2012
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Due to the opening
of the Integrated
Science and Asian
Culture (new school

there is no prior data
to show students
achieving proficiency
in science.

beginning 2009-2010)

[Performance:*

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

[Performance:*

RA.2. RA.2. RDA2. DA.2. RA.2.
RA.3. RA.3. PA.3. RA.3. R2A.3.
2B. Florida 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1.
Alternate
Assessment:
Students scoring at
or above Level 7 in
science.
Science Goal #2B: 2012 Current |2013Expected
[Level of [Level of
IPerformance:* |Performance:*
August 2012
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B.2.

B.2.

2B.2.

PB.2.

2B.2.

B.3.

2B.3.

2B.3.

2B.3.

2B.3.

End of Elementary and Middle School Science Goals

Florida Alternate Assessment High School Science Goals

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

High School |Problem-
Science Goals | Solving
Process to|
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
1. Florida Alternate |1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
Assessment:
Students scoring at
Levels 4, 5, and 6 in
science.
August 2012
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Science Goal #1: 2012 Current  |2013 Expected
[Level of [Level of

[Performance:*

[Performance:*

1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2 1.2
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data, and reference to
“Guiding Questions”,
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
2. Florida Alternate [2.1. 2.1 2.1 2.1 2.1
Assessment:
Students scoring at
or above Level 7 in
science.
Science Goal #2: 2012 Current |2013Expected
[Level of [Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
August 2012
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2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2, 2.2.

2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.

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

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

Biology 1 EOC |Problem-
Goals Solving
Process to]
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent

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

data and reference to

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

1. Students scoring 1.1 L1
at Achievement
Level 3 in Biology 1.

Biologv 1 Goal #1 : 2012 Current 2013 Exnected
[Level of Level of
[Performance:* [Performance:*

August 2012
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1.2 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
2. Students scoring 2.1. 2.1. 2.1. 2.1. 2.1.
at or above
Achievement Levels
4 and S in Biology 1.
Biology 1 Goal #2:  [2012 Current (2013 Expected
[Level of [Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3, 2.3.

End of Biology 1 EOC Goals

Science Professional Development

Professional
Development

August 2012
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(PD) aligned with
Strategies through
Professional
Learning
Community (PLC)|
or PD Activity

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

PD Content /Topic Grade Level/

PD Facilitator PD Participants

Target Dates (e.g. , Early

(Goal 1 and 2)

and/or PLC Focus 3 and/or (e.g. , PLC, subject, grade level, or Release) and Schedules (e.g., Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring IS Posmqn Resp S 5
Subject . . Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
Science: Labs in the . . .
Grade Level . Principal, Assistant Principal
classroom 15t grade Chair school wide October 2012 In house weekly Assessment pal, pal,

Grade Level Chair.

Science Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only school-based funded
activities/materials and exclude district
funded activities/materials.
Evidence-based Program(s)/Materials(s)
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Total:

End of Science Goals
Writing Goals

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

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

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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1A. FCAT: 1A.1. LA.1. 1Al 1A.1. 1A.1
Students scoring at |An area of  [Students Principal and Assistant The teacher will utilize rubrics [Formative: Weekly and
Achievement Level [deficiency will develop [Principal to evaluate the students writing [Monthly writing prompts.
3.0 and higher in hat students fa writer’s land hold meeﬁings With.the Summative: District Writing
writing ay lack notebook/ student to review and discuss  JAssessment
. or the 2013  [folder in order| their work.
chool year  [to determine
could be purpose and Additionally, ongoing
due to the pudience monthly prompts focusing
understanding Jusing graphic on students’ knowledge of
of the writing forganizers to writing mechanics, focus, and
process. plan, write claboration.
Specifically, fa draft, and
Etudents rganize
re lacking logical
the using of equence
prewriting of events,
kkills. using details,
comparisons,
and real life
examples
to develop
focus and
claboration.

'Writing Goal #1A.:

Due to the opening

of the Integrated
Science and Asian
Culture (new school
beginning 2009-2010)
there is no prior data
to show Adequate
Yearly Progress in
writing.

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance: *

2013 Expected
[Level of

[Performance:*

August 2012
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1A.2. 1A.2. 1A2. 1A.2. JiA2.
1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. LA 3.
1B. Florida IB.1. IB.1. IB.1. IB.1. IB.1.
Alternate
[Assessment:

Students scoring at 4
or higher in writing.

Writing Goal #1B: 2012 Current.
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. II1B.2.

