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2012-2013 SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

PART I: CURRENT SCHOOL STATUS

School Information

School Name: Seven Springs Elementary

District Name: Pasco

Principal: Vicki Garner

Superintendent: Heather Fiorentino

SAC Chair: To Be Determined

Date of School Board Approval:

Student Achievement Data and Reference Materials:

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

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

High School Feedback Report

K-12 Comprehensive Research Based Reading Plan

Administrators

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

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

Vicki Garner

MA Educational
Leadership
Certification: Ed.
Leadership

11

2011-2012: C AYP-N/A Reading Proficiency-56%,
Math Proficiency-39%, Writing Proficiency 76%,
Science Proficiency-48%, Learning Gains in Reading,
65%, Learning Gains In Math-55%, Lowest 25% in

Reading-67%, Lowest 25% in Math-50%

2010-2011: C/AYP-N/Reading Proficiency-70%, Math Proficiency:
64%, Writing Proficiency: 62%, Science Proficiency 51%, Learning
Gains in Reading-67%, Learning Gains in Math-55%, Lowest
25%in Reading-50%, Lowest 25% in Math-62%

2009-2010: B/AYP-N/Reading Proficiency-77%, Math Proficiency-
67%, Writing Proficiency-72%, Science Proficiency-48%, Learning
Gains in Reading-60%, Learning Gains in Math-54%, Lowest 25%
in Reading-55%, Lowest 25% in Math-75%

2008-2009: B/AYP-Yes, Reading Proficiency-79%, Math
Proficiency-66%, Writing Proficiency-79%, Science Proficiency-
26%, Learning Gains in Reading-69%, Learning Gains in Math-
64%, Lowest 25% in Reading-64%, Lowest 25% in Math-64%
2007-2008: C/AYP-No, Proficiency Reading-76%, Proficiency
Math-58%, Proficiency Writing-54%, Proficiency Science-36%,
Learning Gains Reading-68%, Learning Gains Math-55%, Lowest
25% Reading-71%, Lowest 25% Math-65%

Assistant
Principal

Debra Viggiano

MA Elem. Education
MA Educational
Leadership
Certification: Ed.
Leadership

2011-2012: C AYP-N/A Reading Proficiency-56%,
Math Proficiency-39%, Writing Proficiency 76%,
Science Proficiency-48%, Learning Gains in Reading,
65%, Learning Gains In Math-55%, Lowest 25% in

Reading-67%, Lowest 25% in Math-50%

2010-2011: C/AYP-N/Reading Proficiency-70%, Math Proficiency:
64%, Writing Proficiency: 62%, Science Proficiency 51%, Learning
Gains in Reading-67%, Learning Gains in Math-55%, Lowest
25%in Reading-50%, Lowest 25% in Math-62%

June 2012
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Instructional Coaches

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

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

Prior Performance Record (include prior School Grades, FCAT/

Subject Degree(s)/ L LELoSIEelr Ypars Statewide Assessment Achievement Levels, Learning Gains,
Name . . Years at as an Instructional . .
Area Certification(s) Lowest 25%), and AMO progress along with the associated
Current School Coach
school year)
2011-2012: C AYP-N/A Reading Proficiency-56%,
MA Reading Math Proficiency-39%, Writing Proficiency 76%,
Literacy Melissa Bidgood Certification: Elementary 1 1 Science Proficiency-48%, Learning Gains in Reading,
Education 65%, Learning Gains In Math-55%, Lowest 25% in

Reading-67%, Lowest 25% in Math-50%

Highly Effective Teachers

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

Description of Strategy Person Responsible Projected Completion Date

1. The assistant principal will confirm the qualifications and make
placement decisions for students assigned to internships at the Assistant Principal June 2013
elementary level

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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Non-Highly Effective Instructors

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

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

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

ESOL endorsement courses)

in October of 2012.

5 teachers are teaching out-of-field (need to complete

*Data determining teacher effectiveness will be available

100% of the staff is HQ — Teachers who are teaching
out-of field will continue to participate in ESOL
courses to pursue highly qualified status in this area.

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]).

- i
Nuqt;lc)l;[Zl of % of First- % of Teachers % of Teachers % of Teachers % of Teachers % Highly % Reading A g(a::r(()inal % ESOL
. Year with 1-5 Years | with 6-14 Years | with 15+ Years | with Advanced Effective Endorsed . Endorsed
Instructional . . . Certified
Teachers of Experience of Experience of Experience Degrees Teachers Teachers Teachers
Staff Teachers
45 6.6% (3) 8.8% (4) 53.3% (24) 31.1% (14) 28.8% (13) 100% (45) 11.1%(5) 2.2% (1) 66.6% (30)

Teacher Mentoring Program/Plan

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

mentoring activities.

Mentor Name

Mentee Assigned

Rationale for Pairing

Planned Mentoring Activities

Angel Golliner

Stephanie Ramsey

Same grade level and team

Vicki Albrizzi

Lauren Rees

Previous Intern

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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Doreen Higdon Valerie Jasinski Same grade level and team

Tracy Wilson Ashley Voytovich Paired Behavior Specialist with new EBD
Teacher

Michele Fiumara Doris Orty] Paired veteran EBD Teacher with new

EBD Teacher

June 2012
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Additional Requirements

Coordination and Integration-Title I Schools Only

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

Title I, Part A

Title I, Part C- Migrant

Title I, Part D

Title IT

Title 111

Title X- Homeless

Supplemental Academic Instruction (SAI)

Violence Prevention Programs

Nutrition Programs

Housing Programs

Head Start

Adult Education

Career and Technical Education

Job Training

Other

June 2012
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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.
Vicki Garner, Beth Strickland, Angel Golliner, Shannon Grove, Rhoda Shaw, Michelle Gant, Colaina Griffin, Melissa Bidgood

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?

Our school-based Rtl team meets regularly. During the meeting, the team reviews universal screening data, progress monitoring data, and plans for
interventions. The team also considers the fidelity of the Rtl implementation and any additional training needs of the staff. Rtl supports are discussed to
meet the academic and behavioral needs of the students

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?

- Analysis of relevant demographic/school-based profile data for the purpose of problem analysis and hypothesis generation

- Identification of critical RtI infrastructure already established and/or in need of development and provide plan for building capacity
- Analysis of school-wide and grade level specific data in order to identify student achievement trends

- Analysis of disaggregated data in order to identify student achievement trends

- Development of assessment strategies and calendars (i.e., Universal Screening, Progress Monitoring, Diagnostic Assessment)
- Development of data review plans, supports, and calendars

- Review of Progress Monitoring data

- Planning for interventions

- Assessment of Rtl implementation progress (Self-Assessment of Problem Solving Implementation (SAPSI))

- Assessment of school staff’s skill development (Rt Skills Survey)

- Development of professional development/technical assistance plan to support Rtl implementation

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.

