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2012-2013 SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

PART I: CURRENT SCHOOL STATUS

School | nfor mation

School Name: Felix A. Williams Elementary District Name: Martin
Principal: L. Howard Marder Superintendent: Nancy Kline
SAC Chair: Lisa Careccia Date of School Board Approval: November 20, 2012

Student Achievement Data and Reference M aterials:

The following links will open in a separate browsendow.

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

K-12 Comprehensive Research Based Reading Plan

Administrators

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

" Degree(s)/ NGB S ML @ FCAT/statewide assessment Achievement Levels,ileagains,
Position Name S Years at Years as an . .
Certification(s) - lowest 25%), and AMO progress, along with the aissed school
Current School Administrator
year)
2009 — Grade A
Mastery:
Reading — 91%
Math — 87%
Writing — 93%
Science — 62%
Did not meet AYP — 97% of criteria met
2010 — Grade A
Mastery:
~_ Degrees: _ Reading — 88%
EdS in Educational Leadershig Math — 83%
MS in Reading Writing — 87%
BSE Science — 62%
N Did not meet AYP — 90% of criteria met
Principal L. Howard Marder s?:ﬁgg:CF?rtilr?Qi;al 7 22
Elementary Education 2011 — Grade A
Reading Mastery:
ESOL Reading — 88%
Educational Leadership Math — 90%
Gifted Education Writing — 88%
Science — 66%
Did not meet AYP — 92% of criteria met
2012 — Grade A
Mastery:
Reading — 79%
Math — 79%
Writing — 89%
Science — 79%
Degrees:
Ph.D. in Global Leadership
MS in Education 2012 — Grade B
BS in Education Mastery:
; . N Reading — 74%
Assistant| i hyioine Memmer-Noval Certificatiogis; 2 5 Math — 67%
Principal School Principal Writing — 84%
Education Administration, All Science — 64%
Levels
Primary Education, K-3
Elementary Education, K-6
ESOL, K-12
English, 6-12
June 2012
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Reading Endorsement
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| nstructional Coaches

List your school’s instructional coaches and byieliéscribe their certification(s), number of yeatshe current school, number of years as an ictébnal coach, and their prior
performance record with increasing student achiergrat each school. Include history of School Gsa#€AT/statewide assessment performance (percedtg for

achievement levels, learning gains, Lowest 25%),ambitious but achievable annual measurable abge@AMO) progress. Instructional coaches descrilbetthis section are only

those who are fully released or part-time teaclmersading, mathematics, or science and work ontii@school site.

Subject
Area

Name

Degree(s)/
Certification(s)

Number of
Years at
Current School

Number of Years as
an Instructional
Coach

Prior Performance Record (include prior School @sad
FCAT/Statewide Assessment Achievement Levels, liegrn
Gains, Lowest 25%), and AMO progress along with the
associated school year)

Reading
Coach

Lauren Gifford

BSE
MEd

Elementary Education
ESOL
Reading Endorsement
Family & Consumer Services

2010 — Grade A

Mastery:

Reading — 88%

Math — 83%

Writing — 87%

Science — 62%

Did not meet AYP — 90% of criteria met

2011 — Grade A

Mastery:

Reading — 88%

Math — 90%

Writing — 88%

Science — 66%

Did not meet AYP — 92% of criteria met

2012 — Grade B
Mastery:
Reading — 74%
Math — 67%
Writing — 84%
Science — 64%

MTSS
Coach

Adele Catapano

BSE
Elementary Education
ESOL endorsement

2010 — Grade A

Mastery:

Reading — 88%

Math — 83%

Writing — 87%

Science — 62%

Did not meet AYP — 90% of criteria met

2011 — Grade A
Mastery:
Reading — 88%
Math — 90%
Writing — 88%
Science — 66%

2012 — Grade B
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Mastery:
Reading — 74%
Math — 67%
Writing — 84%
Science — 64%

Highly Effective Teachers

Describe the school-based strategies that willdesl o recruit and retain high quality, highly effee teachers to the school.

Description of Strategy

Person Responsible

Projected Completion Date

1. Evaluate needs of school & review resumes Principal Ongoing
. . Principal .

2. Conduct interviews, as needed Assistant Principal Ongoing

3. Assign mentors for all new teachers to the school rincipal Ongoing

4.
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Non-Highly Effective I nstructors

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

—

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

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

Staff Demographics
Please complete the following demographic infororatibout the instructional staff in the school.
*When using percentages, include the number ohacahe percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).

5 -
Nu-lr;10tt)2|r of % of First- % of Teachers | % of Teachers | % of Teachers | % of Teachers| % Highly % Reading ) é\l(z;\;lrczjnal % ESOL
. Year with 1-5 Years | with 6-14 Years| with 15+ Years | with Advanced Effective Endorsed o Endorsed
Instructional . . . Certified
Teachers of Experience of Experience of Experience Degrees Teachers Teachers Teachers
Staff Teachers
40 10 35 375 17.5 375 5 15 65

Teacher Mentoring Program/Plan

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

Mentor Name Mentee Assigned Rationale for Pairing Planned Mentoring Activities

Grade Level Orientation
Curriculum Materials
Procedures and Policies
Data Analysis

Christine Vignone Theresa Young New to district

Grade Level Orientation
Curriculum Materials
Procedures and Policies

Diane MacCloud Jennifer Chevalier New to district
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Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011




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

Data Analysis

Grade Level Orientation
Tammy Meder Pam Kuykendall New to district Curriculum Materials
Blanc Addison Lisa Careccia New to district Procedures and Policies
Data Analysis

June 2012
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Additional Reguirements

Coordination and I ntegration-Title | Schools Only

Please describe how federal, state, and localcg=srand programs will be coordinated and integriatéoke school. Include other Title programs, Migrand
Homeless, Supplemental Academic Instruction fuadsyell as violence prevention programs, nutriposgrams, housing programs, Head Start, adult ¢iduca
career and technical education, and/or job trajrésgapplicable.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011




2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Multi-Tiered System of Supports (MTSS) /Response to | nstruction/I ntervention (Rtl)

School-Based MTSS/Rtl Team

Identify the school-based MTSS leadership team.
L. Howard Marder - Principal

Dr. Dianne Memmer-Novak - Assistant Principal
Vicki Weber - Guidance Counselor

Ruby Amsden - Mainstream Consultant

Adele Catapano - Rtl Coach

Lauren Gifford - Reading Coach

Rengin Pecci - School Psychologist

Carolyn Livings- Speech

Various teachers

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

Meetings are held weekly. Teachers come to thdingseto discuss the academic and behavioral pmublef their students. The Rtl Coach serves astibg and does classroon
observations, along with the Mainstream Consulsauskt Guidance Counselor. Plans for interventionslaveloped for teachers to implement in the clasardProgress monitoring
is done on a weekly basis.