1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. I1B.3.

August 2012
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Writing Professional Development

Professional
Development
(PD) aligned with
Strategies through

Professional
Learning

Community (PLC)

or PD Activity

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

(Goal 1)

PLC activity.
PD Content /Topic PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g. , Early o, .
and/or PLC Focus Greéi%ii\t/el/ and/or (e.g. , PLC, subject, grade level, or Release) and Schedules (e.g., Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring Person or P?\Zﬁ;??oi{i?p SRS
) PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings) &
Writing Workshop:
Rubrics and what is Grade Level . . Principal, Assistant Principal
15t grade . school wide October 26, 2012 In house tri-weekly Assessment pal, incipal,
expected Chair Grade Level Chair.
(Goal 1)
Writing and Reading
in the content areas: Grade Level . Principal, Assistant Principal
. o 1%t grade . school wide November 26, 2012 In house weekly Assessment pal, pal,
Developing writing Chair

Grade Level Chair.

Writing Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

August 2012
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Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Total:
End of Writing Goals
August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Civics End-of-Course (EOC) Goals (required in year 2014-2015)

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

Civics EOC |Problem-
Goals Solving
Process to|
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
1. Students scoring |[I-1- L1 L1 L1 L1
at Achievement
Level 3 in Civics.
Civics Goal #1: 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2.
1.3 1.3. 1.3 1.3 1.3.

August 2012
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Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
2. Students scoring 2.1. 2.1. 2.1. 2.1. 2.1.
at or above
Achievement Levels
4 and S in Civics.
Civics Goal #2 2012 Current 2013 Expected
Level of Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 3. 2.3.
August 2012
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Civics Professional Development

Professional
Development
(PD) aligned with
Strategies through|

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

Strategy does not require a
professional development or

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

Civics Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

August 2012
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Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of Civics Goals

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

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

U.S. History |Problem-
EOC Goals Solving
Process to|
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
1. Students scoring |11 LL L1 L1 L1
at Achievement
Level 3 in U.S.
History.
[U.S. History Goal #1; 2012 Current 2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
1.2 1.2. 1.2 1.2 1.2.
1.3 1.3. 1.3 1.3 1.3.
August 2012
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Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
2. Students scoring [2-1. 2.1 2.1 2.1. 2.1
at or above
Achievement Levels
4 and S in U.S.
History.
US Hlstogz Goal #2 2012 Current 2013 Expected
Level of Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 3. 2.3.

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

Professional
Development
(PD) aligned with
Strategies through|

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

Strategy does not require a
professional development or

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

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

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

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

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

August 2012
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Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of U.S. History Goals

August 2012
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Attendance Goal(s)
* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).
Problem-
solving
Attendance [Process to|
Goal(s) Increase
Attendan
ce
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of attendance data and Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
reference to “Guiding
Questions,” identify and
define areas in need of
improvement:

1. Attendance 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
Parents may [Teachers Assistant principal and Bi-weekly updates to Monthly Attendance Rosters
be unfamiliar fwill inform  |Principal Administration by the TCST
with the and identify fnd to the entire faculty during

chool the school faculty meetings.
ttendance pttendance
policy. policy during
open house.

Attendance Goal #1 . 2012 Current 2013 Exgected
Attendance Attendance

Our goal for the 2012-2013 [Rate:* Rate:*

school year is to maintain

the attendance rate at 97%

(25).

97% (25) 97% (25)
2012 Current 013 Expected
INumber of [Number of
Students with |Students with
[Excessive [Excessive
[Absences JAbsences
(10 or more)  |(10 or more)
5 5

August 2012
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2012 Current
INumber of
Students with

[Excessive

[Tardies (10 or

2013 Expected
INumber of
Students with
[Excessive
[Tardies (10 or

ore)

B

B

1.2 1.2 1.2. 1.2. 2.

Based on  |Provide parent workshops  |Assistant principal and Weekly reports of Daily attendance records
attendance  [that will stress the Principal students’ tardy records  fand bulletins; Quarterly
data reports, fimportance of attendance and attendance bulletins  fattendance Reports.

the tardy and punctuality to parents by teachers will be

rate may be fnd the community. monitored by attendance

improved by [The school website will manager and community

communi  fassist in communicating involvement specialist.

cating the  fvailable informal parental

importance [workshops.

arriving

to school

on time

to parents

and the

community.

1.3.

I3

Attendance Professional Development

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

August 2012
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Please note that each
Strategy does not require a
professional development or
PLC activity.

