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2012-2013 SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

PART I: CURRENT SCHOOL STATUS

School | nfor mation

School Name: Durrance ES District Name: Orange
Principal: Susan Abbe Superintendent: Barbara Jenkins
SAC Chair: Elizabeth Palermo and Suzi Spencer Date of School Board Approval: Pending

Student Achievement Data and Reference M aterials:

The following links will open in a separate browsendow.

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

K-12 Comprehensive Research Based Reading Plan

Administrators

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

Number of Number of
Years at Years as an
Current School Administrator

Degree(s)/

Position Name Certification(s)

2004-A AYP - No

2005-B AYP- Yes

2006-A AYP - No

2007-A AYP - No

2008-A AYP - No

8.5 12 2009-A AYP - No

2010-A AYP - No

2011-B AYP - No

2012-A Learning gains in Reading-79%, Learning GamMath-
69%, Lowest 25%- Reading- 98%- Math- 72%

MA — Ed Leadership

Principal Susan Abbe BS — Elem. Ed

EDS-Ed Leadership 2012-A Learning gains in Reading-79%, Learning GamMath-
Guillermo Moreno MA- Curriculum 1 2 69%, Lowest 25%- Reading- 98%- Math- 72%
BA- Elementary Ed.

Assistant
Principal
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I nstructional Coaches

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

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

Number of Number of Years as
Years at an Instructional
Current School Coach

Subject Name Degree(s)/
Area Certification(s)

2005-B AYP- Yes
2006-A AYP - No
2007-A AYP - No
2008-A AYP - No
. . . Masters 2009-A AYP - No
Guidance Monigue Rivers Guidance 8 8 2010-A AYP - No
2011-B AYP - No

2012-A Learning gains in Reading-79%, Learning Gam

Math-69%, Lowest 25%- Reading- 98%- Math- 72%

2011- School Grade B

2011 AYP - 72%

3 3 2012-A Learning gains in Reading-79%, Learning Gam
Math-69%, Lowest 25%- Reading- 98%- Math- 72%

Masters

Reading Holly Christian Elem. Ed.

2011 - School Grade B

2011 - AYP 72%

3 3 2012-A Learning gains in Reading-79%, Learning Gam
Math-69%, Lowest 25%- Reading- 98%- Math- 72%

Bachelors

Writing Jackie Boston Elem. Ed

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

Description of Strategy Person Responsible Projected Completion Date
1. Assign mentors Principal 8/20/12
2. Scheduled monthly meetings with instructional coach Instructional Coach 8/20/12
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3. Provide ongoing, differentiated professional depatent

Principal, AP, Coaches, CRT

ongoing

4. Coaches and resource teachers assigned to woselycleish

new teachers

Principal, AP

ongoing

Non-Highly Effective I nstructors

Provide the number of instructional staff and pesfgssionals that are teaching out-of-field and wdorived less than an effective rating (instruclcstaff only)..

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

Staff Demographics

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

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

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

—

N/A

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

5 :
Nu-lr:tt)ilr of % of First- % of Teachers | % of Teachers | % of Teachers | % of Teachers| % Highly % Reading 20 g:;'%nal % ESOL
X Year with 1-5 Years | with 6-14 Years| with 15+ Years | with Advanced| Effective Endorsed o Endorsed
Instructional ; : . Certified
Teachers of Experience of Experience of Experience Degrees Teachers Teachers Teachers
Staff Teachers
46 19.5% (9) 19.5% (9) 41% (19) 20% (9) 26% (12) 100% 13% (6) 2% (1) 100% (46)

Teacher Mentoring Program/Plan

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

Mentee Assigned

Rationale for Pairing

Planned Mentoring Activities

Jennifer Unzicker

Tabitha Eisenberg

Common Grade Level

Weekly Mehtentee Meeting

Marta Holzapfel

Chelsea DiNiro

Former Kindergarfezram Leader

Weekly Mentor/Mentee Meeting

Nora Marrero

Jade Foster

Common Grade Level

Weekly Mentor/Mentee Meeting

Melissa Tankovich

Edith Flores

Common Grade Level

eelfy Mentor/Mentee Meeting

Jackie Boston

Kelly Saenz

Former Second Grade Beach

Weekly Mentor/Mentee Meeting

Kris Miller

Laura Gardner

Former Third Grade Teasader

Weekly Mentor/Mentee Meeting

Stephanie Connell

Marilynn Romero

Former ESE Teache

Weekly Mentor/Mentee Meeting

Sara Ghanbari

Leila Vergara

Common Grade Level

\lyedkntor/Mentee Meeting

Danielle Barney

Marissa Zucker

Common Subject Area

Weekly Mentor/Mentee Meeting
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Additional Reguirements

Coordination and I ntegration-Title | Schools Only

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

Title I, Part A
N/A

Title I, Part C- Migrant

Title I, Part D

Title Il

Title 11l

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
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School-Based MTSS/Rtl Team

Identify the school-based MTSS leadership team.
The Rtl Leadership Team includes the principalpstipsychologist, curriculum resource teacher, gng® counselor, staffing specialist and selectedngé¢ education and ESE

teachers as needed. The Speech & Language Pa#iplogimpliance Teacher, the OT and PT therapidtbwincluded as needed.

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

After Professional Learning Communities (PLC) meediscuss and compare on-going progress of stadir classroom teacher will conference with parehstruggling
students regarding implementation of interventignschool based meeting with the Rtl LeadershipnT earequested and scheduled if more classroonvienéons are needed.
During the meeting, the process and documentatioprbgress monitoring is determined. The meetiiligraconvene after a designated number of weekigrAeveral

intervention cycles, the Rtl Team will discuss ffignt evaluation if needed.

Describe the role of the school-based MTSS leagetshm in the development and implementation efstthool improvement plan (SIP). Describe how ttiggRblem-solving
process is used in developing and implementinGiRe

Several members of the Rtl Leadership Team arenaésobers of the School Advisory Council that depetband will implement this year's school improvatrgan.

Furthermore, after identifying areas or need, thigddm will implement researched-based strategiesruggling students and progress monitor theiwgh in identified areas.

MTSS Implementation

Describe the data source(s) and the data manageysaim(s) used to summarize data at each tieedaling, mathematics, science, writing, and betlavio
Baseline data: Benchmark Data, FAIR, Florida Corensive Assessment Test, CELLA, FAA, FLKRS, SMSERE
Progress Monitoring: Benchmark mini-assessment$RFBoar to Success, Fastt Math, FCAT Explorer, F&Gmulations, FCRR activities, Science journalgl APP

Midyear: Benchmark tests, Florida Assessmentsrfstruiction in Reading (FAIR), STAR testing, writisgnulation, PMAPP

End of year: FAIR, FCAT, FAA, CELLA
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Describe the plan to train staff on MTSS.

The school psychologist provides the overview trajrio the staff. The psychologist will meet wittade level teams as needed. Various members &fttheeadership Team will

attend district level meetings and trainings. Tietriuctional coach will mentor new teachers throtighRtl Process during monthly meetings.

Describe the plan to support MTSS.

The school implements a common planning calendgr adcess given to all staff members. The schesigthed an additional intervention time to be piedi by the coaches an

resource teachers on a daily basis. Documentatistudent progress will be recorded.

Multi-Tiered System of Supports (MTSS) /Response to | nstruction/I ntervention (Rtl)

Literacy Leadership Team (LLT)
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School-Based Literacy Leadership Team

Identify the school-based Literacy Leadership T€hahT).
Our school literacy team will consist of the Read@oach - Holly Christian; the Writing Coach - JecBoston; the Curriculum Resource teacher — Kikirtst the School Media

Specialist — Marta Holzapfel; the Assistant PriatipGuillermo Moreno; the school Principal - Sugdibe; and team leaders for each grade level.

Describe how the school-based LLT functions (ergpeting processes and roles/functions).

The Literacy Team will meet once a month to disaets, updates, and recent testing reports antigeshe Reading Coach will share class summargrtspFAIR testing
reports, and Benchmark reports to monitor the esee or decreases in student achievement. Shalsailchair professional book studies. The MediaBfist's main goal will be|
to get the students excited about reading anddaisua rigorous program through Accelerated Readentives and rewards. She will also promoteBbek It Program with
Accelerated Reader to increase student interebeiarea of independent reading. The school wiktlpase the Sunshine State Young Readers booksrwofe ongoing reading
and literacy at home for 3rd-5th graders. The WgitCoach will coach young writers and model writiegsons with 4th grade classes. The CRT will sgleeBAIR and

Benchmark testing and provide timely students’ esdo teachers.

What will be the major initiatives of the LLT thygar?

The major initiative of the Literacy Leadership Tewill be to promote reading success. We will nregularly to discuss as well as analyze assessagato establish needs
that promote student achievement. In addition ¢ulee meetings, the team will revisit and reevadithe reading curriculum to be sure it is integtateross all grade levels.
Designated members will meet with grade level teamshare reading programs and plans for the sgie@ol The literacy team will choose Professionad@&opment and book
studies that are aligned with the needs of ouf.st@hdergarten and First grade teachers willblved with three all-day planning days to engheimplementation of the

Common Core Standards. Instructional Managemeste8ytraining will be provided.