Describe the role of the school-based MTSS leagetshm in the development and implementation efsthool improvement plan (SIP). Describe how ttigoRblem-solving
process is used in developing and implementingiRe
Rtl team members also serve as members of the B&Haizory Council.

MTSS Implementation

Describe the data source(s) and the data managsystaim(s) used to summarize data at each tieedaling, mathematics, science, writing, and bemavio
Performance Matters is used as the data warehduisé imcludes Benchmark Testing.

F.A.L.R. (Florida Assessment in Reading)

Reading Running Records (Fountas and Pinnell)

Progress Monitoring and Reporting Network (PMRN)

Describe the plan to train staff on MTSS.
Rtl training is done by the Rtl Coach or distritaf6 Several inservices were held during the 200%nd 2011-12 school years. Additional MTSS &ssional Development will
occur during FY13 preschool days to ensure thaetlsea complete understanding of the MTSS process.

Describe the plan to support MTSS.
Administration will attend MTSS meetings and monitaplementation of interventions. The MTSS caarh will meet bi monthly to discuss students’ reses to interventions
and discuss strategies and resources needed denstsuccess.

June 2012
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Literacy Leadership Team (LLT)

School-Based Literacy Leadership Team

Identify the school-based Literacy Leadership T€abT).

L. Howard Marder, Principal
Dr. Dianne Memmer-Novak, Assistant Principal
Lauren Gifford, Reading Coach
Amy Baehr-Teacher

Valerie Baldwin-Media

Adele Catapano-MTSS
Channing Gerber-Teacher
Debbie Hammock-Teacher
Kathy Kernan-Teacher

Carolyn Livings-Speech

Mark Lunt-Teacher

Leigh Anne Proctor-Teacher
Pamela Root-Teacher

Susan Thomas-Teacher
Theresa Young-Teacher
Patricia Zogran-Teacher

Describe how the school-based LLT functions (ergpeting processes and roles/functions).
The members help plan the Early Release profedsievalopment. They monitor the progress of thests reading goals of the SIP and make recomntiemdato improve
student achievement.

What will be the major initiatives of the LLT thygar?
The major initiative of LLT is to provide strategi® increase student achievement based on dasara@bm observations, and PLC meetings.

Public School Choice

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

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

11




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

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

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

NA

Postsecondary Transition

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

NA

June 2012
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Revised April 29, 2011

12



2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
PART II: EXPECTED IMPROVEMENTS

Reading Goals
* When using percentages, include the number afestis the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).
Reading Goals Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement
Based on the analysis of student achievement data g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
1A. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at iA-lk- . ASPD | éA-lil o ... iﬁ-l; o iA-l- o é?-l- A
: i : ack of materials in mall group Guided Reading ministration esson Plans assroom Assessments
Achievement Level 3in reading. differentiated instruction for instruction PD in Grades K-5 Classroom Teachers IAnecdotal Notes Running Records
Reading Goal #1A: [2012 Current [2013 Expectedfstudents in grades K-5 that focuges Reading Coach Running Records Benchmarks
" Level of Level of on Fountas and Pinnell ObserveHeinemann Guided ReadiiRp for 2013 FCAT
Increase percentage of ~|Performance:* [Performance:* Reading Behaviors grades 3-5
students achieving [28% (89) of 31% of students ot di d
broficiency (FCAT Level dstudentsmet  [met high reate a reading resource room gn
in Reading by 3%. high standards standardsin prow'de leveled readers for the
in Reading Reading reading resource room to supporf a
balanced literacy program
1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2.
Lack of materials and resources {Utilize Thinking Maps, T Charts, |JAdministration Lesson Plans Classroom Assessments
provide opportunities for higher [QAR, and cooperative learning |Classroom Teachers IAnecdotal Notes Running Records
order thinking Reading Coach Running Records Benchmarks
Provide PD and materials for 2013 FCAT
Thinking Maps, T Charts, QAR,
and cooperative learning
1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3.
Lack of knowledge of FCAT TestlFamiliarize teachemwith the FCATJAdministration Lesson Plans Classroom Performance
Item Specifications in Reading [Test Item Specifications in Readstrict personnel Observations Benchmarks
2013 FCA1

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

2A. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at or above

Achievement Levels4 in reading.

2A.1.
Lack of materials/PD in
differentiated instruction for

Reading Goal #2A:

Increase percentage of
students achieving
proficiency (FCAT Levels
4 & 5) in Reading by 3%.

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

2A.1.
Small group Guided Reading
instruction PD in Grades K-5

2A.1.
JAdministration
Classroom Teachers

2A.1.
Lesson Plans
lAnecdotal Notes

2A.1.
Classroom Assessments
Running Records

Lack of materials and resources
provide opportunities for higher

Utilize Thinking Maps, T Charts,
QAR, and cooperative learning

JAdministration
Classroom Teachers

Lesson Plans
lAnecdotal Notes

2012 Current [2013 Expectedistudents in grades K-5 that focuges Reading Coach Running Records Benchmarks
Level of Level of on Fountas and Pinnell Observeieinemann PD for grades 3-5 2013 FCAT
Performance:* [Performance:* [Reading Behaviors _
46% (149) of _ |49% of students Create a reading resource room gnd
<tudents met high provide leveled readers for the
met higﬁ tandardsin reading resource room
standards in Reading
Reading
2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2.

Classroom Assessments
Running Records

15

order thinking Reading Coach Running Records Benchmarks

Provide PD and materials for 2013 FCAT

Thinking Maps, T Charts, QAR,

land cooperative learning
1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3.
Lack of knowledge of FCAT TestfFamiliarize teachers with the FCJAdministration Lesson Plans Classroom Performance
Item Specifications in Reading [Test Item Specifications in Readystrict personnel Observations Benchmarks

2013 FCAT
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Based on the analysis of student achievement data g
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi
areas in need of improvement for the following grou

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3A. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of students making
learning gainsin reading.

3A.1.
Lack of materials/PD in
differentiated instruction for

3A.1.
Small group Guided Reading
instruction PD in Grades K-5

3A.1.
JAdministration
Classroom Teachers

3A.1.
Lesson Plans
lAnecdotal Notes

3A.1.
Classroom Assessments
Running Records

Lack of materials and resources
provide opportunities for higher

Utilize Thinking Maps, T Charts,
QAR, and cooperative learning

JAdministration
Classroom Teachers

Lesson Plans
lAnecdotal Notes

Reading Goal #3A: [2012 Current 2013 Expectedstudents in grades K-5 that focuges Reading Coach Running Records Benchmarks
" |Level of Level of on Fountas and Pinnell ObserveqHeinemann PD for grades 3-5 >013 FCAT
Increase the percentage qeerformance:* |Performance:* Reading Behaviors .
students demonstrating  [66% of students [69% of students Creq&e &II realdglg rejour;:e rttr)]om hnd
learning gains in Reading|madelearning |made learning provide leveled readers for the
by 3%. gains in Reading|gainsin Reading reading resource room
3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2.

