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2012-2013 SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

PART I: CURRENT SCHOOL STATUS

School Information

School Name: Transitions

District Name: St. Johns

Principal: Patricia McMahon

Superintendent: Joseph Joyner

SAC Chair: Matthew Potak

Date of School Board Approval: 11/13/2012

Student Achievement Data and Reference Materials:

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

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

High School Feedback Report

K-12 Comprehensive Research Based Reading Plan

Administrators

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

Number

Number of Prior Performance Record (include prior School Grades, FCAT/
.. Degree(s)/ of Years . . . )
Position Name Gorification() at Current Years as an statewide assessment Achievement Levels, learning gains, lowest
School Administrator | 25%), and AMO progress, along with the associated school year)
Patricia McMahon B.A. English
. B.A. Education
Principal M.A. Educational 8 12 N/A
Leadership
Agsm?ant N/A
Principal
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 o . .
Area Certification(s) Lowest 25%), and AMO progress along with the associated
Current School Coach
school year)
N/A

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. AsaTitle 1 school only Highly Qualified Staff are hired. Principal ongoing
2
3.
4
June 2012
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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 Provide the strategies that are being implemented to
out-of-field/ and who are not highly effective. support the staff in becoming highly effective
None
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]).

= -
Nulr;lok;[Zi of % of First- % of Teachers % of Teachers % of Teachers % of Teachers % Highly % Reading & g(a)l:rodnal % 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
5 1 (20%) 2 (40%) 2 (40%)

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
Kristopher Rule William Wood New Teacher Shadowing
Common planning
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: Funds will be used to provide Psychiatric Services to better enhance the learning environment of the Transitions student population; and to more readily
meet their individualized goals as it pertains to their mental health needs.

Title I, Part C- Migrant

Title I, Part D

Title II:

Title I1I

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. Instructors, Administration and Counselors

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? The Transition School conducts weekly staffings where individual students are discussed. As a Separate Day School all students come already
pre-identified as students with disabilities. However, if additional needs for students become evident the faculty is ready to begin the RtI process for
additional services.

Describe the role of the school-based MTSS leadership team in the development and implementation of the school improvement plan (SIP). Describe how the RtI problem-solving
process is used in developing and implementing the SIP? The RtI team also serves on the SIP team and offers information and suggestions as necessary.

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.
FCAT, FAIR, Think-link, Point-sheets, Psychiatrist notes, referrals from outside services, Department of Juvenile Justice

Describe the plan to train staff on MTSS.
District In-service programs, staff meetings

Describe the plan to support MTSS.
District In-service, Administrator, District Team

Literacy Leadership Team (LLT)

School-Based Literacy Leadership Team

Identify the school-based Literacy Leadership Team (LLT).
Instructors, Principal and counselors

Describe how the school-based LLT functions (e.g., meeting processes and roles/functions).
Teaming meetings to address students in need of additional literacy training. (Identified via FCAT scores)SES tutoring

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011 9
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What will be the major initiatives of the LLT this year?
Increase literacy based on FCAT scores as possible due to the continually changing population.

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.
N/A

*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?

All instructional staff is either Reading endorsed or is pursuing the reading endorsement. Reading is taught on a daily basis and is
supplemented with Achieve 3000/Teen biz and FCAT Buckle Up.

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

How does the school incorporate applied and integrated courses to help students see the relationships between subjects and relevance to their future?
The majority of the Transition students are on a special diploma track. Utilizing either the Peers or Unique Skills curriculum students are exposed to life skills, job
readiness and daily living skills on a regular basis. Students are encouraged to apply daily lessons to life lessons to make learning more relevant 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?
Students are enrolled in Unique Skills and/or Career Education courses at the Transition School

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.

Most Transition students are transitioned back to their home zoned school prior to high school graduation. Those that stay are referred
to Vocational Rehabilitation for additional services.

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 |Problem-
Goals Solving
Process to|
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent
Based on the Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
analysis of student Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
achievement data
and reference
to “Guiding
Questions,”
identify and define
areas in need of
improvement for the
following group:
1A. FCAT 2.0: [1A.1. At e A [IAL 1A.1. 1A.1.
Students scoring risk student 1. |Instructors and administration comparison of results from start to JAchieve 3000
. population Enro finish [Discovery Ed
at Achievement Transient nature Ilin [FCAT results
Level 3 in of the student Inten
reading. population sive
Read|
[Majority ing
of student e  Enro
[population Ilin
has huge Ach
learning gaps ieve
due to their 30
disabilities. 00/
Teen|
biz
June 2012
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Reading Goal #1A:

2012 Current

Students are placed at
the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are
severe enough to affect
their learning. Scores
from the progress
monitoring, transfer
grades and coursework
from the zoned school
determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed
for each student to
address specific needs.

Level of
Performance: *

2013 Expected
Level of

Performance: *

17%

25%

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

Transient nature
of the student
[population

Majority

of student
population
has huge
learning gaps
due to their

disabilities.

Learning
Systems derived
from Access
Points.

Continue
progress
monitoring

Florida Alternative Assessment

1A.2. 1A2. 1A2. 1A.2. 1A.2.
1A3. 1A3. 1A.3. 1A3. 1A3.
1B. Florida 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1.
Alternate At risk student |Enrolled [nstructors and administration [Comparison of results from start to |[2.1.
A ¢ [population in Unique finish
ssessment:

June 2012
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Reading Goal #1B:)2012 Current 2013 Expected
Level of Level of

Performance:* |Performance:*

Students are placed at
the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are
severe enough to affect
their learning. Scores
from the progress
monitoring, transfer
grades and coursework
from the zoned school
determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed
for each student to
address specific needs.

0% 0%

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 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:
DA. FCAT 2.0: DA.T. At RAL. RAT. DAL RAL.
. risk student
Students scoring [population Instructors and administration lcomparison of results from start to JAchieve 3000
at or above Transient nature|Enroll in finish Discovery Ed
Achievement Levels |of the student [Achieve 3000 FCAT results
4 in reading. population Continue
Majority progress
f student monitoring
[population
has huge
learning gaps
due to their
disabilities.
Reading Goal #2A: 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Students are placed at Performance:* [Performance:*
the Transition Program
through the IEP process
[when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from
the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.
[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.
0% 0%
2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2.

June 2012
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DA.3. DA.3. A3 DA.3. 2A.3.
2B. Florida 2B.1. 2B.1. 2B.1. Instructors and administration|2B.1. comparison of results from |2B.1. Florida Alternative
Alternate At risk student |Enrolled start to finish JAssessment

population in Unique
Assessment: Transient nature|learning
Students scoring at [of the student [Systems derived|
or above Level 7 in [population from Access
. IMajority [Points.
reading, of student
population Continue
has huge progress
learning gaps  [monitoring
due to their
disabilities.
Reading Goal #2B 2012 Current 2013 Expected
[Level of [Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
Students are placed at
the Transition Program
through the IEP process
[when behaviors are severe
enough to affect their
learning. Scores from
the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.
[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
leach student to address
specific needs.
0% 0%

DB.2. DB.2. 2B.2. DB.2. 2B.2.