During the 2012-2013 school year, Seven Springs Elementary will be using the FAIR and the MMH Unit assessments as the primary data sources and
management systems for TIER 1 students. In addition, TIER 2 students will be assessed using the MMH Triumphs weekly assessment for progress
monitoring purposes. CORE K-12 will be used for managing data in Math and Science. Pre and Post-test data in Math will also be utilized for Tiered
instructional planning. Writing data will be gathered based on assessed writing prompts from the MMH series. Behavior data will be collected by the
Assistant Principal and is managed through the Pasco Star database.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Describe the plan to train staff on MTSS.

The Pasco County School District developed a long-term action plan for the training and coaching of school based teams. These teams would then
provide the support necessary for implementation at the school level. Last year, the MTSS team continued to receive training at the District level .

Data from the 2011-2012 school year indicated that teachers were in need of additional support during weekly TBIT meeting. TBIT meeting have been
structured to promote grade level opportunities for problem solving. The SSES Discipline Committee also attended a 2-day MTSS training that focused
on behavior. A plan of action was developed and is being implemented to strengthen school wide discipline.

Describe the plan to support MTSS.
Administration has developed a school wide infrastructure that supports MTSS. SBIT meeting, SBLT meetings will take place regularly. Teachers will be provided with
opportunities to review student data, discuss student outcomes and plan strategic interventions. Staff trainings will be developed, as needed.

Literacy Leadership Team (LLT)

School-Based Literacy Leadership Team

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

Describe how the school-based LLT functions (e.g., meeting processes and roles/functions).
The Seven Springs Elementary LLT functions as a problem-solving committee of teacher-leaders. They are charged with disaggregating data,
researching best practices, and supporting the implementation of school initiatives through walkthroughs.

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

The major initiative of the LLT will be supporting the implementation of the Common Core Standards.

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

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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*Elementary Title I Schools Only: Pre-School Transition
Describe plans for assisting preschool children in transition from early childhood programs to local elementary school programs as applicable.

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

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

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

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

Postsecondary Transition

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

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

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

Reading 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:

1A. FCAT 2.0: 1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1.
Students scoring at

. Teachers are  |Teachers will |Literacy Coach / Administration  |[Ongoing monitoring will be [Walkthrough documentation /
fAchleve.)ment Level 3 unfamiliar participate ldocumented through literacy Observations
in reading. ith the in weekly alkthroughs

limplementation [professional
of the CCSS  |development to
land text increase their
[dependent knowledge and
lquestioning. Junderstanding
of the CCSS.
Teachers will
implement

text dependent
questions within|
their reading
instruction

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
13
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Reading Goal #1A:

The percentage of
students scoring at a
level 3 (proficient) on
the 2013 FCAT will
increase by 10%

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

1A.2.

Students do
not have the
lopportunity

to engage in
specific writing
activities that
relate directly
to concepts
being learned in
reading.

1A.2.

[Teacher schedules have

been created to include daily
pportunities for students to engage
in writing about reading

1A.2.

lAdministration / Literacy Coach

1A2.

Student journals will be
monitored and specific

feedback will be shared with
students. Teachers will have the
lopportunity to share ideas and
student samples during weekly
professional development

1A2.

IMMH Unit assessments / FAIR

1A3.

1A3.

1A3.

1A 3.

1A 3.

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

1B.1.

1B.1.

1B.1.

1B.1.

1B.1.

June 2012
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Reading Goal #1B:  [2012 Current 2013 Bxpected

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

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

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

2A. FCAT 2.0:
Students scoring

at or above
[Achievement Levels
4 in reading.

A1,

Students do

not have the
opportunity

to engage in
specific writing
Iactivities that
relate directly
to concepts
being learned in
reading.

Teacher
schedules have
[been created to
include daily
opportunities
for students

to engage in
writing about
reading

Administration / Literacy Coach

Student journals will be monitored

and specific feedback will be
shared with students. Teachers will
have the opportunity to share ideas
and student samples during weekly
professional development

2A.1.

IMMH Unit assessments / FAIR

Reading Goal #2A:

The percentage of
students scoring at a
level 4 or 5 (above
proficiency) on the
2013 FCAT will
increase by 10%

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of

Performance:*

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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DA2.

[Teachers are

DA2.

[Teachers will participate in weekly

RA2.

Literacy Coach / Administration

DA2.

IOngoing progress monitoring

2A.2.

Walkthrough documentation /

unfamiliar professional development to will be conducted through Observations
with the increase their knowledge and literacy walkthroughs
implementation Junderstanding of the CCSS.
of the CCSS  [Teachers will implement text
and text [dependent questions within their
dependent reading instruction
lquestioning.
DA.3. DA.3. DA.3. DA.3. 2A.3.
OB. Florida pB.1. pB.1. pB.1. pB.1. DB.1.
Alternate
Assessment:
Students scoring at
or above Level 7 in
reading.
Reading Goal #2B: 2012 Current 2013 Expected
ILevel of [Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2.
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
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as indicated by
data. Progress
monitoring
jwill determine
student success
and/or the
Ineed to revise/
discontinue
current
interventions

Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
3A. FCAT 2.0: BA.1. 3A.1. 3A.1. BA.1. 3A.1.
[F LGy Of, [Interventions  |Interventions |[Literacy Coach / Administration ~ |Progress monitoring data will be  |[FAIR Progress Monitoring data
students making do not match  |will be used to determine the effectiveness [MMH Weekly Assessments
learning gains in specified areas |developed and of the intervention. Teachers
reading. f deficiency. [implemented providing the intervention will keep
to target [documentation of the fidelity of
specific areas implementation
of deficiencies

Reading Goal #3A:

The percentage of
students making

a learning gain as
measured by the 2013
FCAT will increase
by 10%

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of
[Performance:*

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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3A.2.

Conversations
during TBIT
meeting are
not focused
on developing

BA.2.

[TBIT meeting will take place more
frequently (weekly). Team leaders
will receive facilitative training and
lcuiding questions.

3A.2.

JAdministration

BA.2.

Weekly TBIT notes will provide
[documentation of team problem
solving

3A.2.