Classroom Assessments
Running Records

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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computer lab utilizing online web
based prescriptive program

Classroom teachers

order thinking Reading Coach Running Records Benchmarks
Provide PD and materials for Data Team Mtgs. 2013 FCAT
Thinking Maps, T Charts, QAR, Data Analysis
and cooperative learning

3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3.

Lack of engaging instructional |Use iTouch hardware and JAdministration Monitor individual student Class Performance

[technology applications for student use in  [Media Specialist progress through prescriptive [2013 FCAT
centers and at home and in the |[Computer assistant applications Benchmarks
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Based on the analysis of student achievement data g
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi
areas in need of improvement for the following grou

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

4A.1.
Lack of materials/PD in
differentiated instruction for

Reading Goal #4A:

Increase percentage of

students in the lower 25%
imaking learning gains in
Reading by 3%.

4A.1.
Small group Guided Reading
instruction

4A.1.
JAdministration
Classroom Teachers

4A.1.
Lesson Plans
lAnecdotal Notes

4A.1.
Classroom Assessments
Running Records

2012 Current [2013 Expectedistudents in grades K-5 that focuges Reading Coach Running Records Benchmarks
Level of Level of on Fountas and Pinnell ObserveqHeinemann PD for grades 3-5 2013 FCAT
Performance:* [Performance:* [Reading Behaviors _
54% of students [57% of students Create a reading resource room gnd
inthelowest  lin the lowest provide leveled readers for the
2506 made 5506 made reading resource room
learning gainsin|learning gainsin|
reading reading
4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011

Lack of materials ancesources th
provide opportunities for higher

Utilize Thinking Maps, T Charts,
QAR, and cooperative learning

JAdministration
Classroom Teachers

Lesson Plans
lAnecdotal Notes

Classroom Assessments
Running Records

computer lab utilizing online web

17

based prescriptive program

Classroom teachers

order thinking Reading Coach Running Records Benchmarks
Provide PD and materials for Data Team Mtgs. 2013 FCAT
Thinking Maps, T Charts, QAR, Data Analysis
land cooperative learning

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

Lack of engaging instructional  [Use iTouch hardware and JAdministration Monitor individual student Class Performance

[technology applications for student use in  [Media Specialist progress through prescriptive [2013 FCAT
centers and at home and in the [Computer assistant applications Benchmarks
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Based on ambitious but achievable Annual Measural
Objectives (AMOs), identify reading and mathematic
performance target for the following years

2011-2012

2012-2013

2013-2014

2014-2015

2015-2016 2016-2017

BA. In six years Baseline data
school will reduce 2010-2011
their achievement .

gap by 50%. 88%

Reading Goal #5A:

[The number of students scoring non-proficient deltrease
by 50% in six years.

78%

80%

82%

84% 87%

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

5B.1.
White:
Black:
Hispanic:

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

Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*

JAsian:
JAmerican Indian:

White:
Black:
Hispanic:
JAsian:
JAmerican
Indian:

White:
Black:
Hispanic:
JAsian:
JAmerican
Indian:

5B.1.

5B.1.

5B.1.

5B.1.

5B.2.

5B.2.

5B.2.

5B.2.

5B.2.

5B.3.

5B.3.

5B.3.

5B.3.

5B.3.

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

5C.1.
English Language Learners, still
developing their levels of

Reading Goal #5C:

Increase the percentage (

students in the ELL
subgroup scoring level 3
above by 3% in FCAT
Reading.

5C.1.
Provide explicit, modeled and

5C.1.
JAdministration

scaffolded instruction in academifClassroom Teacher

5C.1.
Data Analysis
Lesson Plans

5C.1.
Classroom Assessments
Running Records

Parent support at home may be
limited due to language barriers

Imagine Learning provided daily
for students

JAdministration
Classroom Teacher

Data Analysis
Lesson Plans

2012 Current 2013 Expected|Proficiency in conversational andjconversations around text througE SE Paraprofessional Running Records Benchmarks
Level of Level of academic English hole group and small group org 2013 FCAT
Performance:* |Performance:* language conversations CELLA
17% (6) of ELL [20% of ELL
studentswere  [students were
proficientin proficientin
reading. reading.
5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2.

Classroom Assessments
Running Records

ESE Paraprofessional Running Records Benchmarks
2013 FCAT
CELLA
5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3.

Parent support at home may be
limited due to language barriers

[to support Spanish speakers in
developing academic language

Bilingual paraprofessional utilizedAdministration

Classroom Teacher
ESE Paraprofessional

Data Analysis
Lesson Plans
Running Records

Classroom Assessments
Running Records
Benchmarks

2013 FCAT

CELLA

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

5D.1.
Lack of materials/PD in
differentiated instruction for

Reading Goal #5D:

Increase the percentage

students in the SWD
subgroup scoring level 3
above by 3% in FCAT
Reading.

5D.1.
Small group Guided Reading
instruction PD in Grades K-5

5D.1.
JAdministration
Classroom Teachers

5D.1.
Lesson Plans
lAnecdotal Notes

5D.1.
Classroom Assessments
Running Records

Lack of materials and resources
provide opportunities for higher

Utilize Thinking Maps, T Charts,
QAR, and cooperative learning

JAdministration
Classroom Teachers

Lesson Plans
lAnecdotal Notes

2012 Current [2013 Expectedfstudents in grades K-5 that focuges Reading Coach Running Records Benchmarks
Level of Level of on Fountas and Pinnell ObserveqHeinemann PD for grades 3-5 2013 FCAT
Performance:* |[Performance:* [Reading Behaviors .
47% (14) of 50% of SWD Create a reading resource room and
SWD students  [students were provide leveled readers for the
were proficient |proficient in reading resource room
in reading. reading.
5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2.

Classroom Assessments
Running Records

order thinking Reading Coach Running Records Benchmarks
Provide PD and materials for Data Team Mtgs. 2013 FCAT
Thinking Maps, T Charts, QAR, Data Analysis
land cooperative learning

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

Lack of PD for best strategies to

use with SWD and understandin

Provide PD for teachers through

JAdministration

Florida Inclusion Network

Classroom Teachers

Lesson Plans

Classroom Assessments

lAnecdotal Notes

Running Records

June 2012
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laccommodations and needs

Mainstream Consultant

Running Records

Benchmarks
2013 FCAT

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Effectiveness of Strategy

Process Used to Determing

Evaluation Tool

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

5E.1.
Lack of

materials/PD in

differentiated instruction for

SE.1.
Small group Guided Reading
instruction PD in Grades K-5

5E.1.
JAdministration
Classroom Teachers

5E.1.
Lesson Plans
lAnecdotal Notes

SE.1.
Classroom Assessments
Running Records

Lack of materials and resources
provide opportunities for higher

Utilize Thinking Maps, T Charts,
QAR, and cooperative learning

JAdministration
Classroom Teachers

Lesson Plans
lAnecdotal Notes

Reading Goal #5E: [2012 Current [2013 Expectedfstudents in grades K-5 that focuges Reading Coach Running Records Benchmarks
" ILevel of Level of on Fountas and Pinnell ObservegHeinemann PD for grades 3-5 2013 FCAT
Increase the percentage dPerformance:* [Performance: [Reading Behaviors ‘
students in the ED subgrd60% (31) of ED [63% of ED Cre"’?ge "’I‘ re""ld'é‘g rejou“lfe rt?]om pnd
scoring level 3 or above btudentswere  |students were provide leveled reacgrs, lorine
3% in FCAT Reading.  [proficient in  [oroficient in reading resource room
i reading. reading.
5E.2. 5E.2. 5E.2. 5E.2. 5E.2.