PD Content /Topic
and/or PLC Focus

Grade Level/
Subject

PD Facilitator
and/or
PLC Leader

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

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

Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring

Person or Position Responsible for
Monitoring

Attendance Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

Subtotal:

Other

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

August 2012
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Subtotal:

Total:

End of Attendance Goals
Suspension Goal(s)

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

Suspension Problem-
Goal(s) solving
Process to
Decrease
Suspension
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of suspension data, and Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of
reference to “Guiding Strategy
Questions,” identify and
define areas in need of
improvement:
1. Suspension 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
Parents and The school Administrative Team and |The teachers will monitor  |The teachers will
ktudents may be  |will utilize the Teachers behaviors through the usage freview the anecdotal
unfamiliar with Student and pof the anecdotal records log. frecords log and watch
the school code of |Parent Handbook for recurring patterns
conduct. to convey the of behavior on bi-
ouidelines. weekly basis.

Students and
parents will

be informed
land updated
continuously

by effective
communication
between all
parties involved.
The teachers
will redirect
negative behaviors

nd teach self-
Eiscipline.
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Suspension Goal #1:

Our goal for the 2012-
2013 school year is to

of suspensions at zero.

maintain the total number

of In —School
Suspensions

2012 Total Number

2013 Expected
[Number of
In- School

Suspensions

Out- of- School

2012 Total Number [2013 Expected

of Students INumber of Students

Suspended Suspended

In-School In -School

2012 Total 2013 Expected

[Number of Qut-of- |Number of

hool nsion: t-of-School

Suspensions

2012 Total Number 2013 Expected

of Students [INumber of Students

Suspended Suspended

Out- of-School

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.
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Suspension Professional Development

Professional
Development
(PD) aligned with
Strategies through|

Professional
Learning

Community (PLC)

or PD Activity

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

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

Suspension Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

August 2012
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Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of Suspension Goals

August 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 of students the percentage represents next to the percentage (e.g. 70% (35)).

parent involvement data,

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

Strategy

Dropout Problem-
Prevention solving
Goal(s) Process to
Dropout
Prevention
Based on the analysis of Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of

improvement:
1. Dropout
Prevention

1.1.

1.1.

Dropout Prevention
Goal #1:

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

2012 Current
[Dropout Rate:*

2013 Expected
IDropout Rate:*

2012 Current

2013 Expected

August 2012
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1.2

1.3.

1.2.

1.2.

1.3.

1.3.

Dropout Prevention Professional Development

Professional

Development
(PD) aligned with
Strategies through
Professional

Learning
Community (PLC)
or PD Activity

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

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

Include only school-based funded

activities/materials and exclude district

funded activities /materials.

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of Dropout Prevention Goal(s)
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Parent Involvement Goal(s)
Upload Option-For schools completing the Parental Involvement Policy/Plan (PIP) please include a copy for this section.
Online Template- For schools completing the PIP a link will be provided that will direct you to this plan.

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

Parent Involvement | Problem-
Goal(s) solving
Process
to Parent
Involveme
nt
Based on the analysis of parent Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
involvement data, and reference Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of
to “Guiding Questions,” identify Strategy
and define areas in need of
improvement:
1. Parent Involvement 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
Parents Open Rtl Leadership Team Review sign in logs to Sign in Logs
have limited  fhouse with determine the quantity of
knowledge exploration of [Teacher parental participation for Teacher Observations
and/or participation kchool events and classroom
understanding fopportunities involvement. Administrative
f classroom/ fheld on Observations
kchool Saturday Teacher will maintain a
participation  |instead of a Room Parent sign in sheet to
opportunities. [weekday. monitor all visits by the room|
parent.
Each classroom)|
will be Teacher will maintain
required to parental contact logs
have one room recording parent/teacher
parent. communication.
Maintain
parental
contact logs.

August 2012
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Parent Involvement Goal
#1:

During the 2011-2012 school year,
100% of parents volunteered a
minimum of 30 hours of their time,
Our goal for the 2012-2013 school
year is to continue to achieve
100% of parent participation with
a minimum of 30 hours volunteer
time.

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

2012 Current

[nvolvement:*

Level of Parent.

2013 Expected

Involvement:*

Level of Parent

100%

100%

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

1.3.