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

June 2012
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learning gaps
due to their

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. BA.1. BA.1. BA.1. BA.1.
At risk student
Eertentase Of, population [nstructors and administrators (Comparison of results from start to JAchieve 3000
students making Transient nature[Enroll in finish
learning gains in of the student  [Achieve 3000 Discovery Ed
reading. population.
Continue FCAT results
IMajority progress
of student monitoring
population
has huge

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
[when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

[Performance:*

disabilities.
Reading Goal #3A 2012 Current 2013 Expected
[Level of [Level of

[Performance:*

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2.
3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3.
3B. Florida 3B.1. At 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1 3B.1
Alternate risk student [nstructors and administrators . Comparison of results from start
population to finish
Assessment: Transient nature|Enrolled Florida Alternative Assessment
Percentage of of the student  [in Unique
students making population.  |Learning
learning gains in . Systems derived
. IMajority from Access
reading. of student Points.
population
has huge Continue
learning gaps  [progress
due to their [monitoring
disabilities.
Reading Goal #3B: 2012 Current 2013 Expected
[Level of [Level of
Students are placed at [Performance:* |Performance:*
the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from
the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.
[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.
3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.

June 2012
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Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
[when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

[Performance:*

[Performance:*

3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring 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: UA. 1. UA. 1. UA. 1. 1A 1. UA1.
Percenta,ge i At risk student |Enroll in Instructors and administrators (Comparison of results from start to JAchieve 3000
students in lowest [population Intensive finish
25% making Transient nature[Reading. Discovery Ed
learning gains in of thel student _— AT el
. population. nroll in results
reading. Achieve 3000
IMajority
of student Continue
population progress
has huge [monitoring
learning gaps
due to their
disabilities.
Reading Goal #4A.: 2012 Current 2013 Expected
ILevel of [Level of

June 2012
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Percentage of
students in lowest
25% making
learning gains in
reading.

of the student
[population

IMajority

of student
population
has huge
learning gaps
due to their

Systems derived|
from Access
[Points.

Continue
progress
[monitoring

4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2. 1A 2. A2,
4A 3. 4A 3. 4A.3. 1A 3. 4A3.
4B. Florida 4B.1. 4B.1. 4B.1 4B.1 UB.1.
Alternate At risk student |Enrolled . Instructors and administrators . Comparison of results from start |[Florida Alternative Assessment
. [population in Unique to finish
Assessment: Transient nature|Learning

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
[when behaviors are severe
enough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

disabilities.
Reading Goal #4B 2012 Current 2013 Expected
[Level of [Level of

[Performance:*

[Performance:*

June 2012
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4B.2.

4B.2.

4B.2.

4B.2.

4B.2.

4B.3.

4B.3.

4B.3.

4B.3.

4B.3.

Based on ambitious
but achievable Annual
Measurable Objectives

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

2011-2012

2012-2013

2013-2014

2014-2015

2015-2016

2016-2017

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

Baseline
data
2010-2011

There are

not enough
students

to produce
subgroups

for % baseline.

Reading Goal #5A:

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
enough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
[placement.

(Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

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

June 2012
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5B. Student 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1.

subgroups by [White:

. . Black:
ethn1c1ty (Wh}te, Hispanic:
Black, Hispanic, Asian:
Asian, American American
Indian) not making  [dia™:
satisfactory progress (.. are not

in reading. enough students
to produce sub
groups for %

information
Reading Goal #5B: 2012 Current 2013 Expected
ILevel of ILevel of
Sub groups are not Performance:* |Performance:*
generated for this student
[population, enrollment
counts don’t meet the
AYP subgroup minimum
[White: [White:
[Black: Black:
[Hispanic: [Hispanic:
Asian: Asian:
[American American
Indian: Indian:
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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due to their

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 At risk student [nstructors and administrators Comparison of results from start to| Achieve 3000
. [population One on One finish
(ELL) not making [Transient natureftutoring as Discovery Ed
satisfactory progress fof the student  |needed
in reading. population. FCAT results
Enroll in
[Majority Achieve 3000 Star Reading
of student
population Continue
has huge progress
learning gaps  |monitoring

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
[when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

[Performance:*

disabilities.
Reading Goal #5C: 2012 Current |2013 Expected
[Level of Level of

Performance: *

June 2012
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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
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following
subgroup:
5D. Students SD.1. SD.1. 5D.1. SD.1. 5D.1.
with Disabilities At risk _student Enrol_l in Instructors and administrators Co_mparison of results from start to [Achieve 3000
. [population [ntensive finish
(SWD) not making Transient nature|Reading Discovery Ed
satisfactory progress [of the student
in reading. population. Place in small FCAT results
[Majority loroup setting
of student for educational STAR Reading
[population [purposes
has huge
learning gaps  |[Enroll in
due to their IAchieve 3000
disabilities.
Continue
progress
[monitoring

June 2012
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Reading Goal #5D:

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

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

5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2.
5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3.
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy

June 2012
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SE. Economically SE.1. SE.1. SE.1. 5E.1. 5E.1.
Disadvantaged [Majority Instructors and administrators Comparison of results from start to [Achieve 3000
. of student [Enroll in finish
students not making population [ntensive Discovery Ed
satisfactory progress |has huge Reading
in reading. learning gaps [FCAT results
due to their [Place in small
disabilities. lroup setting STAR Reading
for educational
At risk student [purposes
population
Transient nature|Enroll in
of the student  [Achieve 3000
population
Continue
progress
monitoring
Reading Goal #5E: 2012 Current |2013 Expected
Students are placed at Level of Level of
the Transition Program Performance:* |Performance:*
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from
the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.
[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.
SE.2. SE.2. SE.2. SE.2. SE.2.
SE.3. SE.3. SE.3. SE.3. SE.3.

Reading Professional Development

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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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/ D) el ore Y ParFlclp ants g DS (3, @y el L Person or Position Responsible
. and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, and Schedules (e.g., frequency off Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring .o
and/or PLC Focus Subject : ; for Monitoring
PLC Leader or school-wide) meetings)
Introduction to CCSS District . . . Sin in Sheets SAC Chair
standards k-12 Administrator All instructional staff On going CCSS verification standards Admin
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Reading Budget (Insert rows as needed) N/A

activities/materials. N/A

Include only school funded activities/
materials and exclude district funded

N/A

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

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

N/A

Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

N/A

Subtotal:

Professional Development

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

N/A

Subtotal:

Other

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

N/A

Subtotal:

Total:

End of Reading Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Comprehensive English Language Learning Assessment (CELLA) Goals

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

CELLA Goals

Process to

Acquisition

Problem-Solving

Increase Language

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

to non-ELL students.

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1. Students scoring
proficient in
listening/speaking.

1.1.
At risk student population

[population

has huge learning gaps due to
their disabilities.

[Transient nature of the student

[Majority of student population

1.1.
[Enroll in Achieve 3000

Continue progress monitoring

1.1. Instructors and administrators

1.1. comparison of results from
start to finish

1.1. Achieve 3000
Discovery Ed

FCAT results

CELLA Goal #1:

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
[when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

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

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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1.2 1.2. 1.2 1.2. 1.2.
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. Instructors and administrators [2.1. comparison of results from [2.1. Achieve 3000
: . s o |At risk student population start to finish
prOﬁCIent IRCading; Transient nature of the student |Enroll in Achieve 3000 Discovery Ed
[population
Continue progress monitoring [FCAT results
[Majority of student population
has huge learning gaps due to
their disabilities.
CELLA Goal #2: 2012 Current Percent of Student:
— Proficient in Reading:
Students are placed at
the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from
the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
[placement.
[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.
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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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 [2.1. Atrisk student population  [2.1. 2.1. Instructors and administrators [2.1. comparison of results from [2.1.
proficient in writing. Tran51e1_1t nature of the student [Begin utlhzmg_ the CCSS to write start to finish )
population. across the curriculum Discovery Ed
[Majority of student population [Daily writing prompts [FCAT results
has huge learning gaps due to
their disabilities.
Continue progress monitoring
CELLA Goal #3: 2012 Current Percent of Students|
Proficient in Writing :
Students are placed at
the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from
the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
[placement.
[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.
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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CELLA Budget (Insert rows as needed) N/A

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
N/A

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
N/A

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
N/A

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
N/A

Subtotal:

Total:

End of CELLA Goals

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

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

Elementary Problem-
Mathematics Goals | Solving
Process to|
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent
Based on the analysis of student Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
achievement data and reference Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
to “Guiding Questions,” identify
and define areas in need of
improvement for the following
group:
1A. FCAT 2.0: Students 1A.1. 1A.1 1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1.
scoring at Achievement At risk §tudent ) [nstructors and administrators Cgmparison of results from start to -
. . [population [Enroll in finish Discovery Ed
Level 3 in mathematics. Transient nature]Accelerated
of the student  [Math [FCAT results
[population
Continue
IMajority progress
of student [monitoring
population
has huge
learning gaps
due to their
disabilities.