Classroom Assessments
Running Records

computer lab utilizing online web|

Classroom teachers

order thinking Reading Coach Running Records Benchmarks
Provide PD and materials for Data Team Mtgs. 2013 FCAT
Thinking Maps, T Charts, QAR, Data Analysis
and cooperative learning

SE.2. 5E.2. bE.2. SE.2. SE.2.

Lack of engaging instructional |Use iTouch hardware and JAdministration Monitor individual student Class Performance

technology applications for student use in  |Media Specialist progress through prescriptive [2013 FCAT
centers and at home and in the |Computer assistant applications Benchmarks

based prescriptive program

Reading Professional Development

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

Please note that each strategy does not requiefespional development or PLC activity.

PD Content/Topic

Grade Level/

PD Facilitator

PD Participants

Target Dates (e.g., early relea

Person or Position Responsible

. and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, |and Schedules (e.g., frequenc Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring -
and/or PLC Focus Subject PLC Leader or school-wide) meetings) for Monitoring
. Grade Level/Data Team Meetings - )
. . . Reading Coach Early Release Days - Administration
Intro to Guided Reading K-2/Reading AP All K-2 Classroom Teachers Grade Level Meetings Classroom Observations Reading Coach
Lesson Plans
Grade Level/Data Team Meetings . )
Guided Reading 3-5/Reading Heinemann All 3-5 Classroom Teachers Early Release Da}ys Classroom Observations Admlr_ustratlon
Grade Level Meetings Reading Coach
Lesson Plans
Grade Level/Data Team Meetings Administration
Classroom Observations Reading Coach
High Yield Reading Strategiq K-5/Reading |Reading Coach/A| All K-5 Teachers Early Release Days Lesson Plans g

Grade Level Meetings

June 2012
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Reading Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Guided Reading 3-5 PD In-House PD Grant Funded Initiative 0.00
Profession Development Book/Resource
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Web-Based Reading Program Web Based Program toguppd SAC $2500.00
enhance instruction
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Purchase of Leveled Readers Leveled Readers for struggling students using Femunt SAC $2500.00
and Pinnell text gradient
Subtotal:
Total:

End of Reading Goals

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

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

CELLA Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease L anguage Acquisition

Students speak in English and understand spokelisEn
at grade level in a manner similar to non-ELL shide

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1. Students scoring proficient in

listening/speaking.

1.1.
English Language Learners, still
developing their levels of

CELLA Goal #1:

Increase percentage of E

students scoring proficie0% (5) of the studentsin grades

on CELLA Listening and
Speaking by 3%.

1.1.
Provide explicit, modeled and
scaffolded instruction in academi

1.1.
JAdministration
[Classroom Teacher

1.1.
Data Analysis
Lesson Plans

1.1.
Classroom Assessments
Running Records

Parent support at home may be
limited due to language barriers

Imagine Learning provided daily
for students

JAdministration
Classroom Teacher

Data Analysis
Lesson Plans

2012 Current Percent of Studdproficiency in conversational andjconversations around text througESE Paraprofessional Oral Language Assessment [Benchmarks
Proficient in Listening/Speakingcademic English hole group conversations and 2013 FCAT
small group oral language lessor|s CELLA
3-5 were proficient in Listening
and Speaking on CELLA
1.2. 1.2, 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.

Classroom Assessments
Running Records

Parent support at home may be
limited due to language barriers

[to support Spanish speakers in
developing academic language

Bilingual paraprofessional utilizedAdministration

Classroom Teacher
ESE Paraprofessional

Data Analysis
Lesson Plans
Running Records

ESE Paraprofessional Oral Language Assessment [Benchmarks
2013 FCAT
CELLA
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.

Classroom Assessments
Running Records
Benchmarks

2013 FCAT

CELLA

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

2. Students scoring proficient in reading.

2.1.
English Language Learners are
developing their understanding o

CELLA Goal #2:

Increase percentage of E

students scoring proficies0% (5) of the studentsin grades

on CELLA Reading by 3¢

2.1.

E:ovide explicit, modeled and

2.1.
JAdministration

caffolded instruction in academifClassroom Teacher

2.1.
Data Analysis
Lesson Plans

2.1.
Classroom Assessments
Running Records

Parent support at home may be
limited due to language barriers

Imagine Learning provided daily
for students

JAdministration
Classroom Teacher
ESE Paraprofessional

Data Analysis
Lesson Plans

2012 Current Percent of Studdthe language and how English prednversations around text through Benchmarks
Proficient in Reading: works hole group reading instructiang 2013 FCAT
small group guided reading lessdns
3-5 were proficient in Reading on
CELLA
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.

Classroom Assessments
Running Records
Benchmarks

2013 FCAT

CELLA

June 2012
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2.3.

2.3. 2.3.

Parent support at home may be [Bilingual paraprofessional utilizedAdministration
limited due to language barriers [to support Spanish speakers in |Classroom Teacher

developing academic language |ESE Paraprofessional

2.3.

Data Analysis
Lesson Plans
Running Records

2.3.

Classroom Assessments
Running Records
Benchmarks

2013 FCAT

CELLA

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3. Students scoring proficient in writing.

CELLA Goal #3:

Increase percentage of E

students scoring proficierfs0% (5) of the studentsin grades

on CELLA Math by 3%.

Parent support at home may be
limited due to language barriers

Imagine Learning provided daily
for students

JAdministration
Classroom Teacher

Data Analysis
Lesson Plans

3.1. 3.1. 3.1. 3.1. 3.1.
English Language Learners are glovide explicit, modeled and  |Administration Data Analysis Classroom Assessments
developing their understanding ofscaffolded instruction in academifClassroom Teacher Lesson Plans Benchmarks
2012 Current Percent of Studdthe language and how English prggnversations around text through \Writing Samples 2013 FCAT
Proficient in Writing : works hole and small group writing CELLA
instruction and literature study
3-5 were proficient in Writing on
CELLA
3.2. 3.2. 3.2. 3.2. 3.2.