TBIT notes, observations

JAssistants are
Inot scheduled

the schedules of the instructional

lassistants. Schedules will be

instructional assistants will
lalign with intervention needs.

meaningful

[TIER 11

interventions

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

[Instructional  [The Literacy Coach will monitor  |[Literacy Coach / Administration  [The schedules of the TIER II and III fidelity

[documentation forms

[Performance:*

[Performance:*

to provide created based on student needs. [Documentation will show that
support for interventions are being delivered
teachers during with fidelity.
times when
interventions
are planned.
|Teachers
are unable
to deliver
interventions
with fidelity dug
to inconsistent
support
3B. Florida 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1.
Alternate
Assessment:
[Percentage of
students making
learning gains in
reading.
Reading Goal #3B: 2012 Current 2013 Expected
ILevel of ILevel of

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.

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

June 2012
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Revised April 29, 2011
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The percentage of
students in the lowest
25% scoring at a
level 3 (proficient) on
the 2012 FCAT will
increase by 10%

[Performance:*

[Performance:*

Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
4A. FCAT 2.0: 4A. L. MA.L. MA.1. MA. L. MA.L.
Percentage of
students in lowest Students with  |[Support IAdministration Students with disabilities will spend|Intervention Logs, observations,
25% making disabilities are [facilitators an increased amount of time in MMH Weekly assessments,
learning gains in ften pulled will use the class. The support facilitator will [FAIR
readin out of class for [push in model plan instruction collaboratively
g. o :
remediation [whenever with the classroom teacher to
which results in [possible Imaximize effectiveness
lost academic  [to provide
time. assistance and
support to
students with
disabilities
Reading Goal #4A: 2012 Current |2013 Expected
[Level of Level of

June 2012
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A2,

[nstructional
assistants are
ot scheduled
o provide
support for
eachers during

A 2.

The Literacy Coach will monitor
the schedules of the instructional
lassistants. Schedules will be
created based on student need

A2

Literacy Coach /Administration

MA.2.

lassistants will align with
the intervention needs.
IDocumentation will show
that teachers are delivering
interventions with fidelity.

4A2.
TIER II and TIER III fidelity

[The schedules of the interventionjdocumentation forms.

imes when

interventions

are planned.
eachers

are unable

to deliver

interventions

with fidelity dug]

to inconsistent

support.

MA.3. MA.3. A3, MA3. [4A.3.
4B. Florida UB.1. UB.1. UB.1. 4B.1. UB.1.
Alternate
Assessment:

[Percentage of
students in lowest
25% making
learning gains in
reading.
Reading Goal #4B 2012 Current 2013 Expected

[Level of [Level of

[Performance:* |Performance:*

1B.2. 1B.2. 4B.2. 4B.2. 4B.2.

June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011

24




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

4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on ambitious
but achievable Annual
Measurable Objectives

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

2012-2013

2013-2014

2014-2015

2015-2016

2016-2017

S5A. In five years
school will reduce
their achievement
gap by 50%.

Baseline data
2011-2012
56% of students
demonstrated
proficiency in reading

59% of students will demonstrate
proficiency in reading

63% of students will demonstrate
proficiency in reading

67% of students will
demonstrate proficiency in
reading.

71% of students will
demonstrate proficiency in
reading.

75% of students will
demonstrate proficiency in
the reading

Reading Goal #5A:

Over the next 5 years the
achievement gap in reading
will decrease by 50%

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool
Weekly MMH assessments/
FAIR data

[Asian, American
[ndian) not making
satisfactory progress
in reading.

[Knowledge

(will document the use of text
dependent questions.

subgroups:
SB. Student 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1.
subg.r (?ups by. Students lack the opportunities [Teachers will create and [Administration / Literacy Coach ~ |Ongoing monitoring will be Literacy walkthrough
ethnl‘:lty. (Wh.lte, to answer high level questions  |incorporate text dependent [documented teacher lesson [documentation / observations
Black, Hispanic, related to reading questions based on Webs Depth of plans. Literacy walkthroughs

June 2012
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Reading Goal #5B:  [2012 Current Level of 2013 Expected Level of
Performance:* Performance:*
The percentage of
students not making
satisfactory progress
in reading will
decrease by 10% in all
subgroups.
White: 41% (75) White: 37%
Black: 6% (8) Black: 5%
[Hispanic: 58% (24) Hispanic: 52%
Asian: 30% (4) [Asian: 27%
IAmerican Indian: 0% (2) [American Indian: 0%
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 Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:
5C. English 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1.
Language Lear,n ers Students from [Students from |ESOL Resource Teacher/ [Lesson Plans / Walkthroughs / CELLA
(ELL) not making Inon-English non-English [Administration [Formal Observations IMMH Weekly Assessments
satisfactory progress [speaking homesspeaking [CORE Reading and Math (if
in reading. often have homes will be applicable)
no/limited given access
access to native [to resource
language that will assist
support at them in school.
school Teacher will
be provided
[with access
to A+Rise,
[which contains
strategies to
assist ELL
students
Reading Goal #SC 2012 Current 2013 Exgected
Level of Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
The percentage of
ELL students who
are no proficient in
reading will decrease
by 10%
5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2.

June 2012
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strategies that
increase student
achievement.

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
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:
SD. Students 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1.
with Dlsablhtles, Students with |Teachers will
(SWD) not making |yic.pilities  |participate in  [Principal Student with disabilities will be
satisfactory progress foften need professional provided with varied learning Observations / MMH Weekly
in reading. differentiated  |development opportunities. Lesson plans will be [assessments / FAIR / OPM
instruction to  [based on used to document strategies.
Imeet learning  [Marzano’s book|
goals. “The Reflective
[Teacher”
[Professional
development
ill focus on
high impact

Reading Goal #5D:

The percentage

of students with
disabilities who

are not making
satisfactory progress
in reading will
decrease by 10%.

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

June 2012
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5SD.2. 5D.2. SD.2. 5D.2. 5D.2.

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

June 2012
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in reading.

the strategies
land resources
necessary to
lassist their child|
with literacy at
home.

school year

to provide
families with
activities and
ideas to help
jwith promoting
literacy at

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.
LR U . Low Literacy JAssistant Principal
students not making socioeconomic [events will [The reading scores of students from|Weekly MMH Reading
satisfactory progress |families be scheduled low socioeconomic families will ~ Jassessments / FAIR / Attendance
often lack throughout the show an increase. records from literacy events

students not making
satisfactory progress
in reading will
decrease by 10%.

home.
Reading Goal #5E: 2012 Current |2013 Expected
[Level of Level of
The percentage [Performance:* |Performance:*
of economically
disadvantaged

SE.2.

SE.2.

SE.2.

SE.2.

SE.2.

SE.3.

SE.3.

SE.3.

SE.3.

SE.3.