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

Students are placed at the Transition
Program through the IEP process
[when behaviors are severe enough to
affect their learning. Scores from the

rogress monitoring, transfer grades
and coursework from the zoned
school determine their placement.
[Academic Goals are individually
addressed for each student to address
specific needs.

2012 Current
Level of
Performance: *

2013 Expected
Level of

Performance: *

learning gaps
due to their
disabilities.

from Access
Points.

Continue
progress

monitoring

1A.2. 1A.2. 1A2. 1A.2. 1A.2.
1A3. 1A3. 1A3. 1A3. 1A3.
1B. Florida Alternate 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1.
Assessment: Students At risk student Instructors and administrators comparison of results from start to
. [population Enroll in finish
scoring at Levels 4, 5, and 6 Transient nature]Accelerated [Florida Alternative Assessment
in mathematics. of the student  [Math
Ipopulation
[Majority Enrolled
of student in Unique
Ipopulation Learning
has huge Systems derived

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Mathematics Goal #1B: 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
Level of Level of

Performance:* |Performance:*

Students are placed at the Transition
Program through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe enough to
affect their learning. Scores from the

rogress monitoring, transfer grades
land coursework from the zoned
school determine their placement.
Academic Goals are individually
addressed for each student to address
specific needs.

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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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: IA.1. At 1A.1. SES 1A.1. Instructors and 1A.1. comparison of results from |1A.1.
Students scoring at isk sltu(.ient tutoring.as administrators start to finish ) .
Achievement Level 3 IT)ifrl:S?;T;amre'appmpnate Discovery
in mathematics. f the student  [Enroll in FCAT results

population. [Accelerated

IMajority [Math

of student

population IContinue

has huge progress

learning gaps  jmonitoring
due to their

disabilities.
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Mathematics Goal
H1A:

Students are placed at the
Transition Program through
the IEP process when
behaviors are severe enoughl
to affect their learning.
Scores from the progress
monitoring, transfer grades
land coursework from the
zoned school determine
their placement.

Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

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. 1A3.
1B. Florida 1B.1. At 1B.1. 1B.1. Instructors and 1B.1. comparison of results from |IB.1.
Alternate risk student administrators start to finish
ternate . population Enrolled [Florida Alternative Assessment
Assessment: . Transient naturefin Unique
Students scoring at |of the student |Learning
Levels 4, 5, and 6 in population Systems derived
mathematics. . from Access
IMajority [Points.
of student
[population Continue
has huge progress
learning gaps  Jmonitoring
due to their
disabilities.
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Mathematics Goal
#1B:

Students are placed at the
Transition Program through
the IEP process when
behaviors are severe enoughl
to affect their learning.
Scores from the progress
monitoring, transfer grades
and coursework from the
zoned school determine
their placement.

|Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

2012 Current
Level of

Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

data and reference to

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

for the following group:

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

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 201
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D A. FCAT 2.0: A1, At pALT. DAL DA pALT.
. risk student . Comparison of results from start

Students scoring population Enroll in Instructors and administrators to finish IDiscovery Ed
at or above Transient naturefAchieve 3000
Achievement of the student [FCAT results
Levels 4 and 5 in population. Continue
mathematics. . progress

IMajority monitoring

of student

population

has huge

learning gaps

due to their

disabilities.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current. |2013 Expected
A Level of Level of
- Performance:* [Performance:*
Students are placed at the
Transition Program through
the IEP process when
behaviors are severe enoughl
to affect their learning.
Scores from the progress
monitoring, transfer grades
land coursework from the
zoned school determine
their placement.
Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

RA.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. DA.2. DA2.
2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3. 2A.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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2B. Florida
Alternate
Assessment:
Students scoring at

2B.1. At
risk student
population
Transient nature
of the student

PB.1.

Enrolled
in Unique
Learning

2B.1.
Instructors and administrators

2B.1
. Comparison of results from start
to finish

DB.1.

[Florida Alternative Assessment

#2B:

Students are placed at the
Transition Program through
the IEP process when
behaviors are severe enoughl
to affect their learning.
Scores from the progress
monitoring, transfer grades
and coursework from the
zoned school determine
their placement.

|Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

[Performance: *

or above Level 7 in [population. Systems derived
mathematics. [Majority from Access
of student [Points.
population
has huge Continue
learning gaps  [progress
due to their monitoring
disabilities.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current [2013 Expected
[Level of [Level of

[Performance: *

2B.2.

2B.2.

2B.2.

2B.2.

B.2.

2B.3.

2B.3.

2B.3.

2B.3.

2B.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy Evaluation Tool
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
3A. FCAT 2.0: BA.1. At BA.1. BA.1. BA.1. BA.1.
Percentage of risk student SES tutoring as Comparison of results from start to | Star Math
. population appropriate Instructors and administrators finish
students making Transient nature| IFCAT scores
learning gains in of the student  [Enroll in
mathematics. population [Accelerated
Math
IMajority
of student Continue
population progress
has huge [monitoring
learning gaps
due to their
disabilities.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current 2013 Expected
HIA - Level of [Level of
— [Performance:* |Performance:*
Students are placed at the
Transition Program through
the IEP process when
behaviors are severe enough
to affect their learning.
Scores from the progress
monitoring, transfer grades
and coursework from the
zoned school determine
their placement.
[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.
3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2. B3A.2.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 201
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3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3.
3B. Florida 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1.
Alternate At risk student |[Low student Instructors and administrators Comparison of results from start to
population ratio tutoring/ finish
Assessment: Transient naturefinstruction [Florida Alternative Assessment
[Percentage of of the student
students making population Enrolled
. PRI in Unique
learning gfuns in Majority earning
mathematics. of student Systems derived
population from Access
has huge [Points.
learning gaps
due to their Continue
disabilities. progress
monitoring
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current 2013 Expected
H3B- [Level of [Level of
— [Performance:* |Performance:*
Students are placed at the
Transition Program through
the IEP process when
behaviors are severe enough
to affect their learning.
Scores from the progress
monitoring, transfer grades
and coursework from the
zoned school determine
their placement.
[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.
3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 201
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learning gaps
due to their
disabilities.

3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy Evaluation Tool
data and reference to
“Guiding Questions,”
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
4A. FCAT 2.0: 4A.1. At 4A.1. 4A.1. 1A 1. 1A 1
Percentage of risk student Instructors and administrators Comparison of results from start to|. Star Math
. population Enroll in finish
students in lowest Transient nature]Accelerated [Discovery Ed
25% making of the student  [Math
learning gains in populgtion. - [FCAT results
mathematics. IMajority Continue
of student progress
population [monitoring
has huge

Mathematics Goal
HAA

Students are placed at the
Transition Program through
the TEP process when
behaviors are severe enoughf
to affect their learning.
Scores from the progress
monitoring, transfer grades
and coursework from the
zoned school determine
their placement.

(Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

2012 Current
Level of
Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 201
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learning gaps
due to their

[Points.