Classroom Assessments
Running Records

Parent support at home may be
limited due to language barriers

[to support Spanish speakers in
developing academic language

Bilingual paraprofessional utilizegAdministration

Classroom Teacher
ESE Paraprofessional

Data Analysis
Lesson Plans
Running Records

ESE Paraprofessional Benchmarks
2013 FCAT
CELLA
3.3. 3.3. 3.3. 3.3. 3.3.

Classroom Assessments
Running Records
Benchmarks

2013 FCAT

CELLA
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CELLA Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouxrh
Web-Based Reading Program Web Based Program toguppd SAC (see Reading Budget)
enhance instruction
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Subtotal:
Total:

End of CELLA Goals

June 2012
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Elementary School M athematics Goals

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

Elementary Mathematics Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position

Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

Mathematics Goal

H1A:

Increase percentage of
students achieving
proficiency (FCAT Level 3
in Math by 3%.

1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1.
Lack of familiarization with the |Provide in-service training for neyAdministration Lesson Plans 2013 FCAT
New Math Series in grades-1 math series in grades K-1 with  |Classroom teachers Observations Benchmarks
2012 Current [2013 Expected Steve Layson District personnel
Level of Level of Publisher
Performance:* |Performance:* ) o ) ) N )
23% (74) of 6% of Sudents Need for instruction in Geomet |Inservice teachers on new pract|o@§m!n|strat|on Lesson p!ans 2013 FCAT
students met will meet high and Number Sense District personnel Observations Benchmarks
high standards [standardsin Host a Geometry Day Consultant
in Math math
Provide PD on number sense with
Steve Layson
Utilize the Computer Based Test
Lab
1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2.
Lack of engaging instructional = [Use iTouch hardware and JAdministration Monitor individual student Class Performance

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

technology applications for student use in  [Media Specialist progress through prescriptive [2013 FCAT

centers and at home and in the |Computer assistant applications Benchmarks

computer lab utilizing online webj|Classroom teachers

based prescriptive program
1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3.
Lack of knowledge of FCAT Tesf|Familiarize teachers with the FC{Administration Lesson Plans Classroom Performance
Item Specifications in Math Test Item Specifications in Math |District personnel Observations Benchmarks

2013 FCAT
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Elementary School M athematics Goals
* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).
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Based on the analysis of student achievement ddta j Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defarea: Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following group:
2A. FCAT 2.0: Studentsscoring at or above [2A.1. 2A.1. _ AL 2A.1. 2A.1.
A chievement Levels 4 and 5in mathematics. Utilization of real world Implement a schoolwide math nijAdministration JAttendance log 2013 FCAT
* |(Consumer Math) in partnership with business Classroom teachers Benchmarks
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
oA Level of Level of . . . .
asas Performance:* [Performance:* [Lack of exposure to higher ordeqMath Fair IAdministration Lesson Plans 2013 FCAT
Increase percentage of 42% (141) of 4?% of studgnts thinking in Math Classroom teachers Observations Benchmarks
students achieving cudentsmet il meet high
broficiency (FCAT Levels [119h standards - |standards in
4 & 5) in Math by 30,  frMath Math
2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2.
Need for instruction in Geomet |In-service teachers on new practléesninistration Lesson plans 2013 FCAT
and Number Sense District personnel Observations Benchmarks
Consultant
2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3.
Lack of knowledge of FCAT TesfFamiliarize teachers with FCAT |Administration Lesson plans Classroom performance
Item Specifications in math Test ltem Specifications in math |District personnel Observations Benchmarks
2013 FCAT
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Based on the analysis of student achievement ddta
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defarea:
in need of improvement for the following group:

]

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

Mathematics Goal
H3A:

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Increase the percentage
students demonstrating
learning gains in Math by
3%.

Revised April 29, 2011
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3A.1. 3A.1. BA.1. BA.1. BA.1.
Lack of engaging instructional |Use iTouch hardware and JAdministration Computer Lab [Monitor individual student Class Performance
[technology applications for student use in  |Assistant progress of prescriptive 2013 FCAT
2012 Current 2013 Expected centers and at home and in the |Classroom Teachers applications Benchmarks
Level of Level of computer lab utilizing online webjMedia Specialist
Performance:* [Performance:* based prescriptive program
8% of students [61% of students
made learning  [will make
gainsin Math  |learning gainsin
Math
3A.2. 3A.2. BA.2. BA.2. BA.2.
Utilizing personnel to maximize |Restructuring personnel to addreggiministration Master Instructional Calendar [2012 FCAT
instructional proficiency areas of deficiencies Classroom Teachers Performance Matters Benchmarks
(Observations Class Performance
3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3. BA.3. BA.3.
Lack of knowledge of FCAT TesjFamiliarize teachers with FCAT |Administration Lesson plans Classroom performance
Item Specifications in math Test Item Specifications in math |District personnel Observations Benchmarks
2013 FCAT
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Based on the analysis of student achievement ddta j Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defarea: Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following group:
AA. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of studentsin AA.1. o ] AA.1. AAL. AAL. AA.L.
lowest 25% making learning gainsin Lack of engaging instructional Use_lTo_uch hardware and _ Admlnlstratlon Computer Lab [Monitor individual _stqdent Class Performance
. [technology applications for student use in  |Assistant progress of prescriptive 2013 FCAT
mathematics. centers and at home and in the [Classroom Teachers applications Benchmarks
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected icomputer lab utilizing online web|Media Specialist
AN Level of Level of based prescriptive program
— Performance:* |Performance:*
Increase the percentage (ﬁ]gtt’f]’gf Oﬁge”ts ﬁﬁﬁg{;xgems
students in the lower 25% )
making learning gains in %mzdgeainsin Izgﬁmg Sqa?rliin
Math by 3%. Math Math
4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2.
Support of individual students  |Developing a mentoring programAdministration Classroom Mentoring log 2013 FCAT
with FAWE personnel [teachers & Class performance Benchmarks
staff Observations
Need for PD for analysis ai /Analysis and adjustment of the
adjustment of the District's math|District's math curriculum map
curriculum map
4A.3. 4A.3. 4A.3. 4A.3. 4A.3.
Lack of Teacher and Student |[Use formative assessments, lAdministration Lesson Plans 2013 FCAT
Materials manipulatives, peer teaching, [Classroom Teacher Classroom Performance Benchmarks
Singapore Math, and Number TajRsstrict Personnel (Observations
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Based on ambitious but achievable Annual Measural
Objectives (AMOs), identify reading and mathematicg
performance target for the following years

2011-2012

2012-2013

2013-2014

2014-2015

2015-2016 2016-2017

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

90%

Mathematics Goal #5A:

[The number of students scoring non-proficient deltrease
by 50% in six years.

78%

80%

82%

84% 87%

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

5B.1.
\White:
Black:

Mathematics Goal [2012 Current

#5B.

2013 Expected

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

Hispanic:
Asian:
lAmerican Indian:

\White:
Black:
Hispanic:
Asian:
IAmerican
Indian:

White:
Black:
Hispanic:
JAsian:
JAmerican

Indian:

5B.1.