Public School Choice
» Supplemental Educational Services (SES) Notification
Upload a copy of the SES Noaotification to Parentthandesignated upload link on the “Upload” page.
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*Elementary Title | Schools Only: Pre-School Transition
Describe plans for assisting preschool childremmansition from early childhood programs to loc&neentary 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 schumlre that every teacher contributes to the reddipgovement of every student?

N/A

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

N/A

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

N/A

Postsecondary Transition

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

N/A
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PART II: EXPECTED IMPROVEMENTS

Reading Goals

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

Reading Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

Based on the analysis of student achievement daltaederence to
“Guiding Questions,” identify and define areas éed of
improvement for the following group:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3 in reading.

1A. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at Achievement Level

1A.1.
Targeted students

Reading Goal #1A:

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Durrance Elementary will teag

the Common Core Standards

are consistently
tardy/absent and

all the students in K-1 and
NGSSS in reading to ¢

1A.1.

[The school will implemen
an Attendance Incentive
Program that rewards

1A.1.
Registrar, teachers,
Principal

1A.1.

Monitoring attendance
logs and student
achievement data and

1A.1.
Student achievement da
and EDW reports for
attendance.

students 2-5. The key focus if
reading instruction will be to
increase learner engagement
through hands on learning
opportunities. Ongoing formal
and informal assessments of
student achievement will be
conducted in all grades. Data
will be collected and analyzed
Differentiated instructional
strategies will be identified an
used to deliver focused
instruction. We will incorporat
action research with an
emphasis on rigor, relevance
and relationships in reading.
Professional development wil
focus on enhancing the skills
the teacher to meet the
individual learner’s needs to
help them maintain or gain in
reading.

Tier 3 intervention
time is needed.

plus more) during the

Reading Intervention (corfReading Coach,

writing coach, resource

Level of Level of ! ) : )
Performance:|Performance:* they miss class timfstudents on being on time EDW reports.
37% (62) |40% (67) and coming to schd@very
day.
1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2.

Review data from
Intervention Assessmen

Benchmark tests and
FAIR assessments will

New teachers t
several grade level

Instructional coach will
onduct monthly meeting
with new teachers. PLC
groups will be intentionall
structured and planned
weekly to support new
teachers to the grade levd

Beaders, Administrators,
CRT

4

Instructional coach, tearfReview data from

benchmark assessment
FAIR, and FAIR OPM,
IPDP

school day. teachers, classroom Benchmark tests, FAIR [placed in data notebools.
teachers, and and FAIR Ongoing
administrators Progress Monitoring, Rt
meetings scheduled
1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3.

Lesson plans, CWT-cla
Kbservations, data
notebooks

bS
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1B. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students scoring at

Levels4, 5, and 6 in reading.

1B.1.
Targeted students

Reading Goal #1B:

2012 Current

2013 Expected

are consistently
tardy/absent and

Durrance Elementary will teac
Access Points to all students
K-5th grade. The key focus in

1B.1

The school will implemen
an Attendance Incentive
Program that rewards

1B.1.
Registrar, teachers,
Principal

1B.1.

Monitoring attendance
logs and student
achievement data and

1B.1.
Student achievement da
and EDW reports for
attendance.

reading instruction will be to
increase learner engagement
through hands on learning
opportunities. Ongoing formal
and informal assessments of
student achievement will be
conducted in all grades. Data
will be collected and analyzed
Differentiated instructional
strategies will be identified an
used to deliver focused
instruction. We will incorporat|
action research with an
emphasis on rigor, relevance
and relationships in reading.
Professional development wil
focus on enhancing the skills
the teacher to meet the
individual learner’s needs to
help them maintain or gain in
reading.

Level of Level of
Performance:|Performance:* they miss class timjstudents on being on time EDW reports.
n and coming to school eve
15% (5) [18% (6) day.
1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2.
Fidelity in Create a curriculum map |Classroom teachers,  [Monitoring of lesson Assessment tools,

implementing the

provided curriculunfreading curriculum

that matches available

administration, CRT, angblans and PMAPP data

resource teachers

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

S

focus in reading
instruction will be to
increase learner
engagement through
hands on learning
opportunities. Ongoing
formal and informal
assessments of studen
achievement will be
conducted in all grades
Data will be collected
and analyzed.
Differentiated
instructional strategies
will be identified and
used to deliver focused
instruction. We will
incorporate action
research with an
emphasis on rigor,
relevance and
relationships in reading
Professional
development will focus
on enhancinghte skills o
the teacher to meet the
individual learner’s nee
to help them maintain o

Only 29% of the students
scored a level 4 or 5.

Implement enrichment
groups weekly with Gifted
teacher.

Reading Coach, Gifted
teacher, classroom
teachers

2A. FCAT 2.0: Studentsscoring at or above |2A.1. 2A.1. 2A.1. 2A.1. 2A.1.
Achievement Levels4 in reading. There are a high number gfimplement ability groups |Principal, PLC teams, |Benchmark testing, Benchmark tests,

- - students performing belowand differentiated CRT, AVID Coordinator [Reading mini FAIR, SMART goals,
Reading Goal #2A: %%rzem %wdgrade level. instruction as determined In assessments, Rubrics for binder checl
D_urrance Elementary Level of  [|Performance:* PLC's to enhance rigorouq FAIR
will teach the Common fperformand levels of thinking and
Core Standards to all tHe:x questioning
students in K-1 and
NGSSS in reading to & [299%(49) [39% (65)
students 2-5. The key

2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2. 2A.2.

Review Benchmark
assessments and FAIR
data reports.

Houghton Mifflin
assessments, FAIR, miifi
assessments
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gain in reading.

2B. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Students
scoring at or above Level 7 in reading.

2B.1.

Reading Goal #2B:
Durrance Elementary
Wwill teach Access Point
to all students in K-5th
grade. The key focus in
reading instruction will
be to increase learner
engagement through
hands on learning
opportunities. Ongoing
formal and informal
assessments of studen
achievement will be
conducted in all grades
Data will be collected
and analyzed.
Differentiated
instructional strategies
will be identified and
used to deliver focused
instruction. We will
incorporate action
research with an
emphasis on rigor,
relevance and
relationships in reading
Professional
development will focus
on enhancing the skills
the teacher to meet the
individual learner’s nee
to help them maintain g
gain in reading.

Subjectivity of the
implementation of FAA

2012 2013 Expected|
Current Level of
Level of |Performance:*
Performand

e-*

ex

15% (5) |18% (6)

2B.1.

The school will create a
testing schedule that
accommodates student’s

needs and creates optimal

testing environment.

2B.1.

ESE Teachers, CRT, an|
administration

2B.1.

[During FAA, daily
meeting with teachers td
monitor testing progress

2B.1.

FAA Results

2B.2.

Testing window of FAA
falls at midpoint of the
school year

2B.2.

Utilize Keys to the Access
Points beginning in Augus

to plan instruction

2B.2.
ESE Teachers, CRT, an
[administration

2B.2.

monitoring

2B.2.

flesson plans and PMARPAA Results
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Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta a
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas in
need of improvement for the following group:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3A. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of students making

learning gainsin reading.

3A.1.
Identifying students in g

Reading Goal #3A:

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Level of

Level of

Durrance Elementary wi

Performance:

Performance:*

teach the Common Corg

AYP groups to

3A.1.
Analyze student reading
performance using ongoin

implement individualizefformal and informal

reading strategies.

Standards to all the
students in K-1 and

79% (88)

82% (91)

assessments of achievem
to guide instruction.

3A.1.
Principal, CRT, Reading

[Coach, teachers

Ent

3A.1.

3A.1.

Teacher observation andFAIR, Benchmark

reading testing data.

testing, STAR testing

NGSSS in reading to ¢
students 2-5. The key
focus in reading
instruction will be to
increase learner
engagement through ha
on learning opportunities
Ongoing formal and
informal assessments Of
student achievement wil
be conducted in all grad
Data will be collected an
analyzed. Differentiated
instructional strategies
will be identified and use
to deliver focused
instruction. We will
incorporate action
research with an empha
on rigor, relevance and
relationships in reading.
Professional developme
will focus on enhancing
the skills of the teacher t
meet the individual
learner’s needs to help
them maintain or gain in
reading.

3A.2.
Tier 3 intervention time
is needed.

3A.2.
Reading Intervention (corg
plus more) during the schd

3A.2.
Reading Coach,
CRT, writing coach,

day by homeroom teacherglassroom teachers,

and additional intervention
provided by resource
teachers

sesource teachers, and
administrators

3A.2.

Review data from
Intervention Assessmen
Benchmark tests, FAIR
and FAIR Ongoing
Progress Monitoring, Rt
meetings scheduled

3A.2.

Benchmark tests and
FAIR assessments will
placed in data notebooMis.

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011

16



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

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

3B.1.