A2 4A.2. A2, 4A.2. 4A.2.
4A.3. 4A.3. 4A3. 4A 3. 4A 3.
4B. Florida 4B.1. At 4B.1. 4B.1. 4B.1. 4B.1
Alternate risk student Instructors and administrators IComparison of results from start to
. population Low student/ finish [Florida Alternative Assessment
Assessment: Transient naturefteacher ratio for
Percentage of of the student  [instruction ULS evaluations
students in lowest  [population.
25% making Enrolled
. N IMajority in Unique
learning gfuns m of student Learning
mathematics. population Systems derived
has huge from Access

#4B:

Students are placed at the
Transition Program through
the IEP process when
behaviors are severe enoughl
to affect their learning.
Scores from the progress
monitoring, transfer grades
land coursework from the
zoned school determine
their placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

[Performance:*

disabilities. Continue
progress
monitoring
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current |2013 Expected
[ n.  |Levelof Level of

[Performance:*

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 201
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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

2011-2012

2012-2013

2013-2014

2014-2015

2015-2016

2016-2017

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

|Baseline data 2010-2011

N/A

There are not enough students to
form subgroups for baseline data

Mathematics Goal
#SA:

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
[when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

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

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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5B. Student 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1.
subgroups by [White:
. . Black:
ethnicity (White, Hispanic:
Black, Hispanic, Asian:
Asian, American [American Indian:

Indian) not makin
d, a ) ot ma g There are not enough students
satisfactory progress to form subgroups for baseline

in mathematics. data
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current Level of 2013 Expected Level of
45B: [Performance:* [Performance:*

Sub groups are not
generated for this student
[population, enrollment
counts don’t meet the
AYP subgroup minimum

[White: [White:
[Black: [Black:
[Hispanic: [Hispanic:
[Asian: Asian:
lAmerican Indian: lAmerican Indian:
5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2.
5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3.
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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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 subgroup:
5C. English 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1. 5C.1.
Language Learners [ hereare
. not enough
(ELL) not making students
satisfactory progress |to form
in mathematics. subgroups for
baseline data
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
45O [Level of [Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
Students are placed at the
Transition Program through
the IEP process when
behaviors are severe enough
to affect their learning.
Scores from the progress
monitoring, transfer grades
and coursework from the
zoned school determine their
placement.
[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.
There are |5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2. 5C.2.
not enough
students
to form
subgroups for
baseline data
5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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'with Disabilities

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 subgroup:
5D. Students SD.1. At 5D.1. SD.1. SD.1. 5D.1.
risk student Low student/  [Instructors and administrators Comparison of results from start to [Star Math

. [population teacher ratio finish
(SWD) not making Transient nature Discovery Ed
satisfactory progress [of the student [Enroll in
in mathematics. population. Accelerated FCAT results
Math

IMajority

of student Continue

population has [progress

huge learning  [monitoring

gaps due to their]

disabilities.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
#5D: Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
Students are placed at the
Transition Program through
the IEP process when
behaviors are severe enough
to affect their learning.
Scores from the progress
monitoring, transfer grades
and coursework from the
zoned school determine their
placement.
[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
leach student to address
specific needs.

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

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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gaps due to their
disabilities.

5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3.
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 subgroup:
SE. Economically SE.1. At SE.1. SE.1. SE.1. SE.1.
Disadvantaged risk student Low student/  |Instructors and administrators Comparison of results from start to
. population teacher ratio finish
students not making Transient nature Discovery Ed
satisfactory progress [of the student |Enroll in
in mathematics. population. [Accelerated FCAT results
Math
IMajority
of student Continue
population has [progress
huge learning  jmonitoring

Mathematics Goal
#5E:

Students are placed at the
Transition Program through
the IEP process when
behaviors are severe enough
to affect their learning.
Scores from the progress
monitoring, transfer grades
land coursework from the
zoned school determine their
placement.

Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

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]).

learning gaps
due to their

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. At 1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1.
Students scoring at isk student Low studept/ [nstructors and administrators Cqmparlson of results from start to| Star Math
A population teacher ratio finish
{‘Chlevement. Level 3 [Transient nature]. Discovery Ed
in mathematics. f the student
population. Enroll in FCAT results
JAchieve 3000
Majority
of student Continue
[population [progress
has huge monitoring

disabilities.
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Mathematics Goal
H1A:

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
enough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

1A2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A2. 1A.2.
1A3. 1A3. 1A3. 1A.3. 1A3.
1B. Florida 1B.1. At 1B.1. 1B.1. Instructors and 1B.1. 1B.1.
Alternate risk student [Low student/  [administrators Comparison of results from start to | Florida Alternative Assessment
. population teacher ration finish
Assessment: . Transient nature
Students scoring at [of the student [Enrolled
Levels 4, 5, and 6 in [population. |in Unique
. Learning
N [Majority Systems derived
of student from Access
population Points.
has huge
learning gaps  |Continue
due to their progress
disabilities. [monitoring
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  |2013 Expected
#1B: [Level of [Level of
— [Performance:* |Performance:*

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
[when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

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 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.1. At RA.1. DA.L. PA.1 2A.1. Star Math
Students scoring risk student Low student/ | Instructors and administrators . Comparison of results from start
population teacher ration to finish Discovery Ed
at or above [Transient nature
chievement of the student  [Enroll in FCAT results
Levels 4 and 5 in population [Achieve 3000
IRAEHOHEICS: Majority Continue
f student progress
population has [monitoring

huge learning
oaps due to their]

H2A:

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
[when behaviors are severe
enough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

[Performance:*

disabilities.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current 2013 Expected
[Level of Level of

[Performance:*

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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DA.2. DA.2. DA.2. DA.2. DA.2.
DA3. DA3. A3 DA3. 2A.3.
2B. Florida 2B.1. At 2B.1. 2B.1. Instructors and 2B.1. comparison of results from [2B.1
Alternate risk student administrators start to finish [ULS evaluations
population [Enroll in
Assessment: Transient nature]Achieve 3000 Florida Alternative Assessment
Students scoring at [of the student
or above Level 7 in  [population. Enrolled
mathematics. . in Unique
IMajority [Learning
of student Systems derived
population has [from Access
huge learning  |Points.
lgaps due to thei
disabilities. IContinue
progress
monitoring
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
HORB: Level of Level of

[Performance:* |Performance:*

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
enough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

(Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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DB.2. DB.2. B.2. DB.2. 2B.2.
DB.3. B.3. 2B.3. DB.3. 2B.3.
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring 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. At AL BA.1 BA.1 AL
Percentage of risk student [Low student/ | Instructors and administrators . Comparison of results from start [Star Math
. population teacher ratio to finish
students making [Transient nature [Enroll in Discovery Ed
learning gains in of the student  |Achieve 3000
mathematics. population. [FCAT results
IContinue
[Majority progress
of student [monitoring
population has
huge learning
oaps due to their
disabilities.
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Mathematics Goal
HIA:

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
enough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2. 3A.2.
3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3. 3A.3.
3B. Florida 3B.1. At 3B.1. 3B.1. Instructors and 3B.1. comparison of results from [3B.1.
Alternate risk student administrators start to finish [USL evaluations
. population Low student/
Assessment: Transient nature|teacher ratio Florida Alternative Assessment
Percentage of of the student  [Enrolled
students making population. in Unique
. PR [Learning
il g{:llllS m [Majority Systems derived
mathematics. of student from Access
population has |Points.
huge learning
lgaps due to theirfContinue
disabilities. progress
[monitoring
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
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Mathematics Goal
#3B:

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
enough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

data and reference to

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

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

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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4A. FCAT 2.0: LA At UALT. LALT. LALT. LA.1
Percentage of isk student [Low teacher/ |Instructors and administrators Comparison of results from start to| Star Math
S population student ration finish
students in lowest [Transient nature Discovery Ed
25% making of the student  [Enroll in
learning gains in population. [Achieve 3000 [FCAT results
mathematics. Majority .
of student IContinue
population has |progress
huge learning  Jmonitoring
lgaps due to thei
disabilities.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current 2013 Expected
HAA - [Level of Level of
— [Performance:* |Performance:*
Students are placed at
the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from
the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
[placement.
[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.
1A 2. A2 4A.2. 1A 2. A2,
1A 3. 4A.3. 4A.3. 1A 3. 4A3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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4B. Florida 4B.1. At 4B.1. 4B.1 4B 1. 4B.1.
Alternate isk student . Instructors and administrators (Comparison of results from start to
population Low student/ finish [USL evaluations
Assessment: [Transient nature [teacher ration
[Percentage of of the student
students in lowest population. Florida Alternative Assessment
25% making [Majority inlr;)iiie
learning gfuns n of student [Learning
mathematics. population has  |Systems derived

huge learning  [from Access
gaps due to their]Points.

disabilities.
IContinue
progress
[monitoring
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current 2013 Expected
HAR: ILevel of [Level of

[Performance:* [Performance:*

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
[when behaviors are severe
enough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

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

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

June 2012
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Based on ambitious
but achievable Annual
Measurable Objectives

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

2011-2012

2012-2013

2013-2014

2014-2015

2015-2016

2016-2017

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

Baseline
data 2010-
2011

There are

not enough
students

to form
subgroups for
baseline data

Mathematics Goal
HSA:

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
enough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

(Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

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

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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5B. Student 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1.
subgroups by White:
5. 9 Black:
ethnicity (Wh}te, Hispanic:
Black, Hispanic, Asian:
Asian, American American
Indian) not making  [dia™:
satisfactory progress (rpere are
in mathematics. not enough
students
to form
subgroups for
baseline data
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
H5B: [Level of Level of
Fbg.roups are not [Performance:* |Performance:*
generated for this student
population, enrollment
counts don’t meet the
AYP subgroup minimum
hite: [White:
W 1te~. Black:
B l_ack. - [Hispanic:
H1s'pafuc. [Asian:
A51an: IAmerican
Amerlcan Indian:
Indian:
5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2.
5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.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:

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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5C. English 5C.1. At 5C.1. 5C.1 5C.1. 5C.1.
Language Learners isk student . Instructors and administrators (Comparison of results from start to
. population [Enroll in finish Discovery Ed
(ELL) not making [Transient nature]Achieve 3000
satisfactory progress |of the student FCAT results
in mathematics. population.  |Continue
IMajority progress
of student monitoring
population has
huge learning  |SES tutoring as
lgaps due to theirjappropriate
disabilities.
[Low teacher/
student ratio
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
e Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
Students are placed at
the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
enough to affect their
learning. Scores from
the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.
(Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.
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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(SWD) not making
satisfactory progress
in mathematics.

Transient nature
of the student
population.

[Majority

of student
population has
huge learning
lcaps due to their]

student ratio

(Continuous
progress
monitoring

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 SD.1. At 5D.1. SD.1 5D.1 5D.1.
with Disabilities risk student . Comparison of results from start [Florida Alternative Assessment
population [Low teacher/ | Instructors and administrators to finish

#5D:

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
leach student to address
specific needs.

[Performance:*

disabilities.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current 2013 Exgected
[Level of [Level of

[Performance:*

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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5D.2. 5SD.2. SD.2. 5D.2. 5D.2.

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

June 2012
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June 2012
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learning gaps
due to their

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 S.E.l. At SE.1. ) SE.1. o 5SE.1 ) SE.1.
isadvantaged risk student SES tutoring as |[nstructors and administrators . Comparison of results from start
. [population appropriate to finish Discovery Ed
students not making [Transient nature
satisfactory progress [of the student [Enroll in FCAT results
in mathematics. population. [Achieve 3000
[Majority Continue
of student progress
population monitoring
has huge

#5E:

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
[when behaviors are severe
enough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

[Performance:*

disabilities.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current [2013 Expected
[Level of Level of

Performance: *

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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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 Middle School Mathematics Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Florida Alternate Assessment High School Mathematics Goals

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

hool Mathemati¢ Problem-
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:
1. Florida Alternate 1.1. At risk 1.1. 1.1 1.1 1.1.
Assessment: Students student Enrolled . Instructors and administrators Comparison of results from start to
. : population in Unique finish [Florida Alternative Assessment
scoring at Levels 4, 5, [Transient nature|Learning

and 6 in mathematics.

f the student
population.
Majority
of student
population
has huge
learning gaps
due to their
disabilities.

Systems derived
from Access
Points.

Continue
progress
monitoring

[ULS evaluation

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

Students are placed at the
Transition Program through
the IEP process when
behaviors are severe enough
to affect their learning.
Scores from the progress
monitoring, transfer grades
and coursework from the
zoned school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

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

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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2. Florida Alternate
Assessment:
Students scoring at
or above Level 7 in

1. Atrisk
student
population
[Transient nature
of the student

.1. Enrolled

in Unique
[Learning
Systems derived
from Access

2.1
. Instructors and administrators

.1
. Comparison of results from start to)
finish

2.1.

Florida Alternative Assessment

JULS evaluations

Students are placed at the
Transition Program through
the IEP process when
behaviors are severe enough
to affect their learning.
Scores from the progress
monitoring, transfer grades
and coursework from the
zoned school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

[Performance:*

mathematics. population. [Points.
IMajority
of student IContinue
population progress
has huge [monitoring
learning gaps
due to their
disabilities.
Mathematics Goal #2: [R012 Current [2013 Expected
[  |Levelof 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
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Percentage of students
making learning gains
in mathematics.

[Transient nature
of the student
population.

IMajority

of student
population
has huge
learning gaps
due to their

Systems derived
from Access
[Points.

IContinue
progress
monitoring

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:
3. Florida Alternate 3.1. At risk 3.1 Enrolled 3.1. 3.1 3.1
Assessment: student in Unique Instructors and administrators . Comparison of results from start to}
[population [Learning finish Florida Alternative Assessment

JULS evaluation

Students are placed at the
Transition Program through
the IEP process when
behaviors are severe enough
to affect their learning.
Scores from the progress
monitoring, transfer grades
and coursework from the
zoned school determine their
[placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

[Performance:*

disabilities.
Mathematics Goal #3 2012 Current 2013 Exgected
[Level of [Level of

[Performance:*

3.2.

3.2.

3.2.

3.2.

3.2.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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3.3. 3.3. 3.3. 3.3. 3.3.
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:
4. Florida Alternate 1. Atrisk ~ K.1. 4.1, o 41 41 )
Assessment: student [Enrolled Instructors and administrators Comparison of results from start to |. Florida Alternative Assessment
population in Unique finish

Percentage of students [Transient nature|Learning
in lowest 25% making |of the student [Systems derived

JULS evaluation

Students are placed at the
Transition Program through
the IEP process when
behaviors are severe enough
to affect their learning.
Scores from the progress
monitoring, transfer grades
and coursework from the
zoned school determine their
[placement.

(Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

learning gains in population. from Access
mathematics. [Majority Points.
of student
population IContinue
has huge progress
learning gaps  [monitoring
due to their
disabilities.
Mathematics Goal #4 2012 Current 2013 Expected

[Level of
[Performance:*

[Level of
[Performance:*

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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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
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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 of Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
student achievement data Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of
and reference to “Guiding Strategy

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

1. Students scoring at|l.1. Majority  |L.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
Achievement Level 3 of student Progress Instructors and administrators Pre and post data from school EOC Exam
in Alsebra 1 population Monitoring evaluation
in gebra 1. has huge
learning gaps  |Part time
due to their tutoring
disabilities.
Majority
of students
on option 1
diploma
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Algebra 1 Goal #1:

Students are placed at the
Transition Program through
the TEP process when
behaviors are severe enough
to affect their learning.
Scores from the progress
monitoring, transfer grades
and coursework from the
zoned school determine their
placement.

(Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

2012 Current
Level of

Performance: *

2013 Expected
Level of

Performance: *

1.2

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

Anticipated
Barrier

following group:

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

June 2012
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2. Students scoring 2.1. At risk 2.1. 2.1 2.1. 2.1
at or above student Part time Pre and post data from school [EOC scores
. Ipopulation tutoring as . Instructors and administrators evaluation
Achievement Levels 4 Transient naturefappropriate
and S in Algebra 1.  [of the student
[population. Progress
monitoring
Majority
of student
[population
has huge
learning gaps
due to their
disabilities.
Majority
on option 1
diploma
Algebra Goal #2 2012 Current 2013 Exnected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
Students are placed at the
Transition Program through
the IEP process when
behaviors are severe enough
to affect their learning.
Scores from the progress
monitoring, transfer grades
and coursework from the
zoned school determine their
[placement.
(Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.

June 2012
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Revised April 29, 2011
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students are
not assessed
from year
to the next.

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
school will reduce data 2010-
their achievement 2011  [pue to the
ap by 50%. i
2ap by o N/A transitory
nature of
the student
population
baseline
data is not
available.
The same

Algebra 1 Goal #3A.:

Students are placed at the
Transition Program through
the IEP process when
behaviors are severe enough
to affect their learning.
Scores from the progress
monitoring, transfer grades
and coursework from the
zoned school determine their
placement.

|Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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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 subgroups:
3B. Student 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1.
subgroups by White:
-G . Black:
ethnicity (Wh}te, Hispanic:
Black, Hispanic, Asian:
[Asian, American American
: : Indian:
Indian) not making
satisfactory progress |5, oroups not
in Algebra 1. Jgenerated
Algebra 1 Goal #3B: 2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
Sub groups are
not generated due
to the transient
nature of the student
population and
enrollment counts
do not meet the AYP
subgroup minimum.
White: White:
Black: Black:
Hispanic: Hispanic:
Asian: Asian:
[American lAmerican
Indian: Indian:
3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.
3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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learning gaps
due to their

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 subgroup:
3C. English LanguagepC.1. At 3C.1. 3C.1. 3C.1. 3C.1.
Learners (ELL) not risk student Instructors and administrators [Pre and post data from school
. . Ipopulation Progress evaluation
making satisfactory Transient naturejmonitoring
progress in Algebra |of the student [EOC exam results
1. [population. Student
Tutoring
Majority
of student EOC summer
[population camp
has huge

Students are placed at the
Transition Program through
the IEP process when
behaviors are severe enough
to affect their learning.
Scores from the progress
monitoring, transfer grades
and coursework from the
zoned school determine their
[placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

[Performance:*

disabilities.
Algebra 1 Goal #3C 2012 Current 2013 Exgected
Level of Level of

Performance:*

3C.2.

3C.2.

3C.2.

3C.2.

3C.2.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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learning gaps
due to their

3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3.
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 subgroup:
3D. Students 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1.
with Disabilities JAt risk ;tudent Student tutoring| Instructors and administrators Pre an(_i post data from school
. [population evaluation [EOC exam results
(SWD) not making  1;ngient nature Progress
satisfactory progress |of the student |monitoring
in Algebra 1. population.
[EOC summer
Majority camp
of student
population
has huge

Students are placed at the
Transition Program through
the IEP process when
behaviors are severe enough
to affect their learning.
Scores from the progress
monitoring, transfer grades
land coursework from the
zoned school determine their
placement.

Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

Performance:*

disabilities.
Algebra 1 Goal #3D: 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
Level of Level of

Performance:*

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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students not making
satisfactory progress
in Algebra 1.

Transient nature
of the student
[population.

Majority

of student
Ipopulation
has huge
learning gaps
due to their

Tutoring

[EOC summer
camp

Progress
monitoring

3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2.
3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3.
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 subgroup:
3E. Economically B3E.1. At 3E.1. B3E.1 BE.1. BE.1
Disadvantaged risk student . Instructors and administrators Pre and post data from school
Ipopulation Student evaluation [EOC exam results

Students are placed at the
Transition Program through
the IEP process when
behaviors are severe enough
to affect their learning.
Scores from the progress
monitoring, transfer grades
and coursework from the
zoned school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

Performance:*

disabilities.
Algebra 1 Goal #3E: 2012 Current  [2013 Expected
Level of Level of

Performance: *

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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B3E.2. 3E.2. BE.2. BE.2. BE.2.

3E.3. 3E.3. BE.3. BE.3. BE.3.

End of Algebra 1 EOC Goals

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Geometry End-of-Course Goals (7/is section needs to be completed by all schools that have students taking the Geometry EOC)

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

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

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

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

at Achievement . Majority . Instructors and administrators . Pre anvd post data from school [EOC score
5 of student Progress evaluation
Level 3 in Geometry. [population [monitoring
has huge

learning gaps  |[Summer school
due to their
disabilities. Student tutoring

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

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of

Performance:*

1.2

1.2.

1.2.

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

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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2. Students scoring -1 2.1, 2.1. o 2.1 2.1
at or above . At risk student |Part time [nstructors and administrators Pre and post data from school EOC score
. population tutoring evaluation
Achievement Levels |, naturel
4 and S in Geometry.|of the student  [Progress
population monitoring
IMajority
f student
population
has huge
learning gaps
due to their
disabilities.
Geometg: Goal #2: 2012 Current |2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Students are placed at Performance:* |Performance:*
the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from
the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.
[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.
Based on ambitious 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

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 201
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3A. In six years, [Baseline Data not
school will reduce [data 2011- [available as
their achievement [2012 the student
gap by 50%. [population is
transitory in
nature.
Geometry Goal #3A:
| Data not available as
the student population
is transitory in nature.
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
subgroups:
3B. Student 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1.
subgroups by White:
Y . . Black:
ethnicity (White, Hispanic:
Black, Hispanic, Asian:
Asian, American [American
Indian) not making  ["dia™
§atisfactory progress|n .. ot
D G T available as
the student
population is
transitory in
nature.
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Geometry Goal #3B:

Sub groups are not
generated because
of transient nature
of the student
population and
enrollment counts
do not meet the AYP
sub group minimum.

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of

Performance:*

[White: White:
Black: Black:
[Hispanic: Hispanic:
IAsian: Asian:
[American lAmerican
Indian: Indian:
3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.
3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring 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. At 3C.1. 3C.1. 3C.1. 3C.1.
Language Learners isk stuc'ient o Pre anq post data from school EOC score
. population Progress Instructors and administrators evaluation
(ELL) not making [Transient naturejmonitoring
satisfactory progress |of the student [SES tutoring

in Geometry. population
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Geometry Goal #3C:

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of

Performance:*

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

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

Revised April 29, 2011
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3D. Students 3D.1 3D.1 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1
with Disabilities At sk stud Tutori [nstructors and administrators Pre1 anq post data from school . EOC score
. . At risk student|. Tutorin, evaluation
(SWD) not making bopulation &
satisfactory progress [Transient nature|Progress
in Geometry. of the student  monitoring
population
. Majority
of student
population
has huge
learning gaps
due to their
disabilities.
Geometry Goal #3D: [2012 Current [2013 Expected
[Level of Level of
Students are placed at Performance:* [Performance:*
the Transition Program
through the IEP process
[when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from
the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.
[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.
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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learning gaps
due to their

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. Economical]y BE.1. 3E.1 3E.1 BE.1 3E.1
Disadvantaged At rlsk.student Tutoring N Pre anq post data from school
. population . Instructors and administrators evaluation [EOC score
students not making [Transient nature|Progress
satisfactory progress jof the student monitoring
in Geometry. population
. Majority
of student
population
has huge

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
[when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

[Performance:*

disabilities.
Geometnz Goal #3E 2012 Current 2013 Exgected
[Level of Level of

Performance:*

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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BE.2. BE.2. BE2. BE.2. BE2.
BE 3. BE 3. BE3. BE 3. BE3.