5B.1.

5B.1.

5B.1.

5B.2.

5B.2.

5B.2.

5B.2.

5B.2.

5B.3.

5B.3.

5B.3.

5B.3.

5B.3.

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position

Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

5C.1.
English Language Learners, still
developing their levels of

Mathematics Goal
H5C:

Increase percentage of
students proficient in the
ELL subgroup in FCAT
Math by 3%.

5C.1.
Provide explicit, modeled and
scaffolded instruction in academi

5C.1.
JAdministration
[Classroom Teacher

5C.1.
Data Analysis
Lesson Plans

5C.1.
Classroom Assessments
Running Records

2012 Current [2013 Expected|Proficiency in conversational angconversations through whole grofgSE Paraprofessional Benchmarks
Level of Level of lacademic English and small group math instruction 2013 FCAT
Performance:* [Performance:* utilizing manipulatives CELLA
17% (6) of ELL |20% of ELL
studentswere  [studentswill be
proficient in proficient in
math. math.
5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2.
Parent support at home may bgmagine Learning provided daily [Administration lAdministration Data Analysis Classroom Assessments
limited due to language barrierffor students Classroom Teacher Classroom Teacher Lesson Plans Benchmarks
5C.3. ESE Paraprofessional ESE Paraprofessional 2013 FCAT
Parent support at home may bg CELLA
limited due to language barrier5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3.
Bilingual paraprofessional utilizefAdministration JAdministration Data Analysis Classroom Assessments
to support Spanish speakers in |Classroom Teacher Classroom Teacher Lesson Plans Benchmarks
developing academic language [ESE Paraprofessional ESE Paraprofessional 2013 FCAT
CELLA

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position

Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

Mathematics Goal

#5D:

Increase percentage of
students proficient in the
SWD subgroup in FCAT
Math by 3%.

District Personnel

(Observations

5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1.
Lack of engaging instructional |Use iTouch hardware and JAdministration Monitor individual student Class Performance
technology applications for student use in  |Computer Lab Assistant progress of prescriptive 2013 FCAT
2012 Current [2013 Expected centers and at home and in the |Classroom Teachers applications Benchmarks
Level of Level of computer lab utilizing online web[Media Specialist
Performance:* |Performance:* based prescriptive program
47% (14) of 50% of SWD
SWD students |studentswill be
lwere proficient  [proficient in
in math. math.
5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2.
Lack of Teacher and Student  |Use formative assessments, lAdministration Lesson Plans 2013 FCAT
Materials manipulatives, peer teaching, |Classroom Teacher Classroom Performance Benchmarks
Singapore Math, and Number TajRsstrict Personnel (Observations
5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3.
Lack of Teacher and Student  |Math Triumphs JAdministration Lesson Plans 2013 FCAT
Materials Classroom Teacher Classroom Performance Benchmarks
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Based on the analysis of student achievement data &
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas
in need of improvement for the following subgroup:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

SE.1.
Lack of engaging instructional
technology

Mathematics Goal
H5E:

Increase percentage of
students proficient in the
ED subgroup in FCAT
Math by 3%.

SE.1.
Use iTouch hardware and
applications for student use in

SE.1.
JAdministration
Media Specialist

S5E.1.
Monitor individual student
progress of prescriptive

S5E.1.
Class performance
2012 FCAT Benchmarks

District Personnel

2012 Current [2013 Expected centers and at home Computer lab assistant [applications

Level of Level of Classroom teachers

Performance:* |Performance:*

609 (31) of ED [63% of ED

studentswere  |studentswill be

proficient in proficient in

math. math.
5E.2. 5E.2. 5E.2. 5E.2. 5E.2.
Lack of Teacher and Student  |Use formative assessments, JAdministration Lesson Plans 2013 FCAT
Materials manipulatives, peer teaching, |Classroom Teacher Classroom Performance Benchmarks

Singapore Math, and Number TajRsstrict Personnel (Observations

5E.3. 5E.3. 5E.3. 5E.3. 5E.3.
Lack of Teacher and Student  |Math Triumphs JAdministration Lesson Plans 2013 FCAT
Materials Classroom Teacher Classroom Performance Benchmarks

(Observations

End of Elementary School Mathematics Goals

June 2012
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Middle School Mathematics Goals
* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).
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End of Middle School Mathematics Goals
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Florida Alternate Assessment High School M athematics Goals

* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).
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End of Florida Alternate Assessment High Schoolhditatics Goals

Algebra 1 End-of-Course (EOC) Goals (this section needs to be completed by all schibalshave students taking the Algebra | EOC)
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* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).
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End of Algebra 1 EOC Goals
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Geometry End-of-Cour se Goals (this section needs to be completed by all schbalshave students taking the Geometry EOC)

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

M athematics Professional Devel opment

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

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

- PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g., early relea; - q
Zr? d/%?rgﬁgt/gg&i Grgﬂz'léi\t/ell and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, |and Schedules (e.g., frequenc Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring PR fg: I:A%sr:tiltc(;rr'ni:%esponsmle
) PLC Leader or school-wide) meetings) 9
Grade Level/Data Team Meetings - )
Math Series PD K-1/Math Stegiitlr‘gson All K-1 Classroom Teachers GE:EIIZ S:J‘Z?illeezsgss Classroom Observations Administration
9 Lesson Plans
Number Sense Grade Level/Data Team Meetings
and Geometry ) Steve Layson N Early Release Days Classroom Observations Administration
Math Talks 3-5/Math District All 3-5 Classroom Teachers Grade Level Meetings Lesson Plans
Singapore Math 2013 FCAT/Benchmarks
Grade Level/Data Team Meetings Administration
) Steve Layson : Early Release Days Classroom Observations
FCAT Test Item Specs 3-5/Math District All K-5 Classroom Teachers Grade Level Meetings Lesson Plans
2013 FCAT/Benchmarks
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
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M athematics Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source o
Web-Based Reading Program Web Based Program t@guppd SAC (see Reading Budget) 0.00
enhance instruction
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source o
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source o
Subtotal:
Total:

End of Mathematics Goals

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

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

Elementary and Middle Science
Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

Achievement Level 3

in science.

1A. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at

1A.1.
Limitation of time for science
instruction

Science Goal #1A:

Increase percentage of
students of proficiency

by 3%.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

(FCAT Level 3) in Sciencgstudents met

Level of Level of

Performance:* |Performance:*

39% (44) of  [42% of students
will meet high

high standards [standardsin

in Science Science

[Teachers’ comfort level with

the Scientific Method

1A.1.

Flexible classroom scheduling to
ensure an extended period of tim
once a week to incorporate hand|
on lab learning

Require every class/individual

[teaching the Nature of Science ajstident to complete a class scie

project that follows the scientific

method and have them on displaly

during conference night.

1A.1.