Reading Goal #3B:

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Durrance Elementary wi

teach Access Points to g

Targeted students are

students in K-5th grade.
The key focus in reading

3B.1
The school will implement
an Attendance Incentive

3B.1.
Registrar, teachers,
Principal

3B.1.
Monitoring attendance
logs and student

3B.1.
Student achieveant data
and EDW reports for

instruction will be to
increase learner
engagement through ha
on learning opportunitieg
Ongoing formal and
informal assessments of
student achievement wil
be conducted in all grade
Data will be collected an
analyzed. Differentiated
instructional strategies
will be identified and use
to deliver focused
instruction. We will
incorporate action
research with an empha
on rigor, relevance and
relationships in reading.
Professional developme
will focus on enhancing
the skills of the teacher t
meet the individual
learner’s needs to help
them maintain or gain in
reading.

Student disability
regarding cognition and
health

Implement varied researc
based approach, strategy,
method, techniques, and
programs to enhance stud
achievement

ESE Teachers, CRT, an|
administration

Level of Levalar consistently tardy/absefRrogram that rewards achievement data and Jattendance.
Performance:[Performance:* |and they miss class timgtudents on being on time EDW reports.
27% (6) |[32% (7) and coming to school every
day.
3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.

IClassroom observations

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

AA.1.
Tier 3 intervention time is

2012 Current

2013EXxpecte

needed.

Reading Goal #4A:
Durrance Elementary

Level of

Level of

Performance:

Performance:

will teach the Common

3

Core Standards to all tH
students in K-1 and

98% (27)

100% (29

4A.1.

special areas and Extendd
day groups.

4A.1.

Incorporate reading skills ifreadership Team,

[fleachers, Administrator
Special area Team,
Extended Day
Coordinator

4A.1.

Classroom Walk-

5 hroughs, lesson plans,
monitoring weekly
extended day scheduled
and plans

4A.1.
Benchmark testing and
FAIR

NGSSS in reading to ¢
students 2-5. The key
focus in reading
instruction will be to
increase learner
engagement through
hands on learning
opportunities. Ongoing
formal and informal
assessments of studen
achievement will be
conducted in all grades
Data will be collected
and analyzed.
Differentiated
instructional strategies
will be identified and
used to deliver focused
instruction. We will
incorporate action
research with an
emphasis on rigor,
relevance and
relationships in reading
Professional
development will focus
on enhancing the skills
the teacher to meet the
individual learner’s nee
to help them maintain o
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gain in reading.

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

2011-2012

2012-2013

2013-2014

2014-2015

2015-2016

2016-2017

5A. In six years Basdline data

school will reduce 2010-2011
their achievement
Total: 54%

gap by 50%.
Black: 46%

White: 83%
SWD: 27%

Reading Goal #5A:

Durrance Elementary will teach the Common
Core Standards to all the students in K-1 and
NGSSS in reading to all studen-5. The key
focus in reading instruction will be to increasq

opportunities. Ongoing formal and informal
assessments of student achievement will be
conducted in all grades. Data will be collectedl
and analyzed. Differentiated instructional
strategies will be identified and used to delive
focused instruction. We will incorporate actio
research with an emphasis on rigor, relevanc
and relationships in reading. Professional
development will focus on enhancing the skills
of the teacher to meet the individual learner’y
needs to help them maintain or gain in reading.

D —~ =

«Q

learner engagement through hands on learning

Total: 58%
Black: 51%
White: 84%
SWD: 33%

Total: 62%
Black: 55%
White: 86%
SWD: 39%

Total: 66%
Black: 60%
White: 87%
SWD: 45%

Total: 70%
Black: 64%
White: 89%
SWD: 51%

Total: 74%
Black: 69%
White: 90%
SWD: 57%

Total: 77%
Black: 73%
White: 92%
SWD: 64%

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

5B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White, [5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1.
Black, Hispanic, Asian, American Indiandt  [ldentifying students in |Analyze student Principal, CRT, Teacher observationfFAIR, Benchmark testing, STAR testing
making satisfactory progressin reading. all AYP groups to reading performance|Reading Coach, and reading testing

Person or Position  |Process Used to Determ Evaluation Tool

Responsible for Monitorin| Effectiveness of Strateg|

Anticipated Barrier Strategy
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Reading Goal #5B:

Durrance Elementar

will teach the
Common Core
Standards to all the
students in K-1 and
NGSSS in reading t
all students 2-5. The
key focus in reading
instruction will be to
increase learner

engagement through
hands on learning
opportunities.
Ongoing formal and
informal assessment
of student
achievement will be
conducted in all
grades. Data will be
collected and
analyzed.
Differentiated
instructional strategig
will be identified and
used to deliver
focused instruction.
\We will incorporate
action research with
an emphasis on rigo
relevance and
relationships in
reading. Professiong
development will
focus on enhancing
the skills of the
teacher to meet the
individual learner’s
needs to help them

maintain or gain in

is needed.

Tier 3 intervention time

Reading Intervention
(core plus more)
during the school day

and additional
interventions provide
by resource teachers

Reading Coach,
CRT, writing coach,
classroom teachers,

by homeroom teachejresource teachers, afenchmark tests,

administrators
i

Review data from
Intervention
Assessments,

FAIR and FAIR
Ongoing Progress
Monitoring, Rtl
meetings scheduled

2012 Current 2013 Expectedimplement using ongoing formalfteachers data.
Levelof  llevelof  fngjyidualized reading jand informal
Performance:* |Performance:* strategies assessments of
White: White: 78%]” ' . :
achievement to guidg
75.6% Black: 70% ) ;
. ) instruction.
Black: Hispanic:
66.7% 63%
Hispanic: |Asian: N/A
60.2% American
Asian: N/A [Indian: N/A
American
Indian: N/A
5B.2 5B.2 5B.2 5B.2 5B.2

Benchmark tests and FAIR assessmen
Wwill be placed in data notebooks.
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reading.
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Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi
areas in need of improvement for the following sob@:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

5C.1
Tier 3 intervention time is
needed.

Reading Goal #5C:

Durrance Elementar
will teach the

2012 Current
Level of
Performance:*

2013 Expected|
Level of
Performance:*

Common Core
Standards to all the

45.5% (25)

49% (27)

5C.1
Reading Intervention (cord
plus more) during the schd

and additional intervention
provided by resource
teachers

5C.1
Reading Coach,
CRT, writing coach,

day by homeroom teacherglassroom teachers,

Isesource teachers, and
administrators

5C.1

Review data from
Intervention Assessmen
Benchmark tests, FAIR
and FAIR Ongoing
Progress Monitoring, Rt
meetings scheduled

5C.1

Benchmark tests and
FAIR assessments will
placed in data notebooNs.

students in K-1 and
NGSSS in reading t
all students 2-5. The
key focus in reading
instruction will be to
increase learner
engagement through
hands on learning
opportunities.
Ongoing formal and
informal assessment
of student
achievement will be
conducted in all
grades. Data will be
collected and
analyzed.
Differentiated
instructional strategi
will be identified and
used to deliver
focused instruction.
\We will incorporate
action research with
an emphasis on rigo
relevance and
relationships in
reading. Professiong
development will
focus on enhancing

5C.2

Identifying students in this
subgroup to implement
individualized reading
strategies.

5C.2

Analyze student reading
performance using ongoin
formal and informal
assessments of achievem
to guide instruction.

5C.2
Principal, CRT, Reading

[Coach, teachers

PNt

5C.2

reading testing data.

Teacher observation anqFAIR, Benchmark

5C.2

testing, STAR testing
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the skills of the
teacher to meet the
individual learner’s
needs to help them
maintain or gain in
reading.

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

5D.1
Tier 3 intervention time is
needed.

Reading Goal #5D:

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Durrance Elementar

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

will teach the

Common Core
Standards to all the

16% (4)

20% (5)

5D.1
Reading Intervention (cord
plus more) during the schq
day by homeroom teacher
and additional intervention
provided by resource
teachers

5D.1

Reading Coach,

CRT, writing coach,
slassroom teachers,
sesource teachers, and
administrators

5D.1

Review data from
Intervention Assessmen
Benchmark tests, FAIR
and FAIR Ongoing
Progress Monitoring, Rt
meetings scheduled

5D.1

Benchmark tests and
FAIR assessments will
placed in data notebooNs.

students in K-1 and
NGSSS in reading t
all students 2-5. The
key focus in reading
instruction will be to
increase learner
engagement through
hands on learning
opportunities.
Ongoing formal and
informal assessment
of student
achievement will be
conducted in all
grades. Data will be
collected and
analyzed.
Differentiated
instructional strategi

will be identified and

5D.2

Identifying students in this
subgroup to implement
individualized reading
strategies.

5D.2

Analyze student reading
performance using ongoin
formal and informal
assessments of achievem
to guide instruction.

5D.2
Principal, CRT, Reading

[fCoach, teachers

PNt

5D.2

reading testing data.

Teacher observation andFAIR, Benchmark

5D.2

testing, STAR testing
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used to deliver
focused instruction.
\We will incorporate
action research with
an emphasis on rigo
relevance and
relationships in
reading. Professiong
development will
focus on enhancing
the skills of the
teacher to meet the
individual learner’s
needs to help them
maintain or gain in
reading.
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Based on the analysis of student achievement data g
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi
areas in need of improvement for the following sob@:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

5E.1
Tier 3 intervention time is
needed.