End of Geometry EOC Goals

Mathematics 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

PD Participants

Target Dates (e.g., early release)

Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring

Person or Position Responsible
for Monitoring

PLC activity.
PD Content/Topic Grade Level/ 3% zrz:g}g;ator
and/or PLC Focus Subject PLC Leader

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

or school-wide)

and Schedules (e.g., frequency off
meetings)

None at this time

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

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

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]).

learning gaps
due to their

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 At risk student Instructors and administrators . Pre and post data from school . FCAT results
. population Progress evaluation
AChl.evement Level 3 [Transient naturejmonitoring
In science. f the student
population. Student tutoring
Majority
of student
population
has huge

disabilities.
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Science Goal #1A:

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

Levels 4, 5, and 6 in
science.

of the student

population

1A.2. 1A2. 1A.2. 1A2. 1A2.
1A3. 1A3. 1A3. 1A.3. 1A3.
1B. Florida 1B.1 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1 1B.1.
Alternate . Pre and post data from school [FCAT results
. . At risk student Instructors and administrators evaluation
Assessment: . population [Progress
Students scoring at [Transient naturefmonitoring

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Science Goal #1B: 2012 Current  |2013 Expected
Level of Level of

[Performance:* |Performance:*

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

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 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:
DA. FCAT 2.0: StudentsPA 1. PAT. pAl B DA PAl
scoring at or above At rlsk'student . Instructors and administrators . Pre an.d post data from school . FCAT results
. population [Progress evaluation
Achievement Levels 4 Transient naturejmonitoring [Discovery Ed
and 5 in science. of the student
population Student
Tutoring
Science Goal #ZA 2012 Current 201 3Expected
[Level of Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*
Students are placed at the
Transition Program through the
IEP process when behaviors
are severe enough to affect
their learning. Scores from the
progress monitoring, transfer
orades and coursework from the]
zoned school determine their
placement.
[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for each
student to address specific
needs.
2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. A2,
DA.3. DA.3. 2A.3. DA.3. DA.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2B. Florida Alternate
Assessment: Students
scoring at or above
Level 7 in science.

2B.1

. At risk student
Ipopulation
Transient nature
of the student
Ipopulation

2B.1.
Enrolled
in Unique
Learning
Systems derived|
from Access
Points.

Continue
progress
monitoring

2B.1.
Instructors and administrators

DB.1.
Pre and post data from school
evaluation

2B.1.

ULS evaluations

[Florida Alternative Assessment

Science Goal #2B:

Students are placed at the
Transition Program through the
IEP process when behaviors
are severe enough to affect
their learning. Scores from the
[progress monitoring, transfer
grades and coursework from the}
zoned school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for each
student to address specific
needs.

2012 Current
Level of
Performance:*

2013Expected
Level of

Performance:*

2B.2.

2B.2.

PB.2.

2B.2.

2B.2.

2B.3.

2B.3.

PB.3.

2B.3.

2B.3.

End of Elementary and Middle School Science Goals

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

101




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

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 [l.1. L1 L1 L1 L1
Assessment: At risk §tudent o Pre and' post data from school
. population Enrolled Instructors and administrators evaluation ULS
Students scoring %t [Transient naturefin Unique Florida Alternative Assessment
Levels 4, 5, and 6 in [of the student  |Learning

science. population Systems derived

from Access
Points.
Continue
progress
monitoring

June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
enough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

(Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

Science Goal #1: 2012 Current  |2013 Expected
[Level of [Level of

[Performance:*

[Performance:*

[Points.

Continue
progress
monitoring

1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2 1.2
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of student achievement Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
data, and reference to
“Guiding Questions”,
identify and define areas
in need of improvement
for the following group:
2. Florida Alternate |2-1. 2.1. 2.1. 2.1. 2.1.
Assessment: At risk student |Enrolled Pre and post data from school ULS.
. population in Unique [nstructors and administrators evaluation
Students scoring at Transient nature|learning Florida Alternative Assessment
or above Level 7in [of the student  [Systems derived|
science. population from Access

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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Science Goal #2 2012 Current |2013Expected
Level of Level of

Students are placed at Performance:* [Performance:*

the Transition Program

through the IEP process

'when behaviors are severe
enough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

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 I EOC)

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

Biology 1 EOC |Problem-
Goals Solving
Process to|
Increase
Student
Achievem
ent
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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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:
1. Students scoring at 1A1~ o sud L1 11~1~ L1 L1
. : t risk student nstructors
A,c L Ll [population Student tutoring|Administration Pre/Post data from school [EOC exam score
Biology 1. Progress levaluation
Transient naturejmonitoring
of the student
opulation
Biology 1 Goal #1: 2012 Current 2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Performance:* |Performance:*
Students are placed at the
Transition Program through the
IEP process when behaviors
are severe enough to affect
their learning. Scores from the
[progress monitoring, transfer
grades and coursework from the}
zoned school determine their
placement.
Academic Goals are
individually addressed for each
student to address specific
needs.
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
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Students are placed at the
Transition Program through the
IEP process when behaviors
are severe enough to affect
their learning. Scores from the
[progress monitoring, transfer
grades and coursework from the]
zoned school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for each
student to address specific
needs.

Performance:*

Performance:*

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:
2. Students scoring at  [2.1. 2.1 2. 2.1 2.1.
or above Achievement At rlsk‘student .Progres_s Administration, Instructors Pre and_ post data from school EOC exam score
. Ipopulation monitoring levaluation
Levels 4 and 5 in Transient nature|
Biology 1. of the student  [Student
opulation Tutoring
Biology 1 Goal #2: 2012 Current |2013 Expected
Level of Level of

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.2.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

2.3.

End of Biology 1 EOC Goals

June 2012
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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 PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g. , Early - g
and/or PLC Focus (Chs .Level/ and/or (e.g. , PLC, subject, grade level, or Release) and Schedules (e.g., Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring LHGEIIE Posmqn Responmble ttor
Subject : . Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
N/A

Science Budget (Insert rows as needed) N/A

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: 1A.1. 1A.1 1A.1. 1A.1. 1A.1.
Students scoring at At riskvstudent Administration/Instructors Pre and' post data from school ' .
. population progress evaluation Florida Writes
Achievement Level Transient naturefmonitoring
3.0 and higher in f the student
writing. population CCSS
benchmarks
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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'Writing Goal #1A.:

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

2012 Current
[Level of
[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

or higher in writing.

population

1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. A2
1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. LA 3.
1B. Florida 1B.1. At IB.1. progress |IB.1. Administration/Instructors  |1B.1. 1B.1.
Alternate risk student monitoring Pre and post data from school Florida Writes
. population evaluation
Assessment: Transient naturefCCSS
Students scoring at 4f the student  penchmarks

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Writing Goal #1B: 2012 Current

[Level of
Students are placed at Performance:*
the Transition Program
through the IEP process

'when behaviors are severe
enough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

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

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

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

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

Please note that each
Strategy does not require a
professional development or
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 5 3 Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
Introduction to the Administrator . . Lo . e
1-12 Instructional staff ongoin Sign in sheets Sac Chair/Administration
CCSS benchmarks CCSS Team goms £

Writing Budget (Insert rows as needed) N/A

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

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of
[Performance:*

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 Civics.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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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. 2.3. 2.3.
June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011

116




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

Civics Professional Development

Professional
Development
(PD) aligned with
Strategies through|

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

Strategy does not require a
professional development or

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

Civics Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

Subtotal:

Technology

Strategy

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Amount

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 (EOC) 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 |[!.1 L1 L1 L1 L1
at Achievement
Level 3 in U.S.
History.
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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[U.S. History Goal #1:

Students are placed at

the Transition Program
through the IEP process
when behaviors are severe
lenough to affect their
learning. Scores from

the progress monitoring,
transfer grades and
coursework from the zoned
school determine their
placement.