JAdministration
I€lassroom Teachers
3

IAdministration
[@Wassroom Teachers
Science Lab Teacher

1A.1.
Lesson Plans
Performance Matters Data

Lesson Plans
Performance Matters Data
Parent Participation in
IConference Night

1A.1.
2013 Benchmark Assessmen
FCAT Data

Revised April 29, 2011

1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2, 1A.2. 1A.2.
Recognition of Native plants and[Build a school nature trail JAdministration Lesson Plans 2013 Benchmark Assessmen
how they impact the environmen [Teachers Performance Matters Data  |FCAT Data
Parents
Lack of understanding of recyclini@reate a Green School Culture [Students
and the importance of going gregn
1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3.

Unfamiliarity with science tested

Student made science vocabular

lvocabulary

56

iClassroom Teachers

videos

Lesson Plans

Performance Matters Data

2013 Benchmark Assessmen
FCAT Data
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Based on the analysis of student achievement data g
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi
areas in need of improvement for the following grou

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

2A.1.
[Teachers’ comfort level with

[teaching the Nature of Science &

Science Goal #2A:

Increase percentage of
students achieving
proficiency (FCAT Levels
4 & 5) in Science by 3%.

2012 Current

2013Expected

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

the Scientific Method

25% (29) of
students met
high standards
in Science.

28% of students

will meet high
standardsin
Science.

2A.1.

Require every class/individual
stdent to complete a class scie|
project that follows the scientific
method and have them on displa
during conference night

2A.1.

JAdministration
[Wassroom Teachers
Science Lab Teacher
NV

2A.1.

Lesson Plans
Performance Matters Data
Parent Participation in
Conference Night

2A.1.
2013 Benchmark Assessmen
FCAT Data

Unfamiliarity with science tested

[vocabulary

End of Elementary and Middle School Science Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Student made science vocabular

iClassroom Teachers

videos

Lesson Plans

2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2.
Recognition of Native plants and[Build a school nature trail JAdministration Lesson Plans 2013 Benchmark Assessmen
how they impact the environmen [Teachers Performance Matters Data  |FCAT Data
Parents
Students
2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3.

2013 Benchmark Assessmen

Performance Matters Data

FCAT Data
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Florida Alternate Assessment High School Science Goals

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

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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End of Florida Alternate Assessment High Schoa@r®a Goals
Biology 1 End-of-Course (EOC) Goals (this section needs to be completed by all schibalshave students taking the Biology | EOC)

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

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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End of Biology 1 EOC Goals

O

June 2012
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Revised April 29, 2011
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Science Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic
and/or PLC Focus

Grade
Level/Subject

PD Facilitator
and/or
PLC Leader

PD Patrticipants

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

school-wide)

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

Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring

Person or Position Responsible for
Monitoring

Science PD on Nature of
Science and Scientific

K-5/Science

Valerie Gaynor
District

All K-5 Classroom Teachers

Early Release Days
Grade Level Meetings

Method

Grade Level/Data Team Meetings
Classroom Observations
Lesson Plans
2013 FCAT/Benchmarks

Administration
Science Lab Teacher

Science Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only schor-based funded activities/mater and exclude district funded activities/mater

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Science Fair Projects Science boards Internal 000.0

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:

Total:

June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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End of Science Goals

S

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Writing Goals
* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).
Writing Goals Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool

Effectiveness of Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Based on the analysis of student achievement data g
reference to “Guiding Questiofisdentify and define areas
need of improvement for the following group:

1A. FCAT: Studentsscoring at Achievement

Anticipated Barrier Strategy

1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1.

Level 3.0 and higher in writing.

Lack of a common language and|
writing instruction

Grade level meeting to research [Administration
discuss best practices in writing, [Classroom Teachers

Meeting Minutes
Lesson Plans

2012 FCAT Writes

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

[vocabulary development

Lack of exposure to high quality

[text and writing

Ensure students engage in readipg
both fiction and nonfiction text arjd

|study the author’s craft of both

\Writing Goal #1A: [2012 Current |2013 Expected develop a common language for \Writing Products
Level of Level of writing, and implement Writers’
Increase the percentage ¢2erformance:* [Performance:* Workshop
students achieving 63% (66) of 66% of students
proficiency at 4.0 or abovgstudentsmet  |will meet high
on FCAT Writes by 3%. [high standards  |standardsin
in Science. Science.
1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2.
Student lack of using proper Implement Word Walls in grades|Administration Lesson Plans 2012 FCAT Writes
conventions, spelling, and K-5 Classroom Teachers [Writing Products

1A.3.
Teachers need more information
the new FCAT 2.0 writing criteria

Time to provide small group
differentiated instruction and
student conferencing

63

1A.3. 1A.3.

Provide opportunities for teachef&dministration

0 have PD on and collaborate ofClassroom Teachers
coring with student writing
amples utilizing FCAT anchor

papers

Make it a part of the daily schedyle
0 meet with one group daily basg¢d
on student data/needs

1A.3.
Lesson Plans
[Writing Products

1A.3.
2012 FCAT Writes
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Writing Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic Grade

PD Facilitator

PD Patrticipants

Target Dates (e.g. , Early

and/or PLC Focus . and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, d Release) and Schedules (e.d Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring el e P05|t_|on_ Responsible for
Level/Subject . - Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
Grade Level/Data Team Meetings - .
FCAT 2.0 Scoring PD 3-4/Writin District All K-5 Classroom Teachers Early Release Days Classroom Observations Administraton
’ 9 9 Grade Level Meetings Lesson Plans
2013 FCAT/Classroom Assessments
Reading Coach Early Release Days Gradcelall_:s\:’?)ltl)lr)nagbz(::?\gt'i\gﬁgungs Administration
Word Wall PD K-5 Writing District All K-5 Classroom Teachers Y Y. Reading Coach
AP Grade Level Meetings Lesson Plans
2013 FCAT/Classroom Assessments
Grade Level/Data Team Meetings - )
Introduction to Writers’ K-5 Wiritin District All K-5 Classroom Teachers Early Release Days Classroom Observations gg?&?ftrggggh
Workshop 9 AP Grade Level Meetings Lesson Plans 9

2013 FCAT/Classroom Assessments|

Writing Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

oumh

Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

oumh

Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

oumh

Subtotal:

Other

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

Description of Resources

Funding Source

oumh

Subtotal:

Total:

End of Writing Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Civics End-of-Course (EOC) Goals (required in year 2014-2015
* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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End of Civics Goals

June 2012
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U.S. History End-of-Course (EOC) Goals (r
* When using percentages, include the number afestts the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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U.S. History Professional Development

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

End of U.S. History Goals

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

oal(s)

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

Attendance Goal(s)

Problem-solving Processto I ncrease Attendance

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1. Attendance

IAttendance Goal #1:

Increase the percentage

daily attendance and on
time arrival of students by
3%.

improvement:

1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
Families/Parents of car riders argContact individual families when JAdministration Terms Data Terms Data
often late absences are equal or greater thpn 5