Reading Goal #5E:

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Durrance Elementar

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

will teach the

Common Core
Standards to all the

GE.1
Reading Intervention (cord
plus more) during the schd

and additional intervention

5E.1
Reading Coach,
CRT, writing coach,

day by homeroom teacherglassroom teachers,

Isesource teachers, and

5E.1

Review data from
Intervention Assessmen
Benchmark tests, FAIR
and FAIR Ongoing

SE.1

Benchmark tests and
FAIR assessments will
placed in data notebooNs.

students in K-1 and
NGSSS in reading t
all students 2-5. The
key focus in reading
instruction will be to
increase learner
engagement through
hands on learning
opportunities.
Ongoing formal and
informal assessment
of student
achievement will be
conducted in all
grades. Data will be
collected and
analyzed.
Differentiated
instructional strategi
will be identified and
used to deliver
focused instruction.
\We will incorporate
action research with
an emphasis on rigo
relevance and
relationships in
reading. Professiong
development will
focus on enhancing

Identifying students in this
subgroup to implement
individualized reading
strategies.

Analyze student reading
performance using ongoin
formal and informal
assessments of achievem
to guide instruction.

Principal, CRT, Reading

[Coach, teachers

PNt

60.2% (74) | 63% (78) provided by resource administrators Progress Monitoring, Rt
teachers meetings scheduled
SE.2 SE.2 SE.2 SE.2 SE.2

reading testing data.

Teacher observation anqFAIR, Benchmark

testing, STAR testing
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the skills of the
teacher to meet the
individual learner’s
needs to help them
maintain or gain in
reading.

Reading Professional Development

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

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

PD Content/Topic

Grade Level/

PD Facilitator

PD Participants

Target Dates (e.g., early relea

Person or Position Responsible

and/or PLC Focus Subject and/or (e.g., PLC, subject! grade level, |and Schedules _(e.g., frequenc Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring for Monitoring
PLC Leader or school-wide) meetings)
Marzano's Strategies Pre-K-5 Adm'gc/) I;;::\dlng School-wide Early Release/Monthly Classroom Observation of Implementati Administration
Comgtc;rrlu;c;gi State Pre-K-5 Black Belt Team|Kindergarten and First Grade Teach Quarterly Classroom Observation of Implementati Administration
InstructloSn;SItI(\ellrinagemen Pre-K-5 IMS Champion School-wide Monthly Classroom Observation of Implementati Administration
- Instructional . . . . - .
Promethean Board Trainin| Pre-K-5 RESOUICE School-wide Twice a year Classroom Observation of Implementati Administration
Readlngrlgcsttir;:uecstlon Best Pre-K-5 Reading Coach School-wide Monthly Classroom Observation of Implementati Administration
Data Analyses Pre-K-5 Admgé';gﬁ ding School-wide Monthly Classroom Observation of Implementati Administration
Ruby Payne Pre-K-5 District ResourcHq School-wide Twice a year Classroom Observation of Implementati Administration
ESE Instructional Material Pre-K-5 Instructional ESE Teachers Quarterly Classroom Observation of Implementati Administration
Resource/CRT
Positive . . .
Discipline/Responsive PreK-5 Reading Coach School-wide Monthly PLCs, Communication logs, RTI meeting Reaching Coacgéégsngllr;,rCRT, Guidan
Teaching
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Reading Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Best Practices in Reading Instruction Houghton MifResources School Budget $3,000.00
Reading Fluency Renaissance Learning-Acceleratadéte | School Budget $2,200.00
Vocabulary Elements of Reading Vocabulary Schoald&at $430.00
Comprehension The Road to Reading School Budget 0080

Subtotal: $7,630.00
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Student Engagement Brain Pop Software School Budget $1,600.00
Student Engagement Safari Montage Software Schodg & $8,200.00
Student Engagement Acquisition of Promethean Board School Budget $4,000.00

Subtotal: $13,800.00

Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Book Study Textbook: Continuum of Literacy Schoaldget $1,220.00

Subtotal: $1,220.00
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:

Total: $22, 650

End of Reading Goals
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Comprehensive English L anquage L ear ning Assessment (CEL L A) Goals

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

CELLA Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease L anguage Acquisition

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1. Students scoring proficient in

listening/speaking.

1.1 Limited vocabulary for
ELLs

CELLA Goal #1:

2012 Current Percent of Studd

Proficient in Listening/Speakin|

ELLs will continue t

develop Basic
Interpersonal
Language Skills and
Cognitive Academic
Language Proficieng

46% (52)

1.1 Grade level teams will
explicitly taught along with

[These vocabulary words W
be posted with visual
aids/pictures alongside thd
objective, at the common
board configuration and/of
the interactive word wall.

select key vocabulary to bfPrincipal, Leadership

each posted, learning goal.

1.1 Principal, Assistant

Team

1.1 Team planning
meetings, Lesson Plan
reviews, CWT

1.1 CWT observations,
Lesson Plan reviews

1.2. Lack of receptive and
oral language in their
first(L1) and/or second
language(L2)

1.2.

Modeling ,

Positive transfer for those
proficient in L1,

Think /Pair /Share activitig]
Role playing,

Provide comprehensible
instruction thru ESOL
strategies,

Picture dictionaries

1.2. Principal, AP,
Coaches and Classroon
teacher

1.2.

L istening and oral
comprehension checks
conducted daily,
\Weekly progress
monitoring,

Increased student
participation

1.2Teacher assessmen
and observations

1.3. Students new to
learning the second
language

1.3.

Provide listening centers,
\Word Walls,

Total Physical Response,
\Visuals

1.3. Principal, AP,
Coaches and Classrooni
teacher

1.3. Daily listening and
ral comprehension
checks

1.3. Teacher assessme
and observations

hts
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Students read grade-|

similar to non-ELL students.

evel text in English in a reann

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

2. Students scoring proficient in reading.

2.1. Students new to
learning to read in the

CELLA Goal #2:

2012 Current Percent of Studd

second language

Proficient in Reading:

ELLs will continue t

Cognitive Academic
Language Proficieng
in Reading.

23% (25)
y

2.1.

Provide comprehensible
instruction,

Print-rich environment,
\Visuals,

Modeling,

Read Alouds,

[Think Alouds,

Building Background
Knowledge,
Interventions based on dg
and Assistance in native
language as needed by
Paraprofessional

2.1.Principal, AP,
Coaches and classroom
teacher

2.1.

*Progress monitoring
Benchmark assessment
Mini-benchmark
assessments,
lAccelerated Reading
quizzes

2.1. Teacher assessme
and observations and
CWT

hts

2.2. Limited vocabulary fg
ELLs

p.2. Grade level teams wil
select key vocabulary to b
explicitly taught along with

These vocabulary words W
be posted with visual
aids/pictures alongside thd
objective, at the common
board configuration and/of
the interactive word wall.

each posted, learning goal.

2.2. Principal, Assistant]
Brincipal, Leadership
Team

2.2. Team planning
meetings, Lesson Plan
reviews, CWT

2.2. CWT observations
Lesson Plan reviews

2.3. Students new to
learning the second
language

2.3.

Provide listening centers,
\Word Walls,

Total Physical Response,
\Visuals

2.3. Principal, AP,
Coaches and Classroon
teacher

2.3. Daily listening and
oral comprehension
checks

2.3. Teacher assessme
and observations

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Effectiveness of Strategy

Process Used to Determing

Evaluation Tool

3. Students scoring proficient in writing.

3.1. Lack of academic
\vocabulary

CELLA Goal #3:

ELLs will continue t

2012 Current Percent of Studd

Proficient in Writing :

Cognitive Academic

Language Proficieng

in Writing.

24% (27)
y

3.1.

Effective/interactive word
walls, Modeling,

Teach vocabulary,
Interactive notebooks,
Assist students with self-
correction

3.1.Principal, AP, Coach
and
Classroom teacher

3.1.
\Vocabulary developmen|
activities,
Comprehension checks
and/or small group
instruction

3.1.
pVriting prompts,
Teacher observation

3.2. Limited vocabulary fg
ELLs

B.2. Grade level teams wil
select key vocabulary to b
explicitly taught along with

[These vocabulary words W
be posted with visual
aids/pictures alongside the
objective, at the common
board configuration and/of
the interactive word wall.

each posted, learning goal.

3.2. Principal, Assistant
Brincipal, Leadership
Team

3.2. Team planning
meetings, Lesson Plan
reviews, CWT

3.2. CWT observations
Lesson Plan reviews
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CELLA Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Includeonly schoc-based funded activities/materials and excludeididgtinded activities/materia

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
None

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouxrh

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:

Total:

End of CELLA Goals
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Elementary School M athematics Goals

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

Elementary Mathematics Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

Level 3in mathematics.