June 2012
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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 Content/Topic

Grade Level/

PD Facilitator

PD Participants

Target Dates (e.g., early release)

. . Person or Position Responsible
and/or PLC Focus S b and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, and Schedules (e.. g., frequency of] Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring i W il
PLC Leader or school-wide) meetings)
Common Core State . . . .
Standards K-5 Literacy Coach School Wide Weekly Coaching Literacy Coach
Differentiated PD — The o . . - .
Reflective Teacher K-5 Principal School Wide Monthly Coaching Administration

June 2012
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Reading Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

High Impact Strategies

Book — The Reflective Teacher

School Based

819.00

Subtotal: 819.00

Other

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

Subtotal: 819.00

Total: 819.00

End of Reading Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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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

limited and therefore their
participation in school based
lactivities is limited.

families of academic activities
offered at the school.

show increase in attendance.

will increase. Sign in sheets will

1. Students scoring |1 L1 LL LL LL

proficient in

hStemng/ speaking. ICommunication between the [Communication will be offered in  |Administration / ELL Resource  |The number of ELL families FAIR / MMH Weekly
school and ELL families is both English and Spanish informing|Teacher participating in school events  [assessments

CELLA Goal #1:

2012 Current Percent of Students|
Proficient in Listening/Speaking:

June 2012
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the school and ELL families
is limited., therefore their
participation in school based
activities is limited

both English and Spanish informing]
families of academic activities
ffered at the school.

will increase. Sign in sheets will
show increase in attendance.

1.2 1.2. 1.2 1.2. 1.2.
[ELL students need to be exposed [The ELL resource teacher will IAdministration IConference documentation will |[FAIR / MMH Weekly
to a variety of strategies throughout conference with each teacher who be kept by the ELL resource assessments
their learning. Some teachers may |has ELL students in their class to teacher and follow up plans will
Ineed additional support with the  |discuss strategy implementation be implemented as needed.
implementation of these strategies. fand support.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.
Students read grade- Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
level text in English in a Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
manner similar to non-
ELL students.
2. Students scoring [2-1. 2.1 2.1. 2.1 2.1
proficient in reading.
Communication between Communication will be offered in |JAdministration / ELL Resource  [The number of ELL families FAIR / MMH Weekly
Teacher participating in school events  |assessments

CELLA Goal #2: 2012 Current Percent of Students|
Proficient in Reading:
June 2012
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1.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.

[ELL students need to be exposed [The ELL resource teacher will IAdministration IConference documentation will |[FAIR / MMH Weekly
to a variety of strategies throughout conference with each teacher who be kept by the ELL resource assessments

their learning. Some teachers may |has ELL students in their class to teacher and follow up plans will

Ineed additional support with the  |discuss strategy implementation be implemented as needed

implementation of these strategies. fand support

2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.

June 2012
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Students write in English
at grade level in a
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 P-1- 2.1. 2.1 2.1. 2.1.
proficient in writing.
[Communication between the (Communication will be offered in |JAdministration / ELL Resource  [The number of ELL families FAIR / MMH Weekly
school and ELL families is both English and Spanish informing|Teacher participating in school events  [assessments
limited and therefore their families of academic activities will increase. Sign in sheets will
participation in school based offered at the school. show increase in attendance.
lactivities is limited.
CELLA Goal #3: 2012 Current Percent of Students|
Proficient in Writing :
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
[ELL students need to be exposed [The ELL resource teacher will JAdministration Conference documentation will [FAIR / MMH Weekly
to a variety of strategies throughout [conference with each teacher who be kept by the ELL resource assessments
their learning. Some teachers may |has ELL students in their class to teacher and follow up plans will
Ineed additional support with the  [discuss strategy implementation be implemented as needed.
implementation of these strategies. fand support.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.
June 2012
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CELLA Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of CELLA Goals

June 2012
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Elementary School Mathematics Goals

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

Elementary |Problem-
Mathematics | Solving
Goals Process to|
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
1A. FCAT 2.0: 1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1.
Students scoring at
{‘Chievement. Level 3 [Teachers do Math planning
in mathematics. not have the  |(lhour) has IAdministration [Lesson plans / pre and post test datalStudent pre and post test data /
lopportunity to |been scheduled [CORE Math assessment
plan for math  [weekly for grade
instruction level teams
collaboratively. Jof teachers
to meet and
collaboratively
Iplan math
instruction.
June 2012
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Mathematics Goal
H1A:

The percentage of
students scoring a
level 3 (proficient) in
math will increase by
10%.

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of

[Performance:*

1A.2.

Students do

1A.2.

Teachers will analyze the

1A.2.

[Administration

1A.2.

Lesson plans / walkthroughs /

1A.2.

Student pre and post test data /

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

not have the Imath standards and the district formal observations / pre and ~ |[CORE Math assessment
opportunity to  |curriculum math in order to create post test data
engage in the  |opportunities for student to engage
problem solving fin the problem solving process in
process during [mathematics on a daily basis.
daily math
instruction
1A3. 1A3. 1A3. 1A3. 1A3.
1B. Florida 1B.1. IB.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. IB.1.
Alternate
Assessment:

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011

44




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

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

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

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

June 2012
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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:
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. 1A2. 1A.2.
1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3.

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

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

2A. FCAT 2.0:
Students scoring

at or above
chievement

Levels 4 and 5 in

A1

Students who
ldemonstrate
proficiency in

RA.1.

Teacher will use
the pre test data
to determine

DAL

JAdministration

A1

Students who have scored at a
level 4 or 5 achievement level on
the 2012 FCAT will maintain or

RA.1.

Pre/Post test data / lesson plans /
CORE

H2A:

The percentage of
students scoring a
level 4 or 5 (above
proficiency) in
reading will increase
by 10%.

[Performance:*

[Performance:*

. specific math  |student who increase an achievement level on
IRAEHOHEICS: concepts are  are proficient. the 2013 FCAT.
not offered the |Planning
opportunity for |will include
enrichment strategies
and activities
for student
Iwho require
lenrichment
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
[~A. |Levelof Level of

June 2012
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DA2.

Students do
not have the
pportunity
to show their
understanding

f mathematical
concepts
through writing.
[Teachers
may lack
strategies for
incorporating
writing into
math instruction
daily.

DA2.

Students will utilize math journals/
Inotebooks to engage in daily
writing activities that allow them
to explain or demonstrate their
understanding of the math concepts
being taught

RA2.

JAdministration

DA2.

Student journals/notebooks

will be monitored. Student
esponses will be used to clarify
Imisconceptions. Teachers will
indicated writing opportunities in
their lesson plans.

2A.2.