[Academic Goals are
individually addressed for
each student to address
specific needs.

2012 Current
[Level of

[Performance:*

2013 Expected
[Level of

[Performance:*

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 U.S.
History.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

2.1.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011

120




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

[U.S. History 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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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 tof
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.
At risk student [One on one
population. consultation IAdministration [ncrease in percentage kschool plus
with Dean,
Transitory Mental Health
population Specialist,
lnd Parent
Majority ESE  fconferences.
population

IAssistance with
'YRO

District with
(ruancy team

Attendance Goal #1: [2012 Current 2013 Expected
Attendance Attendance
IRate:* IRate:*
Increase attendance
by 30 %.
June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012 Current 2013 Expected

INumber of INumber of

Students with  |Students with

[Excessive [Excessive

JAbsences JAbsences

(10 or more) (10 or more)

2012 Current. |2013 Expected

[Number of ~ [Number of

Students with  |[Students with

[Excessive [Excessive

[Tardiness (10 orfTardiness (10 or}

ore) ore)

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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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 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)

None at this time

Attendance Budget (Insert rows as needed) N/A

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 Attendance Goals

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

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

At risk student
population

Transitory student

consultation with
[Dean, Mental and
Health Specialist,

Oss forms

Suspension Problem-
Goal(s) solving
Process to
Decrease
Suspension
Based on the analysis Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
of suspension data, and Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of
reference to “Guiding Strategy
Questions,” identify and
define areas in need of
improvement:
1. Suspension 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
One on one AL staff Behavior Levels

school plus

Decrease the percentages
of suspensions by 30 %

population Parent conferences.
100% ESE [ndividual Goal
opulation Setting
Suspension Goal #1: 2012 Total Number [2013 Exnected
of In —School INumber of
Suspensions In- School

Suspensions

2012 Total Number

2013 Expected

of Students INumber of Students
Suspended Suspended
[n-School I[n -School

June 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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2012 Total
INumber of Out-of-

School Suspensions

2013 Expected

[Number of
Out-of-School
Suspensions

of Students

Suspended
Out- of- School

2012 Total Number

2013 Expected

Suspended
Out- of-School

INumber of Students

1.2

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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Suspension Professional Development

Professional
Development
(PD) aligned with
Strategies through

Professional
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)

None at this time

Suspension Budget (Insert rows as needed) N/A

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 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
parent involvement data, Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of

Dropout Prevention
Goal #1:

Maintain percentage
of students enrolled,
decrease drop-out
rate.

[Dropout Rate:*

IDropout Rate:*

and reference to “Guiding Strategy
Questions,” identify and
define areas in need of
improvement:
1. Dropout 1.1. 1.1. 1.1 1.1 1.1.
. At risk student Consultations with
L population [Dean, Principal, A1l Staff Percentages eschool plus
counselors, Conference notes
100% ESE District records
population Parent conferences [_cvel sheets
Behavior levels
Transitory Character counts
population ktrategies.
[ndividual Behavior
Goals
2012 Current 2013 Expected

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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2012 Current
Graduation Rate:*

2013 Expected

Graduation Rate:*

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 Paﬁ1c1pants Target Dates (e.g. , Early - T T e o
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)

None at this time

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

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
Rule 6A-1.099811
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
At risk student  [Monthly Principal Parent survey SAC Minutes
population meetings SAC Chair [ncrease percent of parents Survey results
Daily and weekly[Behavior Specialist nvolved with SAC Meetings
100% ESE handouts Dean
population Parenting classes [Teachers
Phone calls
Transitory Web page
tudent Psychiatric
opulation ppointments

Parent Involvement Goal
iid N

Increase parent involvement in
school related activities.

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

2012 Current
[Level of Parent
[nvolvement:*

2013 Expected
[Level of Parent

[nvolvement:*

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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5%

20%.

1.2.

1.3.

Parent Involvement Professional Development

Professional
Development
(PD) aligned with
Strategies through

Professional
Learning

Community (PLC)

or PD Activity

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

PLC activity.
PD Content /Topic Grade Level/ PD Facilitator PD Paﬁlclpants Target Dates (e.g. , Early - e 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)
None at this time

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

funded activities /materials.

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source Amount

Postage Monthly parent news letter Title 1 41.00
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

Annual Meeting/Open house Handouts, Title 1 70.00
Subtotal:

Total: $111.00

End of Parent Involvement Goal(s)

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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

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

STEM Goal #1:

1.2.

1.2.

1.2.

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

STEM 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
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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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

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

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

CTE Goal #1:

The Transition School includes in the curriculum
awareness and exploration of various careers/interests
of students. We also encourage students to participate
in the Career Navigators, as appropriate, to further their
career skills. Additionally the counselors have students
run a small detail business with the intention to teach
cooperation, teamwork and positive work ethics.

1.1.
100% ESE population

At risk population

1.1.
Choices
Career Navigators

Career Library

1.1.

A1l staff

1.1.

Completion of program

1.1.

Time card

Level sheets

1.2

1.2

1.3.

1.3.

1.3.

CTE Professional Development

Professional
Development
(PD) aligned with
Strategies through
Professional
Learning

June 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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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 izt _Level/ and/or (e.g. , PLC, subject, grade level, or Release) and Schedules (e.g., Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring T2 Posﬁlqn R_esponmble o
Subject . . Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
None at this time

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

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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Additional Goal(s)
* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represents next to the percentage (e.g. 70% (35)).
Problem-
Solving
Process to
. Increase
Additional Goal(s) | gtudent
Achieveme
nt
Based on the analysis of school Anticipated Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
data, identify and define Barrier Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of
areas in need of improvement: Strategy
1. Additional Goal 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.
[Additional Goal #1: 2012 Current  |2013 Expected
Level :* Level :*
IN/A
1.2 1.2 1.2. 1.2 1.2
1.3 1.3 1.3. 1.3 1.3

Additional Goals Professional Development

June 2012
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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 o :
and/or PLC Focus Grade _Level/ and/or (e.g. , PLC, subject, grade level, or Release) and Schedules (e.g., Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring LTS Posmo_n R_esponmble i
Subject . . Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
N/A
June 2012
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Additional Goal(s) Budget (Insert rows as needed) N/A

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
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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

111.00 Total:

STEM Budget
Total:
CTE Budget
Total:
Additional Goals
Total:
June 2012
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| Grand Total:
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Differentiated Accountability

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

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

School
Differentiated
Accountability

Status

OPriority OFocus OPrevent

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 X0 No

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

Meetings schedule is listed on the school website. Newsletters are sent home with students to try to encourage parent attendance. Monthly meetings are held on the same
day and time to help prospective members with organizational procedure schedules.

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

Monthly meetings that are marketed through the school website and monthly newsletters. Constant website updates.

Describe the projected use of SAC funds. Amount

NA

June 2012
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