1A. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at Achievement

1A.1. Consistency of
instruction between
classrooms within the

Mathematics Goal #1A:

Level of

2012 Curren

2013
Expected

Durrance Elementary will
teach the Common Core

Standards to all the studer|

Performanc
x

dLevel of

same grade levels to

ensure they have the safgeade level teams to discu
Performancetigor and relevance.
ol

in K-1 and NGSSS in MatH
to all students 2-5. The ke
focus in Math instruction
\will be to increase learner
engagement through hand
on learning opportunities.
Ongoing formal and
informal assessments of
student achievement will b
conducted in all grades. Dj
will be collected and

31% (52)

[2)

[}

[34% (56)

1A.1. Administrative and
leadership team members
will analyze this past year’
math data and meet with

rigorous and relevant
instructional plans,
ollowing the Professional
Learning Communities
guiding questions. Teachg
ill participate in Lesson
Study professional
development sessions
throughout the year, in an
effort to analyze lessons &
collaborate on best practig
hen teaching Math.

Principal, Leadership
H eam

5SS

rs

1A.1. Principal, AssistanlA.1. Review of data wit

leadership team,
discussion of data with
teachers during team
meetings, following the
PLC guiding questions.
\Weekly submission of
grade level Common
Board Configurations to
include: Essential
guestion, student friendl
objectives, vocabulary,
assessments, and
homework for each
lesson, each day. LessQ
Study Data will be
utilized.

1A.1. Student Assessm
results, Classroom Wall
Through, Lesson Plan
reviews and data
meetings, lesson study
data

>

analyzed. Differentiated
instructional strategies will
be identified and used to
deliver focused instruction
\We will incorporate action
research with an emphasig
on rigor, relevance and
relationships in Math.
Professional development
will focus on enhancing thg
skills of the teacher to mee
the individual learner’s
needs to help them mainta
or gain in Math.

1A.2. Varying levels of
student proficiency requ
differentiated instruction

1A.2. The Envision Math
program will be used for
individualized support.
[Teachers will provide
support and assist student
below grade level in math,
There are manipulative,

that can be played in math
centers.
Rtl process will be used tg
determine student
intervention needs.

1A.2. Principal, Assistan
Principal, Leadership
Team

IS

computer games, and ganpes

Classroom Walk Throug
will be conducted to
assess the
intervention/enrichment
block. Review of data
with teachers during tea
meetings

j5tudent data ; lesson pl
reviews, Classroom Wa|
Through
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analysis between teachg
within a grade level, Ksth

1A.3. Consistency of dafaA.3. Individual student

psogress monitoring baseq
on school-wide, district

and/or state assessments
occur throughout the year|

Principal, Leadership
Team

1A.3. Principal, AssistarflA.3. Student data

provided by teachers
during scheduled data
meetings

1A.3. Student data; Dat
Notebooks

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

1B.1.
Targeted students are

Mathematics Goal #1B:

Durrance Elementary will
teach Access Points to all

students in K-5th grade. T
key focus in Math
instruction will be to

1B.1
The school will implement

consistently tardy/absenjan Attendance Incentive

1B.1.
Registrar, teachers,
Principal

1B.1.
Monitoring attendance
logs and student

1B.1.
Student achievement da
and EDW reports for

through hands on learning
opportunities. Ongoing
formal and informal
assessments of student
achievement will be
conducted in all grades. Dq
will be collected and
analyzed. Differentiated
instructional strategies will
be identified and used to
deliver focused instruction
\We will incorporate action
research with an emphasig
on rigor, relevance and
relationships in reading.
Professional development
will focus on enhancing thg
skills of the teacher to med
the individual learner’s
needs to help them maintg
or gain in Math.

increase learner engagemf

%Cofmen%ded and they miss class timgProgram that rewards achievement data and [attendance.
Performancdlevel of students on being on time EDW reports.
- f’erformance and coming to school every
o = day.
17% (5) [20% (6)
1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2.

Fidelity in implementing
the provided curriculum.

Create a curriculum map
that matches available
reading curriculum
programs to student’s nee

Classroom teachers,

resource teachers
Hs

Monitoring of lesson

administration, CRT, angblans and PMAPP data

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

2A.1. Consistency of
instruction between
classrooms within the sa

Mathematics Goal #2A:

2012 Current
Level of

2013
Expected

Durrance Elementary wi

Performance:

Level of

teach the Common Cor
Standards to all the

Performanc|

grade levels to ensure th
have the same rigor and

x

Felevance.

students in K-1 and
NGSSS in Math to a
students 2-5. The key
focus in Math instruction
will be to increase learng
engagement through ha

Ongoing formal and
informal assessments of
student achievement wil
be conducted in all grad

28% (46)

-

on learning opportunitieq.

[38% (63

2A.1. Administrative and

leadership team members
ill analyze this past year’

re'-gath data and meet with

grade level teams to discu

rigorous and relevant
instructional plans,
following the Professional
Learning Communities

guiding questions. Teachg

will participate in Lesson
Study professional
development sessions
throughout the year, in an

effort to analyze lessons g
collaborate on best practig

when teaching Math.

2A.1. Principal, Assistan
Principal, Leadership
H eam

5SS

PA.1. Review of data wit
leadership team,
discussion of data with
teachers during team
meetings, following the
PLC guiding questions.
\Weekly submission of
grade level Common
Board Configurations to
include: Essential
guestion, student friendl
objectives, vocabulary,
assessments, and
homework for each
lesson, each day. LessQ
Study Data will be
utilized.

2A.1. Student Assessm
results, Classroom Wall
Through, Lesson Plan
reviews and data
meetings, lesson study
data

>

Data will be collected an
analyzed. Differentiated
instructional strategies
will be identfied and use
to deliver focused
instruction. We will
incorporate action
research with an empha
on rigor, relevance and
relationships in Math.
Professional developme
will focus on enhancing
the skills of the teacher t
meet the individual
learner’s needs to help
them maintain or gain in
Math.

2A.2. Varying levels of

differentiated instruction.

student proficiency requirg

2A.2. The Envision Math
orogram will be used for
individualized support.
[Teachers will provide

support and assist student
below grade level in math,

[There are manipulative,

computer games, and ganjes
that can be played in math

centers.

Rtl process will be used tg

determine student
intervention needs or
enrichment activities.

2A.2. Principal, Assistan
Principal, Leadership
Team

IS

PA.2. Classroom Walk
Through will be
conducted to assess thg
intervention/enrichment
block. Review of data
with teachers during tea
meetings

2A.2. Student data ;
lesson plan reviews,
Classroom Walk Throug
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2B. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Students
scoring at or above Level 7 in mathematics.

2B.1.

Mathematics Goal #2B:

2012 Current
Level of

2013
Expected

Durrance Elementary wi

Performance:

Level of

teach Access Points to g
students in K-5th grade.

Performanc|
3

Subjectivity of the
implementation of FAA

e

The key focus in Math
instruction will be to
increase learner

13% (4)

[17% (5)

2B.1.

[The school will create a
testing schedule that
accommodates student’s
needs and creates optimal
testing environment.

2B.1.

ESE Teachers, CRT, an
administration

2B.1.

[Puring FAA, daily
meeting with teachers tg
monitor testing progress

2B.1.

FAA Results

engagement through hal
on learning opportunities
Ongoing formal and
informal assessments of]
student achievement wil
be conducted in all grad
Data will be collected an
analyzed. Differentiated
instructional strategies
will be identified and use
to deliver focused
instruction. We will
incorporate action
research with an empha
on rigor, relevance and
relationships in reading.
Professional developme
will focus on enhancing
the skills of the teacher ]
meet the individual
learner’s needs to help
them maintain or gain in
Math.

2B.2.

Testing window of FAA
falls at midpoint of the
school year

2B.2.

Utilize Keys to the Access
Points beginning in Augus
to plan instruction

2B.2.
ESE Teachers, CRT, an
[administration

2B.2.
glesson plans and CWT
monitoring

2B.2.
FAA Results
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Based on the analysis of student achievement data &
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas
in need of improvement for the following group:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

lear ning gainsin mathem

atics.

3BA. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of students making

3A.1. Consistency of
instruction between
classrooms within the sa

Mathematics Goal #3A:

2012 Curren
Level of

2013
Expected

Durrance Elementary wi

PerformancdlLevel of
X

teach the Common Cor
Standards to all the

Performance

b

students in K-1 and
NGSSS in Math to a
students 2-5. The key
focus in Math instruction
\will be to increase learng
engagement through ha

Ongoing formal and

informal assessments of
student achievement wil
be conducted in all grad

on learning opportunitieq.

69% (77)

=

72% (80)

grade levels to ensure th
have the same rigor and
relevance.

dr

grade level teams to discu

3A.1. Administrative and

leadership team members
ill analyze this past year’

ath data and meet with

rigorous and relevant
instructional plans,
following the Professional
Learning Communities

guiding questions. Teachg

will participate in Lesson
Study professional
development sessions
throughout the year, in an

effort to analyze lessons g
collaborate on best practig

\when teaching Math.

3A.1. Principal, Assistan
Principal, Leadership
H eam

5SS

BA.1. Review of data wit
leadership team,
discussion of data with
teachers during team
meetings, following the
PLC guiding questions.
\Weekly submission of
grade level Common
Board Configurations to
include: Essential
guestion, student friendl
objectives, vocabulary,
assessments, and
homework for each
lesson, each day. LessQ
Study Data will be
utilized.