Pre/post test data / lesson plans /
ICORE / student journals

2A.3. 2A.3. A3, A3, 2A.3.
2B. Florida DB.1. DB.1. DB.1. DB.1. DB.1.
Alternate
Assessment:
Students scoring at
or above Level 7 in
mathematics.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current 2013 Expected
H#OB: [Level of Level of
— [Performance:* |Performance:*
DB.2. DB.2. DB.2. DB.2. DB.2.
June 2012
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PB.3. PB.3. PB.3. PB.3. 2B.3.

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

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position

Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

BA.L.

Students do

not have the
lopportunity

to show their
understanding
of mathematical
concepts
through writing.
[Teachers

may lack
strategies for
incorporating
writing into
Imath instruction
daily.

BA.1.

Students will
utilize math
journals/
notebooks

to engage in
daily writing
activities that
allow them

to explain or
demonstrate
their
understanding
of the math
concepts being
taught

BA.1.

IAdministration

BA.L.

Student journals/notebooks will be
monitored. Student responses will
be used to clarify misconceptions.
[Teachers will indicated writing
opportunities in their lesson plans.

BA.1.

Pre/post test data / lesson plans /

(CORE / student journals

Mathematics Goal
HIA:

The percentage of
students making
learning gains in
mathematics will
increase by 10%.

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of

[Performance:*

June 2012
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3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2.
Student pre test [Teacher will use the pre test data toJAdministration Lesson plans will indicate Pre/Post test data / lesson plans /
scores are not  |determine student misconceptions specific activities that are related [CORE
consistently [Planning will include strategies to pretest data. Practice and re-
lanalyzed to and activities that allow student to teaching opportunities will result
ldetermine practice skills and strategies that in an increase in understanding
current they have difficulty with las demonstrated on the post test
[misconceptions
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.

Mathematics Goal 2012 Current. [2013 Expected

43B: Level of Level of

- Performance:* |Performance:*
3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.
3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.

June 2012
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Imath instruction
daily.

concepts being
taught

Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
4A. FCAT 2.0: 4A. L. MA.L. 4A. L. MA. L. MA.L.
Percentage of Students do Students will ~ [Administration Student journals/notebooks will be [Pre/post test data / lesson plans /
students in lowest not have the utilize math Imonitored. Student responses will |[CORE / student journals
25% making opportunity journals/ be used to clarify misconceptions.
learning gains in to show their  [notebooks [Teachers will indicated writing
mathematics. understandm_g to engage in opportunities in their lesson plans.
of mathematical |daily writing
concepts activities that
through writing. fallow them
[Teachers to explain or
may lack demonstrate
strategies for  [their
incorporating  Junderstanding
writing into of the math

Mathematics Goal
HAA

The percentage of

students in the lowest
25% making learning
gains in mathematics
will increase by 10%.

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of

[Performance:*

June 2012
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1A 2. 1A.2. 4A2. 1A 2. A2,
Student pre test [Teacher will use the pre test data toJAdministration Lesson plans will indicate Pre/Post test data / lesson plans /
scores are not  |determine student misconceptions specific activities that are related [CORE
consistently [Planning will include strategies to pretest data. Practice and re-
lanalyzed to and activities that allow student to teaching opportunities will result
ldetermine practice skills and strategies that in an increase in understanding
current they have difficulty with las demonstrated on the post test
[misconceptions
1A 3. 4A.3. 4A.3. 1A 3. 4A.3.

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

Alternate

Assessment:

Percentage of

students in lowest

25% making

learning gains in

mathematics.

Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected

HAR: [Level of Level of

— Performance:* |Performance:*
UB.2. 4B.2. 4B.2. UB.2. 4B.2.
4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3.
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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

S5A. In five years
school will reduce
their achievement
gap by 50%.

Baseline data 2011-2012

39% of students demonstrated
proficiency in mathematics.

44% of students will
[demonstrated proficiency in
imathematics

proficiency in mathematics

49% of students will demonstrate

54% of students will
demonstrate proficiency in
mathematics

59% of students will
demonstrate proficiency in
mathematics

64% of students will
demonstrated proficient in
imathematics

Mathematics Goal
#SA:

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

[Asian, American
Indian) not making
satisfactory progress
in mathematics.

daily math instruction

lopportunities for student to engage
in the problem solving process in
Imathematics on a daily basis.

subgroups:
SB. Student 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1.
SUbg.r (.)ups by. Students do not have the [Teachers will analyze the JAdministration [Lesson plans / walkthroughs /  |Student pre and post test data /
ethnlclty (Wh}te’ opportunity to engage in the math standards and the district formal observations / pre and ~ |[CORE Math assessment
Black, Hispanic, problem solving process during [curriculum math in order to create post test data

June 2012
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Mathematics Goal
#5B:

The percentage of
students not making
satisfactory progress
in mathematics will
decrease by 10% in all
subgroups.

2012 Current Level of
Performance:*

2013 Expected Level of
[Performance: *

[White: 60% (112)

Black: 69% (9)

Hispanic: 66% (27)

Asian: 46% (13)

JAmerican Indian: 100% (2)

[White: 54%

Black: 62%

[Hispanic: 59%

[Asian: 41%

IAmerican Indian: 90%

5B.2 5B.2 5B.2 5B.2 5B.2

Students do not have the Students will utilize math journals/ |Administration Student journals/notebooks [Pre/post test data / lesson plans /|
opportunity to show their Inotebooks to engage in daily will be monitored. Student (CORE / student journals
understanding of mathematical writing activities that allow them responses will be used to clarify

concepts through writing. to explain or demonstrate their Imisconceptions. Teachers will

Teachers may lack strategies for  Junderstanding of the math concepts indicated writing opportunities

incorporating writing into math  |being taught in their lesson plans.

instruction daily.

SB.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3.

June 2012
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Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:
5C. English 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1.
Language Lear,n ers Students from |Students from [ESOL Resource Teacher/ [Lesson Plans / Walkthroughs / CELLA
(ELL) not making Inon-English Inon-English IAdministration [Formal Observations IMMH Weekly Assessments
satisfactory progress [speaking homes [speaking [CORE Reading and Math (if
in mathematics. often have no/ |homes will be applicable)
limited access tofgiven access
native language [to resource
support at that will assist
school them in school.
Teacher will
be provided
[with access
to A+Rise,
fwhich contains
strategies to
assist ELL
students
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current 2013 Expected
450 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.

June 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:
5D. Students 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1.
with Disabilities
(SWD) not making g, denis with ~ [Teachers will -~ |Administration Students with disabilities will ~ [Pre/Post test data / CORE /
satisfactory progress [disabilities tilize the increase their understanding as [Lesson Plans / Observation
in mathematics. often need technology evidenced by the math post test datal
opportunities  |resources from
to learn GO MATH!
Imathematical ~ [These resources
concepts will be used
through the based on student
use of varied  |need
[instructional
techniques.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
#5D- ILevel of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
The percentage
of students with
disabilities not
making satisfactory
progress in reading
will decrease by 10%.
5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2.
5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3.