Slhe ot el iy Send parents an informational le

Attendance  |Attendance pa . - )

Rate* Rate* anq remind Fhem of school times|Administration

— — during meetings Nurse

92.9% of 96% of students Truancy Officer

students attend  will attend Gift cards for parents with positive

school on a school on a attendance through a drawing orjce

regular basis  |regular basis each nine weeks

2012 Current [2013 Expected|

Number of Number of Recognize students with perfect |Data Specialist Terms Data Terms Data

Students with |Students with attendance each nine weeks

Excessive Excessive

IAbsences IAbsences

(10 or more) |(10 or more)

28% (177) No morethan

students had 25% of the

lexcused and students will

unexcused have excused

labsences of 10+ [and unexcused

labsences of 10+

2012 Current [2013 Expected|

Number of Number of

Students with [Students with

Excessive Excessive

Tardies (10 or [Tardies (10 or

more) more)

33% (205) No morethan

students had 30% of the

lexcused and students will

unexcused have excused

tardiesof 10+  Jand unexcused

tardies of 10+

1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

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

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

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

PD Content /Topic

Grade

PD Facilitator PD Participants

Target Dates (e.g. , Early

Person or Position Responsible for

and/or PLC Focus Level/Subject PL:énﬁ/or (e.g., PLC, subject_, grade level, d Release) and SchedL_JIes (e g Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring Monitoring
eader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
Attendance Budget (Insert rows as needed)
Include only schor-based funded activities/materials and excludeidigtinded activities /materia
Evidence-based Program(s)/Materials(s)
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Parent/Student Incentives Incentives PBIS 500.00
Subtotal:

Total:

End of Attendance Goals

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

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

Suspension Goal(s)

Problem-solving Process to Decr ease Suspension

Based on the analysis of suspension data, ané&neeto “Guiding

Questions,” identify and define areas in need gfrowement:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for
Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1. Suspension

1.1.

Suspension Goal #

Decrease the number of
in school and out of
school suspensions.

2012 Total Number

2013 Expected

of In —School Number of
Suspensions |In- School

Suspensions
0 0

Parent support and
cooperation

instructional process

2012 Total Number

2013 Expected

Number oiOut-of-

of Students Number of Student
Suspended Suspended
[in-School [in -School

0 0

2012 Total 2013 Expected

Number of

School SuspensiondOut-of-School

3% (22)

Suspensions
1%

2012 Total Number

2013 Expected

of Students

Suspended
Out- of- School

Number of Student

Suspended
Out- of-School

3% (22)

1%

Interruption of the students

1.1.

Parent conferences when issu
occur

Alternative to out of school
suspension is an in school
suspension

1.1.

Egiministration
Data Specialist

1.1.

Classroom Observations
Number of Referra

1.1.

Rtl-B Data Base

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Suspension Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g. , Early . .
and/or PLC Focus LevSl;g?J%'ect and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, d Release) and Schedules (e.g Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring e s ':A%Sr']ti'tg?if%pons'ble i
| PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings) 9
Suspension Budget (Insert rows as needed)
Include only schor-based funded activities/materials and excludeidigtindedactivities /material:
Evidence-based Program(s)/Materials(s)
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Subtotal:

Total:

End of Suspension Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Dropout Prevention Goal(s)
Note: Required for High School- F.S., Sec. 1003.53

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

Dropout Prevention Professional Development

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

End of Dropout Prevention Goal(s)

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

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

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

Par ent I nvolvement Goal(s)

Problem-solving Process to Parent | nvolvement

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position

Responsible for

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of

Evaluation Tool

improvement: Monitoring Strategy
1. Parent | nvolvement 1.1. L _ 11 1.1. 1.1,
Lack of parent/guardian timgost the following: Administration Attendance logs Climate survey
"Come Read with Me" Teachers
Parent Involvement Goal [2012 Current |2013 Expected "Boo Hoo Breakfast"” PTA
11 Level of Parent |Level of Parent Curriculum Nights SAC

Maintain or increase the
percentage of parental
involvement.

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

lInvolvement:*

|Involvement:*

75%

78%

Conferences

\Volunteer Orientation
Mom's Workshops
\Watch D.O.G.S.
BoosterThon

Field Day

SAC

PTA

"Donuts for Dads"

Book Fairs

Publix Math Night
Talent Show

Related Arts Programs
Extended Day Programs
"Page Turners Nights"
Principal's Night at Barnes an
Noble

Father/Daughter dances
Mother/Son dances
Movie Nights
Lunchroom helpers
Chuck E. Cheese Night
Kindergarten Circus
Classroom Plays

DARE Graduation
Grandparents and Treasured
Friends Breakfast

Extended Day

1.2Volunteer opportunities

1.2.

Implementation of the above a

part of criteria for the Golden

School Award

Recommended 5 hours of
olunteering

1.2.
IAdministration
Teachers
PTA

SAC

1.2.
IAttendance logs

1.2.
Climate survey

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

13.

13.

Parent I nvolvement Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic
and/or PLC Focus

Grade
Level/Subject

PD Facilitator
and/or
PLC Leader

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

PD Participants

school-wide)

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

Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring

Person or Position Responsible for
Monitoring

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

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:

Total:

End of Parent Involvement Goal(s)

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Science, Technology, Engineering, and M athematics (STEM) Goal(s)

STEM Professional Development

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

End of STEM Goal(s)

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Career and Technical Education (CTE) Goal(s)

Enter narrative for the goal in this box.

CTE Professional Development

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

End of CTE Goal(s)

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

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

Additional Goal(s)

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

Based on the analysis of school data, identifydefthe Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
areas in need of improvement: Responsible for Effectiveness of
Monitoring Strategy
1. Additional Goal 11 11 11 11 11
|Additional Goal #1: 2012 Current |2013 Expected
Level :* Level :*

1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.

Additional Goals Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic
and/or PLC Focus

Grade
Level/Subject

PD Facilitator
and/or
PLC Leader

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

PD Participants

school-wide)

Target Dates (e.g. , Early
Release) and Schedules (e.g Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring
frequency of meetings)

Person or Position Responsible for
Monitoring

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

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouh

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:

Total:

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

Please provide the total budget from each sec

Reading Budget

Total:
CELLA Budget

Total:
M athematics Budget

Total:
Science Budget

Total:
Writing Budget

Total:
Civics Budget

Total:
U.S. History Budget

Total:
Attendance Budget

Total:
Suspension Budget

Total:
Dropout Prevention Budget

Total:
Parent I nvolvement Budget

Total:
STEM Budget

Total:
CTE Budget

Total:
Additional Goals

Total:

Grand Total:
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Differentiated Accountability

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

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

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

School Advisory Council (SAC)

SAC Membership Compliance

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

[ ]Yes [ ] No

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

Describt the activities of the SAC for the upcoming schosdg

Describe the projected use of SAC ful Amount
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