Parent Involvement Professional Development

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

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

August 2012
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PLC Leader

school-wide)

frequency of meetings)

PLC activity.
PD Content /Topic Grade Level/ PD Facilitator PD Pa.rt1c1pants Target Dates (e.g. , Early o B @ it Aol G
and/or PLC Focus S and/or (e.g. , PLC, subject, grade level, or Release) and Schedules (e.g., Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring Y f—

Parent Involvement Budget

Include only school-based funded
activities/materials and exclude district
funded activities /materials.
Evidence-based Program(s)/Materials(s)
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
August 2012
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| Total: |

End of Parent Involvement Goal(s)
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Science, Technolo

Engineering. and Mathematics (STEM) Goal(s

STEM Goal(s)

Problem-Solving
Process to
Increase Student
Achievement

areas in need of improvement:

Based on the analysis of school data, identify and define

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for
Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

STEM Goal #1:

not limited to Science Fairs.

Increase opportunities for STEM applied learning by
developing school wide programs that prepare students
to participate in STEM courses in the future; such as, but

1.1.

Based on the analysis of
Ischool data, our teachers lack
esources for background
information of STEM
kcientific principles.

Our students will benefit from|
bkupplemental instructional
materials and technology
programs that facilitate

the application of science,
Imathematics and technology
kills.

1.1.

[Teachers will use teaching
ktrategies that positively

impact student achievement:
knhanced content, collaborative
learning, questioning, inquiry,
manipulating, testing,
instructional technology, and
enhanced materials to increase
ktudent’s progress.

Promethean Boards will

pbe utilized as supplemental
materials to provide a variety
of of activities through various
media services.

Students will create science
projects to enter the school wide
Science Fair, promoting student
understanding of scientific
research, mathematics, and
engineering.

1.1. Assistant Principal

1.1. Following Common Core
Standards, the assistant principal
will monitor participation in
weekly science labs and science
fair experiments.

1.1. Formative: Weekly Science
[Lab Reports

Summative: 2013 Science
Textbook end-of- chapter
lssessments and 2013
Mathematics SAT Tests.

1.2.

1.2.

1.2

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

STEM Professional Development

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

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

PLC activity.
PD Content /Topic PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g. , Early o, .
and/or PLC Focus St Level/ and/or (e.g. , PLC, subject, grade level, or Release) and Schedules (e.g., Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring GG Posmqn Responmble &y
Subject ; 3 Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
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STEM Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

CTE Goal(s)

Problem-Solving
Process to
Increase Student
Achievement

Process Used to Determine

Evaluation Tool

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for
Monitoring

Effectiveness of
Strategy

CTE Goal #1:

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

CTE Professional Development

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

or PD Activity

Please note that each

Strategy does not require a

August 2012
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professional development or

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

Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011

139




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

CTE Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

Professional
Development
(PD) aligned with
Strategies through

Professional
Learning

Community (PLC)

or PD Activity

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

PLC activity.
PD Content /Topic Grade Level/ PD Facilitator PD Pa.rtlclpants Target Dates (e.g. , Early - Smmin @ Bl Respmslbie
and/or PLC Focus . and/or (e.g. , PLC, subject, grade level, or Release) and Schedules (e.g., Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring .
Subject : . Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
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Additional Goal(s) Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of Additional Goal(s)
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Final Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Please provide the total budget from each section.

Reading Budget
Total:$ $888.00
CELLA Budget
Total:
Mathematics Budget
Total: $1000.00
Science Budget
Total:
Writing Budget
Total:
Civics Budget
Total:
U.S. History Budget
Total:
Attendance Budget
Total:
Suspension Budget
Total:
Dropout Prevention Budget
Total:
Parent Involvement Budget
Total:
STEM Budget
Total:
CTE Budget
Total:
Additional Goals
Total:
August 2012
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| Grand Total: : $1888.00
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Differentiated Accountability

School-level Differentiated Accountability (DA) Compliance
Please choose the school’s DA Status. (To activate the checkbox: 1. Double click the desired box; 2.When the menu pops up, select Checked under “Default value”
header; 3. Select OK, this will place an “x” in the box.)

School
Differentiated
Accountability

Status

OPriority OFocus OPrevent

Are you reward school? 0Yes ONo
(A reward school is any school that has improved their letter grade from the previous year or any A graded school.)

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

School Advisory Council (SAC)

SAC Membership Compliance

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

O Yes O No

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

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

The Educational Excellence Advisory Council (EESAC) has an important function for the success of ISAAC. The EESAC will develop, approve, and
monitor the implementation of the SIP.
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Describe the projected use of SAC funds.

Amount

The SAC will apply its funds to purchase science lab materials that will support labs.

$115.00
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