June 2012
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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
isadvantaged
students not making
satisfactory progress
in mathematics.

SE.1.

[Economically
disadvantaged
students may
not have the
resources at
home to help
them practice
skills. Families
may not know
how they can
provide support
to their child

lat home with
math.

SE.1.

Activities will
be planned at
SSES to provide
students and
families with
access and
resource that
they can use at
jhome.

SE.1.

JAdministration

SE.1.

Students who attend planned
activities at school will show a
ereater understanding of math
concepts

SE.1.

Participation

Mathematics Goal
#5E:

The percentage

of economically
disadvantaged
students not making
satisfactory progress
in reading will
decrease by 10%.

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of

Performance: *

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

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

End of Elementary School Mathematics Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Middle School Mathematics Goals

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

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

June 2012
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1B. Florida 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1.
Alternate
Assessment:
Students scoring at
Levels 4, 5, and 6 in
mathematics.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current 2013 Exnected
#1B: [Level of [Level of
— [Performance:* |Performance:*
1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2.
1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3.
June 2012
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.

June 2012
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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.

June 2012
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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:*

BA.2.

3A.2.

BA.2.

BA.2.

BA.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.

June 2012
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Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
#3RB: Level of [Level of
— Performance:* [Performance:*

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

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

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

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position

Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

HA.1.

MA.1.

HA.1.

MA.1.

MA.1.

Mathematics Goal
H4A

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of

[Performance:*

HA2.

UA.2.

HA.2.

HA2.

HA2.

4A.3.

MA.3.

MA.3.

4A.3.

4A.3.

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

4B.1.

4B.1.

4B.1.

4B.1.

4B.1.

June 2012
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Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
HAR: [Level of [Level of
— [Performance:* |Performance:*

4B.2. 4B.2. 4B.2. 4B.2. 4B.2.

4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3.

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

5A. In five years,
school will reduce
their achievement
gap by 50%.

|Baseline data 2011-2012

39% of students demonstrated
proficiency in mathematics

Mathematics Goal
#5A:

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

[Asian, American
Indian) not making
satisfactory progress
in mathematics.

JAmerican Indian:

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

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

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

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

June 2012
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5D. Students 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1.
with Disabilities
(SWD) not making
satisfactory progress
in mathematics.

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

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

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

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

End of Middle School Mathematics Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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Florida Alternate Assessment High School Mathematics Goals

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

Mathemat

Problem-
Solving

Process to]
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent

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

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

1.1

1.1

Mathematics Goal #1:

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of
Performance:*

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

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

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1,

Mathematics Goal #2:

2012 Current
Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

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

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

3.1.

3.1.

3.1.

3.1.

Mathematics Goal #3:

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of
[Performance:*

3.2.

3.2.

3.2.

3.2.

3.2.

3.3.

3.3.

3.3.

3.3.

3.3.

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

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

June 2012
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4. Florida Alternate [-1. 4.1, 4.1, 4.1, 4.1,
Assessment:
Percentage of
students in lowest
25% making
learning gains in
mathematics.
Mathematics Goal #4:[2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of ILevel of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
4.2, 4.2, 4.2, 4.2, 4.2,
4.3, 4.3, 4.3, 4.3, 4.3.

End of Florida Alternate Assessment High School Mathematics Goals

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

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

Algebra 1 EOC |Problem-

Goals Solving
Process to|

Increase

Student
Achievem

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

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

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

at Achievement
Level 3 in Algebra 1.

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

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

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1,

[Algebra Goal #2:

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of

[Performance:*

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

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

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

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

Algebra 1 Goal #3A.:

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

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

Indian) not making
satisfactory progress
in Algebra 1.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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Algebra 1 Goal #3B:

2012 Current Level of

[Performance: *

2013 Expected Level of
[Performance:*

(White: (White:

Black: Black:

[Hispanic: [Hispanic:

|Asian: IAsian:

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

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

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

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

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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3D. Students 3D.1. B3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1.
with Disabilities
(SWD) not making
satisfactory progress
in Algebra 1.
Aloebra 1 Goal #3D: [2012 Current 2013 Expected
[Level of [Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2.
3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3.
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:
3E. Economically BE.1. 3E.1. 3E.1. BE.1. B3E.1.
isadvantaged
students not making
satisfactory progress
in Algebra 1.
[Aloebra 1 Goal #3E: [2012 Current 2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
3E.2. 3E.2. 3E.2. 3E.2. 3E.2.
3E.3. 3E.3. 3E.3. 3E.3. 3E.3.

End of Algebra 1 EOC Goals

June 2012
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Geometry End-of-Course Goals (7/is section needs to be completed by all schools that have students taking the Geometry EOC)

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

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

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

data and reference to

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

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

at Achievement
Level 3 in Geometry.

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

[Performance:* |Performance:*

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

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

2. Students scoring
at or above
[Achievement Levels

4 and S in Geometry.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1,

Geometry Goal #2:

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of

[Performance:*

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

[2.2.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

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

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

2012-2013

2013-2014

2014-2015

2015-2016

2016-2017

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

|Baseline
data 2011-
2012

Geometry Goal #3A:

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

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

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

3B.1.

3B.1.

3B.1.

3B.1.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Geometry Goal #3B: 2012 Current  |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.
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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June 2012
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data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:

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

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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3D. Students 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1.
with Disabilities
(SWD) not making
satisfactory progress
in Geometry.

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

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

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

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

104



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

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

End of Geometry EOC Goals

Mathematics Professional Development

Professional
Development

Professional

(PD) aligned with
Strategies through

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Learning
Community (PLC)
or PD Activities

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

PLC activity.
PD Content/Topic Grade Level/ AR PD Parpclpants USRI (B, Gy el ) . Person or Position Responsible
. and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, and Schedules (e.g., frequency of] Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring ..
and/or PLC Focus Subject 5 : for Monitoring
PLC Leader or school-wide) meetings)
June 2012

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

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of Mathematics Goals

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

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

Elementary |Problem-
and Middle Solving
Science Goals |Process to|
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
1A. FCAT 2.0: 1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1.
Students scoring at
AChi.evement Level 3 Students lack  [Writing JAdministration Student notebooks/journals will [CORE Science / Classroom
In science. pportunities  |opportunities be monitored to check for student Jobservation and assessments
to engage will be understanding of concepts.
lin writing incorporated
activities relatedlinto daily
to scientific science
concepts. instruction.
Time has been
built into the
classroom
schedule daily.
Students will
utilize science
notebooks/
journals to
record their
understanding
of concepts
being taught
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Science Goal #1A:

The percentage of
students scoring a
level 3 (proficient) in
science will increase
by 10%.