3A.1. Student Assessm
results, Classroom Wall
Through, Lesson Plan
reviews and data
meetings, lesson study
data

>

Data will be collected an
analyzed. Differentiated
instructional strategies
will be identfied and use
to deliver focused
instruction. We will
incorporate action
research with an empha
on rigor, relevance and
relationships in Math.
Professional developme
will focus on enhancing
the skills of the teacher t
meet the individual
learner’s needs to help
them maintain or gain in
Math.

3A.2. Varying levels of

student proficiency requirg

differentiated instruction.

3A.2. The Envision Math
nrogram will be used for
individualized support.
[Teachers will provide

support and assist student
below grade level in math,

[There are manipulative,

3A.2. Principal, Assistan
Principal, Leadership
Team

IS

computer games, and ganpes

that can be played in math

centers.

Rtl process will be used tg

determine student
intervention needs or
enrichment activities.

BA.2. Classroom Walk
Through will be
conducted to assess thg
intervention/enrichment
block. Review of data
with teachers during tea
meetings

3A.2. Student data ;
lesson plan reviews,
Classroom Walk Throug
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of students making lear ni
mathematics.

ng gainsin

3B. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Percentage

3B.1.

Targeted students are

Mathematics Goal #3B:

Durrance Elementary wi

teach Access Points to g

students in K-5th grade.|

The key focus in Math
instruction will be to
increase learner

3B.1
[The school will implement
an Attendance Incentive

3B.1.
Registrar, teachers,
Principal

3B.1.
Monitoring attendance
logs and student

3B.1.
Student achievement da
and EDW reports for

engagementhrough hand
on learning opportunities
Ongoing formal and
informal assessments of]
student achievement wil
be conducted in all grad
Data will be collected an
analyzed. Differentiated
instructional strategies
will be identified and use
to deliver focused
instruction. We will
incorporate action
research with an empha
on rigor, relevance and
relationships in reading.
Professional developme
will focus on enhancing
the skills of the teacher t
meet the individual
learner’s needs to help
them maintain or gain in
Math.

2012 Currenj2013 consistently tardy/absent |Program that rewards achievement data and [attendance.
'F-)ee‘:feo'r?]:ancqu\?:fé?d and they miss class time. [students on being on time EDW reports.
. Performancel and coming to school every
i day.
50% (9) [56% (10)
3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.

Student disability regardingmplement varied research

cognition and health

based approach, strategy,
method, techniques, and
programs to enhance stud
achievement

ESE Teachers, CRT, an
administration

IClassroom observations

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

4A.1. Consistency of
instruction between

Mathematics Goal #4A2012 Curren

2013 Expected

Durrance Elementary

Level of

Level of

Performance

Performance:*

\will teach the Commori}«

grade levels to ensure th
have the same rigor and
relevance.

Core Standards to all
students in K-1 and
NGSSS in Math to a
students 2-5. The key
focus in Math
instruction will be to
increase learner
engagement through
hands on learning
opportunities. Ongoing
formal and informal
assessments of studet

72% (20)

75% (22)

classrooms within the saﬁill analyze this past year’

4A.1. Administrative and
leadership team members

ath data and meet with
grade level teams to discu
rigorous and relevant
instructional plans,
following the Professional
Learning Communities
guiding questions. Teachg
will participate in Lesson
Study professional
development sessions
throughout the year, in an
effort to analyze lessons g
collaborate on best practig
\when teaching Math.

4A.1. Principal, Assistan
Principal, Leadership
H eam

5SS

MA.1. Review of data wit
leadership team,
discussion of data with
teachers during team
meetings, following the
PLC guiding questions.
\Weekly submission of
grade level Common
Board Configurations to
include: Essential
guestion, student friendl
objectives, vocabulary,
assessments, and
homework for each
lesson, each day. LessQ
Study Data will be
utilized.

4A.1. Student Assessm
results, Classroom Wall
Through, Lesson Plan
reviews and data
meetings, lesson study
data

>

achievement will be
conducted in all grade
Data will be collected
and analyzed.
Differentiated
instructional strategieg
will be identified and
used to deliver focuse
instruction. We will
incorporate action
research with an
emphasis on rigor,
relevance and
relationships in Math.
Professional
development will focug
on enhancing the skilld
of the teacher to meet
the individual learner’s
needs to help them

4A.2. Varying levels of
student proficiency requirg
differentiated instruction.

4A.2. The Envision Math
nrogram will be used for
individualized support.
[Teachers will provide
support and assist student
below grade level in math,
[There are manipulative,

that can be played in math
centers.

Rtl process will be used tg
determine student
intervention needs or
enrichment activities.

computer games, and ganpes

4A.2. Principal, Assistan
Principal, Leadership
Team

IS

MA.2. Classroom Walk
Through will be
conducted to assess thg
intervention/enrichment
block. Review of data
with teachers during tea
meetings

4A.2. Student data ;
lesson plan reviews,
Classroom Walk Throug
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maintain or gain in
Math.
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Based on ambitious but achievable Annual Measural
Objectives (AMOs), identify Reading and mathematic
performance target for the following years

2011-2012

2012-2013

2013-2014

2014-2015

2015-2016

2016-2017

5A. In six years Basdline data

school will reduce 2010-2011
their achievement

gap by 50%.

Total: 55%
Black: 43%
Hispanic: 48%
ELL: 47%
SWD: 29%
ED: 51%

Total: 59%
Black: 48%
Hispanic: 52%
ELL: 51%
SWD: 35%
ED: 55%

Mathematics Goal #5A:

Durrance Elementary will teach the Common
Core Standards to all the students in K-1 and
NGSSS in Math to all student-5. The key
focus in Math instruction will be to increase
learner engagement through hands on learnir
opportunities. Ongoing formal and informal
assessments of student achievement will be
conducted in all grades. Data will be collected
and analyzed. Differentiated instructional
strategies will be identified and used to delive
focused instruction. We will incorporate actiof
research with an empha®n rigor, relevance a|
relationships in Math. Professional developm
will focus on enhancing the skills of the teach
to meet the individual learner’s needs to help
them maintain or gain in Math.

g

ent

er

Total: 63%
Black: 53%
Hispanic: 57%
ELL: 56%
SWD: 41%
ED: 59%

Total: 66%
Black: 57%
Hispanic: 61%
ELL: 60%
SWD: 47%
ED: 63%

Total: 70%
Black: 62%
Hispanic: 65%
ELL: 65%
SWD: 53%
ED: 67%

Total: 74%
Black: 67%
Hispanic: 70%
ELL: 69%
SWD: 59%
ED: 71%

Total: 78%
Black: 72%
Hispanic: 74%
ELL: 74%
SWD: 65%
ED: 76%

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determin
Effectiveness of Strategy|

Evaluation Tool

5B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White,
Black, Hispanic, Asian, American Indiandt

5B.1.
Identifying students in

making satisfactory progressin mathematics.

all AYP groups to

5B.1.
Analyze student Math
performance using

5B.1.
Principal, CRT,

5B.1.
Teacher observation
and Math testing data

Leadership Team Coad

5B.1.

Benchmark testing, FASTT Math
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Mathematics Goal

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Level of

Level of

#5B:

Performance:*

Performance:*

Durrance Elementar

will teach the
Common Core
Standards to all the
students in K-1 and
NGSSS in Math to al
students 2-5. The ke
focus in Math
instruction will be to
increase learner

hite:
80.5%
Black:
54.2%
Hispanic:
7..3%
sian: N/A
IAmerican
Indian: N/A

\White:
83.5%
Black:
57.2%
Hispanic:
50.3%
Asian: N/A
lAmerican
Indian: N/A

implement
individualized Math
strategies.

ongoing formal and

of achievement to
guide instruction.

informal assessment$

teachers

b

engagement through
hands on learning
opportunities.
Ongoing formal and
informal assessmen
of student
achievement will be
conducted in all
grades. Data will be
collected and
analyzed.
Differentiated
instructional
strategies will be
identified and used t
deliver focused
instruction. We will
incorporate action
research with an
emphasis on rigor,
relevance and
relationships in Math
Professional
development will
focus on enhancing
the skills of the
teacher to meet the
individual learner’s

5B.2
Tier 3 intervention tim
is needed.

5B.2

Math Intervention
(core plus more)
during the school day
by homeroom teache
and additional
interventions provide
by resource teachers

5B.2
Leadership Team and
administrators

j=n

5B.2

Review data from
Intervention
IAssessments,
Benchmark tests,
Envision Assessments

5B.2

Benchmark tests and Envision
assessments will be placed in data
notebooks.

5B.3.

5B.3.

5B.3.

5B.3.

5B.3.
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needs to help them
maintain or gain in
Math.
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Based on the analysis of student achievement data &
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas
in need of improvement for the following subgroup:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

5C.1.
Identifying students in all

Mathematics Goal

#5C:

Durrance Elementar

\will teach the
Common Core

5C.1.
IAnalyze student Math

5C.1.
Principal, CRT,

5C.1.

Teacher observation anfiBenchmark testing,

5C.1.