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2.
1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3.
1B. Florida 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1.
Alternate
Assessment:
Students scoring at
Levels 4, 5, and 6 in
science.
Science Goal #1B: 2012 Current  |2013 Expected
[Level of [Level of
IPerformance:* |Performance:*
1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2.
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
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1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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The percentage of
students scoring a
level 4 or 5 (above
proficiency) will
increase by 10%.

[Performance:*

Performance: *

Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
RA. FCAT 2.0: DA.L. RA.1. RA.1. DA.L. RA.1.
Students scoring
at or above Students lack  [Writing JAdministration Student notebooks/journals will (CORE / Classroom observation
Achievement Levels |opportunities  Jopportunities lbe monitored to check for student  Jand assessments
4 and 5 in science. to engage will be understanding of concepts.
lin writing incorporated
lactivities relatedlinto daily
to scientific science
concepts. instruction.
Students will
utilize science
Inotebooks/
journals to
record their
junderstanding
of concepts
being taught
Science Goal #2A: 2012 Current  [2013Expected
Level of Level of

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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A2

Students lack
the opportunity

DA2.

Students will engage in project
based learning around the scientific

RA2.

lAdministration / School Science
[Rep

DA2.

Lesson Plans / Science Fair
projects / Formal observation

2A.2.

[CORE Science / Observations
and classroom assessments

to engage in  jmethod. land walkthroughs
project-based
learning.
DA.3. DA.3. DA.3. DA.3. 2A.3.
OB. Florida pB.1. pB.1. pB.1. pB.1. DB.1.
Alternate
Assessment:
Students scoring at
or above Level 7 in
science.
Science Goal #2B: 2012 Current  |2013Expected
ILevel of [Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
DB.2. DB.2. 2B.2. DB.2. 2B.2.
2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3. 2B.3.

End of Elementary and Middle School Science Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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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. LL L1 L1 L1
Assessment:
Students scoring at
Levels 4, 5, and 6 in
science.
Science Goal #1: 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2
1.3 1.3. 1.3 1.3
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on the analysis
of student achievement

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

data, and reference to

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

2. Florida Alternate [2.1. R.1. D.1. R.1. D.1.
Assessment:
Students scoring at
or above Level 7 in
science.

2012 Current
ILevel of
[Performance:*

Science Goal #2: D013Expected

[Level of
[Performance:*

2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.

2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.

End of Florida Alternate Assessment High School Science Goals
Biology 1 End-of-Course (EOC) Goals (this section needs to be completed by all schools that have students taking the Biology [ 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
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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ent

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

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

1.1.

1.1

1.1.

Biology 1 Goal #1:

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

1.2

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

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

Anticipated
Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

2. Students scoring
at or above
Achievement Levels
4 and 5 in Biology 1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1,

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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Biology 1 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.

End of Biology 1 EOC Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Science Professional Development

Professional
Development
(PD) aligned with
Strategies through

Professional
Learning

Community (PLC)

or PD Activity

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

PLC activity.
PD Content /Topic 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)

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

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

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of Science Goals

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

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

Writing Problem-

Goals Solving
Process to|

Increase
Student
Achievem
ent

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

Questions,” identify and

define areas in need of
improvement for the

following group:
1A. FCAT: LA.1. LA.1. 1A.1. LA.1. 1A.1.
Students scoring at
AChleve“}ent L‘evel Teachers The literacy Literacy Coach /Administration [_esson plans / Writing assessments [JFCAT Writes / student journals /
3.0 and higher in have varying  fcoach will student samples
writing. perceptions pssist grade
on writing evel teams
nstruction bf teachers in
nd student the planning
utcomes. TOCESS
Writing Goal #1A:  [2012 Current.
Level of

[Performance:*

The percentage of
students scoring a

level 3.0 or higher in 2013 Expected
writing will increase Level of
by 10%. Performance:*
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. lia2.
[Teachers do Time for writing to occur A dministration [ esson plans / student samples JFCAT Writes / student journals
ot provide throughout the day has been built walkthroughs / formal
ktudents with  finto the schedule. bservations
the opportunity
to write across
Ell curriculum
reas
1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. ILA3.
1B. Florida 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.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. IIB.2.
1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. 1B.3. I1B.3.
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011

120




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

Writing Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g. , Early . .
Grade Level/ . . Person or Position Responsible for
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)

Writing Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

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

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

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

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
2. Students scoring 2.1. 2.1. 2.1. 2.1. 2.1.
at or above
Achievement Levels
4 and S in Civics.
Civics Goal #2 2012 Current 2013 Expected
Level of Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 3. 2.3.
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Civics Professional Development

Professional
Development
(PD) aligned with

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

Strategy does not require a
professional development or

Strategies through

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

Civics Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

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

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

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

U.S. History |Problem-
EOC Goals Solving
Process to|
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
1. Students scoring |11 LL L1 L1 L1
at Achievement
Level 3 in U.S.
History.
[U.S. History Goal #1; 2012 Current 2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
1.2 1.2. 1.2 1.2 1.2.
1.3 1.3. 1.3 1.3 1.3.
June 2012
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Revised April 29, 2011
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Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
2. Students scoring [2-1. 2.1 2.1 2.1. 2.1
at or above
Achievement Levels
4 and S in U.S.
History.
US Hlstogz Goal #2 2012 Current 2013 Expected
Level of Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 3. 2.3.

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

Professional
Development
(PD) aligned with
Strategies through|

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

Strategy does not require a
professional development or

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

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

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

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

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

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

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of U.S. History Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Attendance Goal(s)
* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represents (e.g., 70% [35]).
Problem-
solving
Attendance [Process to|
Goal(s) Increase
Attendan
ce
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of attendance data and Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
reference to “Guiding
Questions,” identify and
define areas in need of
improvement:
1. Attendance 1.1 1.1 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
Few

A mentoring
pportunities  Jprogram will
exist for studentbe established
(o establish pairing up
Imentoring ptudents
relationships  who show
with school karly signs of
personnel future dropout
attendance,
brades,
behavior, etc.)
with staff
Imembers. The
ptaff members
will meet
egularly with
their mentee
nd review
ttendance,
rades and
ehavioral
oals.

Guidance Counselor / Behavior
Resource Teacher

Review the attendance data, at
regular intervals, of all students
targeted in the program.

E-sembler / TERMS

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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[Tardies (10 or
ore)

Attendance Goal #1: [2012 Current [2013 Expected

— |Attendance Attendance
[Rate:* IRate:*
2012 Current 2013 Expected
INumber of INumber of
Students with  |Students with.
[Excessive [Excessive
[Absences JAbsences
(10 ormore) |10 or more)
2012 Current |2013 Expected
Number of Number of
Students with  [Students with
[Excessive [Excessive

[Tardies (10 or

more)

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

2.