Standards to all the
students in K-1 and
NGSSS in Math to a
students 2-5. The ke
focus in Math
instruction will be to
increase learner
engagement through
hands on learning
opportunities.
Ongoing formal and
informal assessment
of student
achievement will be
conducted in all
grades. Data will be
collected and
analyzed.
Differentiated
instructional strategis
will be identified and
used to deliver
focused instruction.
\We will incorporate
action research with
an emphasis on rigo
relevance and
relationships in Math
Professional
development will

N ) X . . ;
5012 Current 2013 Expactedl \YP'grou.ps to implement performange using ongoinfiieadership Team CoachiMath testing data. FASTT Math
Level of vl b individualized Math formal and informal teachers
Performance:* [Performance:* [Strategies. assessments of achievemgent
38.2% (21) | 41.2% (23) to guide instruction.

5C.2 5C.2 5C.2 5C.2 5C.2

Tier 3 intervention time is
needed.

by homeroom teachers an
additional interventions
provided by resource
teachers

Math Intervention (core ply
more) during the school dg@gdministrators

Leadership Team and

¢

Review data from
Intervention Assessmen
Benchmark tests, Envisi
IAssessments

Benchmark tests and
Envision assessments
be placed in data
notebooks.
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focus on enhancing
the skills of the
teacher to meet the
individual learner’s
needs to help them
maintain or gain in
Math.

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

5D.1.
Identifying students in all

Mathematics Goal

#5D:

Durrance Elementar

\will teach the
Common Core

5D.1.
IAnalyze student Math

5D.1.
Principal, CRT,

5D.1.

Teacher observation anfiIBenchmark testing,

5D.1.

Standards to all the
students in K-1 and
NGSSS in Math to a
students 2-5. The ke
focus in Math
instruction will be to
increase learner
engagement through
hands on learning
opportunities.
Ongoing formal and
informal assessment
of student
achievement will be
conducted in all
grades. Data will be
collected and
analyzed.
Differentiated

N . ) ; . :
5012 Current 2013 Expaciedl \YP_grou_ps to implement performanc_e using ongoinfieadership Team CoachiMath testing data. FASTT Math
Level of lavdlor individualized Math formal and informal teachers
Performance:* |Performance:* |Strategies. assessments of achievement
28% (7) 32% (8) to guide instruction.

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

instructional strategis

Tier 3 intervention time is
needed.

by homeroom teachers an
additional interventions
provided by resource
teachers

Math Intervention (core ply
more) during the school dg@gdministrators

Leadership Team and

(

Review data from
Intervention Assessmen
Benchmark tests, Envisi
IAssessments

Benchmark tests and
Envision assessments
be placed in data
notebooks.
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will be identified and
used to deliver
focused instruction.
\We will incorporate
action research with
an emphasis on rigo
relevance and
relationships in Math
Professional
development will
focus on enhancing
the skills of the
teacher to meet the
individual learner’s
needs to help them
maintain or gain in
Math.
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Based on the analysis of student achievement data &
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas
in need of improvement for the following subgroup:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

5E.1.
Identifying students in all

Mathematics Goal

H#SE:

Durrance Elementar

\will teach the
Common Core

GE.1.
IAnalyze student Math

5E.1.
Principal, CRT,

SE.1.

Teacher observation anfiBenchmark testing,

SE.1.

Standards to all the
students in K-1 and
NGSSS in Math to a
students 2-5. The ke
focus in Math
instruction will be to
increase learner
engagement through
hands on learning
opportunities.
Ongoing formal and
informal assessment
of student
achievement will be
conducted in all
grades. Data will be
collected and
analyzed.
Differentiated
instructional strategis
will be identified and
used to deliver
focused instruction.
\We will incorporate
action research with
an emphasis on rigo
relevance and
relationships in Math
Professional
development will

Tier 3 intervention time is
needed.

by homeroom teachers an
additional interventions
provided by resource
teachers

Math Intervention (core ply
more) during the school dg@gdministrators

Leadership Team and

¢

N ) X . . ;
5012 Current 2013 Expecied! \YP'grou.ps to implement performange using ongoinfiieadership Team CoachiMath testing data. FASTT Math
Level of Level of individualized Math formal and informal teachers
Performance:* [Performance:* [Strategies. assessments of achievemgent
529% (64) |55% (67) to guide instruction.

5E.2 5E.2 5E.2 5E.2 5E.2

Review data from
Intervention Assessmen
Benchmark tests, Envisi
IAssessments

Benchmark tests and
Envision assessments
be placed in data
notebooks.
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focus on enhancing
the skills of the
teacher to meet the
individual learner’s
needs to help them
maintain or gain in
Math.

End of Elementary School Mathematics Goals
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Middle School Mathematics Goals

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

Middle School M athematics Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

Process Used to Determing

Evaluation Tool

Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following group:

1A. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at 1A.1. 1AL 1AL 1A1. 1AL

Achievement Level 3in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected

1A Level of Level of

— Performance:* |Performance:*

N/A
1A.2. 1A.2. 1A.2. 1A2. 1A2.
1A.3. 1A.3. 1A.3. 1A3. 1A.3.

1B. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Students  [1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1. 1B.1.

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

Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected

41B: Level of Level of

— Performance:* |Performance:*

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3A. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of students making [3A-1. 3A.L. 3A.L 3A.L. 3A.L
lear ning gainsin mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
43 A Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
N/A
3A.2. 3A2. 3A.2. 3A2. 3A2.
3A.3. 3A.3! 3A3. 3A3. 3A3.
3B. Florida Alternate Assessment: Percentage [3B-1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1.
of students making learning gainsin
mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current |2013 Expected
43B: Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
N/A
3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.
3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

AA. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of studentsin 4A.1. 4A.1. 4A.1. 4A.1. 4A.1.
lowest 25% making learning gainsin
mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected
AN Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
N/A
4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2. 4A.2.
4A.3. 4A.3. 4A.3. 4A.3. 4A3.
4B. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Percentage [4B.1. 4B.1. 4B.1. 4B.1. 4B.1.
of studentsin lowest 25% making learning
gainsin mathematics.
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current |2013 Expected|
4B Level of Level of
— Performance:* |Performance:*
N/A
4B.2. 4B.2. 4B.2. 4B.2. 4B.2.
4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3. 4B.3.
August 2012
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

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

Responsible for Monitoring

Effectiveness of Strategy

Based on ambitious but achievable Annual Measural 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017
Objectives (AMOs), identify Math and mathematics
performance target for the following years

BA. In six years, Baseline data 2010-2011
school will reduce
their achievement
gap by 50%.
Mathematics Goal #5A:
N/A

Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool

5B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White,  [5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1. 5B.1.
Black, Hispanic, Asian, American Indiant ‘E’;\g‘gﬁ;
making satisfactory progressin mathematics. |rjispanic:
Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected|Asian:
#5B: Level of Level of /American Indian:
— Performance:* [Performance:*
N/A
White: White:
Black: Black:
Hispanic: Hispanic:
IAsian: IAsian:
IAmerican IAmerican
Indian: Indian:
5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2. 5B.2.
5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 5B.3.
August 2012
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

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

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

5E. Economically Disadvantaged students not [5E.1. SE.1. SE.1. SE.1L. SE.1.

making satisfactory progressin mathematics.

Mathematics Goal [2012 Current [2013 Expected

45E: Level of Level of

— Performance:* |Performance:*

N/A
SE.2. 5E.2. 5E.2. 5E.2. 5E.2.
5E.3. 5E.3. 5E.3. 5E.3. 5E.3.

End of Middle School Mathematics Goals

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

Florida Alter nate Assessment High School M athematics Goals

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

High School M athematics Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

Based on the analysis of student achievement data & Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas] Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following group:
1. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Students 1.1. 11. 11 11 11
scoring at Levels 4, 5, and 6 in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal #]2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
N/A Performance:* |Performance:*
1.2 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement ddta 3 Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defareas] Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
in need of improvement for the following group:
2. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Students 2.1. 21. 21 2.1. 21.
scoring at or above Level 7 in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal #2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
N/A Performance:* |Performance:*
2.2. 2.2 2.2 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.
August 2012
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

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

3. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Percentage of(3.1. 3.1. 3.1. 3.1 3.1.

students making learning gainsin

mathematics.

Mathematics Goal #2012 Current [2013 Expected

Level of Level of

N/A Performance:* |Performance:*
3.2. 3.2. 3.2, 3.2. 3.2.
3.3. 3.3. 3.3. 3.3. 3.3.

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

4. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Per centage off4-1. 4.1 4.1 4.1. 4.1

studentsin lowest 25% making lear ning gains

in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal #42012 Current |2013 Expected

Level of Level of

N/A Performance:* |Performance:*
4.2. 4.2. 4.2. 4.2. 4.2.
4.3. 4.3. 4.3. 4.3. 4.3.

End of Florida Alternate Assessment High Schoolhditatics Goals

August 2012
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Algebra 1 End-of-Course (EOC) Goals (this section needs to be completed by all schbalshave students taking the Algebra | EOC)

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

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

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

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

Responsible for Monitoring

Effectiveness of Strategy

Based on ambitious but achievable Annual Measural 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017
Objectives (AMOs), identify Math and mathematics
performance target for the following years

3A. In six years, Baseline data 2010-2011
school will reduce
their achievement
gap by 50%.
IAlgebra 1 Goal #3A:
N/A

Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta 4 Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool

3B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White, [3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1.
Black, Hispanic, Asian, American Indiant ‘é\{;"ctlf_'
making satisfactory progressin Algebral.  |yispanic:
IAlgebra 1 Goal #3B:|2012 Current [2013 ExpectedAsian:
Level of Level of lAmerican Indian:
N/A Performance:* |Performance:*
\White: \White:
Black: Black:
Hispanic: Hispanic:
JAsian: JAsian:
lAmerican JAmerican
Indian: Indian:
3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.
3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.