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

IL.3.

June 2012
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Attendance Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic

and/or PLC Focus Creblisel

Subject

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

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

Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring

Person or Position Responsible for
Monitoring

Attendance Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

June 2012
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Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of Attendance Goals

June 2012
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Suspension Goal(s)

* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represents next to the percentage (e.g. 70% (35)).
Suspension Problem-
Goal(s) solving
Process to
Decrease
Suspension
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of suspension data, and Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of
Strategy

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

improvement:
1.1. 1.1.

1. Suspension 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.

The current school  [The SHARK rules  JAdministration / Discipline  [Office Time Out Referrals TERMS / PASCO STAR
wide expectations  fand expectations will [Committee

land rules do not be revised to reflect
eflect the areas of  Jthe needs of the
need based on school/chool based on data.

ktudent data

Rules will be
displayed in highly
isible areas of the
kchool

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Suspension Goal #1: 2012 Total Number [2013 Expected

of In —School [Number of
Suspensions In- School

Suspensions

2012 Total Number 2013 Expected

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

2012 Total 2013 Expected

IN r of Out-of-  [Number of
School Suspensions [Out-of-School
Suspensions

2012 Total Number [2013 Expected

of Students [Number of Students
Suspended Suspended
t- of- School ut- of-School
1.2 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
Students who display [Student will be recognized  JAdministration / Guidance Student surveys / Office [TERMS /PASCO STAR
positive behaviors  jmonthly through Student Counselor [Time Out Referrals
fare not recognized f the Month and Character
consistently Counts celebrations. Student
recognition/rewards will be
ktudent selected
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.

June 2012
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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

June 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

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

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

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

Goal(s) Process to
Dropout

Prevention

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

parent involvement data,

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

Strategy

improvement:

1. Dropout

1.1.

1.1.

Prevention

Dropout Prevention
Goal #1:

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

2012 Current
[Dropout Rate:*

2013 Expected
IDropout Rate:*

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Graduation Rate:*

June 2012
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(Graduation Rate:*
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1.2

1.3.

1.2.

1.2.

1.3.

1.3.

Dropout Prevention Professional Development

Professional

Development
(PD) aligned with
Strategies through
Professional

Learning
Community (PLC)
or PD Activity

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

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

June 2012
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Dropout Prevention Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only school-based funded

activities/materials and exclude district

funded activities /materials.

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of Dropout Prevention Goal(s)

June 2012
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Revised April 29, 2011
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Parent Involvement Goal(s)
Upload Option-For schools completing the Parental Involvement Policy/Plan (PIP) please include a copy for this section.
Online Template- For schools completing the PIP a link will be provided that will direct you to this plan.

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

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  |l.1. 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1
[ ack of The time A dministration Sign in Sheets will be kept to Excel Spreadsheet
pttendance at scheduled for ecord participation

school events parent academic/
mpact student  frecognition
pchievement programs

will vary to
increase parent
participation

Parent Involvement Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expect

. [Level of Parent |Level of Parent
il remmr— ————
nvolvement:* |Involvement:*

June 2012
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1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
Activities are not[Monthly All Pro Dads A dministration / Technology Attendance Records for [Excel Spreadsheet
aried enough to fpreakfast and meeting will ~ [Specialist A1l Pro Dads meetings

meet the needs offbe held at SSES to promote
kll families opportunities for fathers to

be involved in their child’s

education.

1.3. 1.3. 1.3.

1.3.

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

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

June 2012
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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
Literacy Breakfast Materials that families can use at home will | Grant 200.00
be provided
All Pro Dads Meeting that promote positive relationships | School Based 250.00
between fathers and their children
Subtotal: 450.00
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:

End of Parent Involvement Goal(s)

June 2012
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Revised April 29, 2011
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Science, Technolo

Engineering. and Mathematics (STEM) Goal(s

STEM Goal(s)

Problem-Solving
Process to
Increase Student
Achievement

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for
Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

STEM Goal #1:

1.1.

[Teachers and have limited
experience with incorporating
high level writing activities
in the content areas to
improve student learning and
understanding

1.1.

ICCSS professional development
will focus on providing students
ith writing opportunities daily

End across all subject areas,

pecifically in math and science.

1.1.

A dministration / Literacy
Coach

1.1.

Student journals / lesson plans

1.1.

ICORE Science assessments /
Etudent journals / project based
ssessments

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

STEM Professional Development

Professional
Development
(PD) aligned with
Strategies through
Professional

June 2012
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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)

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

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

CTE Goal(s)

Problem-Solving
Process to
Increase Student
Achievement

Process Used to Determine

Evaluation Tool

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for
Monitoring

Effectiveness of
Strategy

CTE Goal #1:

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

CTE Professional Development

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

or PD Activity

Please note that each

Strategy does not require a

June 2012
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professional development or

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

Include only school-based funded
activities/materials and exclude district
funded activities /materials.
Evidence-based Program(s)/Materials(s)
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:
Total:
End of CTE Goal(s)
June 2012
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Revised April 29, 2011
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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.
Family
IAdditional Goal #1: 2012 Current 2013 Expected
[Level :* [Level :*

1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.

June 2012
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1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

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.rt1c1pants Target Dates (e.g. , Early o e o Bastion Ressnsibils G
and/or PLC Focus : and/or (e.g. , PLC, subject, grade level, or Release) and Schedules (e.g., Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring .
Subject . . Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)

June 2012
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Revised April 29, 2011
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Additional Goal(s) Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Other

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Subtotal:

Total:

End of Additional Goal(s)

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

Please provide the total budget from each section.

Reading Budget
Total:
CELLA Budget
Total:
Mathematics Budget
Total:
Science Budget
Total:
Writing Budget
Total:
Civics Budget
Total:
U.S. History Budget
Total:
Attendance Budget
Total:
Suspension Budget
Total:
Dropout Prevention Budget
Total:
Parent Involvement Budget
Total:
STEM Budget
Total:
CTE Budget
Total:
Additional Goals
Total:
June 2012
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| Grand Total:

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

156



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

Differentiated Accountability

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

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

School
Differentiated
Accountability

Status

OPriority OFocus OPrevent

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

School Advisory Council (SAC)

SAC Membership Compliance

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

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.

Our SAC will continue to prioritize the academic goals of SSES based on data. The SAC will determine how SAC funds will be spent based on school priorities.

| Describe the projected use of SAC funds. | Amount

June 2012
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To Be Determined

June 2012
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