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

Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following sob@:
3C. English Language Learners (ELL) not 3C.1. 3C.1L. 3C.1L. 3C.1. 3C.1.
making satisfactory progressin Algebra 1.
Algebra 1 Goal #3C:[2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
N/A Performance:* |Performance:*
3C.2. 3C.2. 3C.2. 3C.2. 3C.2.
3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following sobg:
3D. Studentswith Disabilities (SWD) not 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1.
making satisfactory progressin Algebra 1.
Algebra 1 Goal #3D:[2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
N/A Performance:* |Performance:*
3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2.
3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3.
August 2012
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3E. Economically Disadvantaged students not [3E.1. 3E.L 3E.L 3E.L 3E.L
making satisfactory progressin Algebra 1.
Algebra 1 Goal #3E:[2012 Current (2013 Expected
Level of Level of
N/A Performance:* |Performance:*
3E.2. 3E.2. 3E.2. 3E.2. 3E.2.
3E.3. 3E.3. 3E.3. 3E.3. 3E.3.

End of Algebra 1 EOC Goals

August 2012
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Geometry End-of-Cour se Goals (this section needs to be completed by all schibalshave students taking the Geometry EOC)

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

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

Geometry EOC Goals
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
1. Students scoring at Achievement Level 3in [1.1. 11 11 11 11
Geometry.
Geometry Goal #1: |2012 Current [2013 Expected|
Level of Level of
N/A Performance:* |Performance:*
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta 4 Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
2. Students scoring at or above Achievement [2.1. 21. 21. 21. 21.
Levels4 and 5in Geometry.
Geometry Goal #2: [2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
N/A Performance:* |Performance:*
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.
August 2012
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

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

Responsible for Monitoring

Effectiveness of Strategy

Based on ambitious but achievable Annual Measural 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017
Objectives (AMOs), identify Math and mathematics
performance target for the following years

3A. In six years, Baseline data 2011-2012
school will reduce
their achievement
gap by 50%.
Geometry Goal #3A:
N/A

Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta 4 Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool

3B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White, [3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1.
Black, Hispanic, Asian, American Indiant ‘é\{;"ctlf_'
making satisfactory progressin Geometry. |yjispanic:
Geometry Goal #3B:J2012 Current [2013 ExpectediAsian:
Level of Level of lAmerican Indian:
N/A Performance:* |Performance:*
White: \White:
Black: Black:
Hispanic: Hispanic:
JAsian: JAsian:
JAmerican JAmerican
Indian: Indian:
3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.
3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.

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

Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following sob@:
3C. English Language Learners (ELL) not 3C.1. 3C.1L. 3C.1. 3C.1. 3C.1.
making satisfactory progressin Geometry.
Geometry Goal #3C12012 Current [2013 Expected|
Level of Level of
N/A Performance:* |Performance:*
3C.2. 3C.2. 3C.2. 3C.2. 3C.2.
3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following sobg:
3D. Studentswith Disabilities (SWD) not 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1. 3D.1L. 3D.1.
making satisfactory progressin Geometry.
Geometry Goal #3D312012 Current [2013 Expected|
Level of Level of
N/A Performance:* |Performance:*
3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2.
3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3. 3D.3.
August 2012
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following sob@:
3E. Economically Disadvantaged students not [3E.1. 3E.L 3E.L 3E.L 3E.L
making satisfactory progressin Geometry.
Geometry Goal #3E:|2012 Current [2013 Expected|
Level of Level of
N/A Performance:* |Performance:*
3E.2. 3E.2. 3E.2. 3E.2. 3E.2.
3E.3. 3E.3. 3E.3. 3E.3. 3E.3.

End of Geometry EOC Goals

M athematics Pr ofessional Devel opment

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

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

. PD Facilitator PD Participants Target Dates (e.g., early relea - .

Zr?d/co?rgigﬂgg&cs Grgﬂ%.';i‘t’ev and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, |and Schedules (e.g., frequenc Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring MR fg'; I;/Ioosrl]tiltc())r:irlfesponsmle
! PLC Leader or school-wide) meetings) 9
Marzano's Strategies Pre-K-5 Admln_ll_lézarlgershl School-wide Early Release/Monthly Classroom Observation of Implementati Administration
Comgtc;rrl]c(j;c;gz State Pre-K-5 Black Belt Team|Kindergarten and First Grade Teac Quarterly Classroom Observation of Implementati Administration
InstrucnoSn;SItI(\?/Irinagemen Pre-K-5 IMS Champion School-wide Monthly Classroom Observation of Implementati Administration
Data Analyses Pre-K-5 Admln_ll_lézarlgershl School-wide Monthly Classroom Observation of Implementati Administration
ESE Instructional Material Pre-K-5 Instructional ESE Teachers Quarterly Classroom Observation of Implementati Administration

Resource/CRT

Envision Math K-5 District New Teachers Fall Classroom Observation of Implementati Administration

Lesson Study K, 4 Leadership Tean| K,4 Quarterly Classroom Observation of Implementati Administration/Leadership Team

August 2012
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
M athematics Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Best Practices in Math Instruction Envision Resources School Budget 500.00
Subtotal: $500.00
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source o
FASTT MATH Building Math Fluency School Budget 1200.00
Subtotal:$ 1,200.00
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source o
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source o
Subtotal:

Total: $1,700.00

End of Mathematics Goals

August 2012
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Elementary and Middle School Science Goals

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

Goals

Elementary and Middle Science

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

1.A.1. Students have
difficulty connecting text tg
world and with real world

Science Goal #1A:

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Durrance Elementarj:evelof

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

will teach the

experiences.

Common Core
Standards to all the

43% (23)

49% (26)

1.A.1. Hands On
Experiments using higher
order thinking questions/

1.A.1. Principal, Assista
Principal, Leadership
Team, Science Lab

Science Notebooks/Journgleacher

1.A.1. Classroom
\Walkthroughs/
Observations/ Formal &
Informal Assessments/
Data Chats/ Science
Journals

1.A.1. Informal & Forma
Observations/ Mini
assessments/ Benchma

students in K-1 and
NGSSS irScience to
all students 2-5. The
key focus in Science
instruction will be to
increase learner
engagement through
hands on learning
opportunities.
Ongoing formal and
informal assessment
of student
achievement will be
conducted in all
grades. Data will be
collected and
analyzed.
Differentiated
instructional strategis
will be identified and
used to deliver
focused instruction.
\We will incorporate
action research with

1A.2. Students need
additional practice using
varying learning modalities
and maintaining academic
rigor.

1A.2. Teachers will
incorporate ESE and ELL
istrategies throughout the
content area making
modifications through
modified assessments,
additional time, peer budd
support facilitators and
differentiating instruction. |
addition, students will
utilize the use of games,
projects, and real
experiments.

1A.2. Principal, AssistanfLA.2. Classroom

Principal, Leadership
Team, Science Lab
Teacher

\Walkthroughs/
Observations/ Formal &
Informal Assessments

1A.2. Ongoing
IAssessments/ Informal
Formal/ Observations/
Benchmarks

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

an emphasis on rigo
relevance and
relationships in
Science. Profession:
development will
focus on enhancing
the skills of the
teacher to meet the
individual learner’s
needs to help them
maintain or gain in
Science.

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

1B.1.

Science Goal #1B:

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Durrance Elementar

will teach Access

Targeted students are
consistently tardy/absent

in K-5th grade. The

Points to all studentg; 40, )

1B.1

The school will implement
an Attendance Incentive
Program that rewards

1B.1.
Registrar, teachers,
Principal

1B.1.

Monitoring attendance
logs and student
achievement data and

1B.1.
Student achievement da
and EDW reports for
attendance.

key focus in Science
instruction will be to
increase learner
engagement through
hands on learning
opportunities.
Ongoing formal and
informal assessment
of student
achievement will be
conducted in all
grades. Data will be
collected and
analyzed.
Differentiated
instructional strategis
will be identified and

cognition and health

Student disability regardinfgmplement varied research

based approach, strategy,
method, techniques, and
programs to enhance stud
achievement

IESE Teachers, CRT, an
administration

Level of Level of / > - .
Performance:* [Performance:* [and they miss class time. |students on being on time EDW reports.
and coming to school eveny
21% (3) day.
1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2.

IClassroom observations

Teacher Evaluation
System

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

used to deliver
focused instruction.
\We will incorporate
action research with
an emphasis on rigo
relevance and
relationships in
reading. Professiong
development will
focus on enhancing
the skills of the
teacher to meet the
individual learner’s
needs to help them
maintain or gain in
Science.

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

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

2A.1. Appropriate
utilization of student
assessment data to drive

Science Goal #2A:

2012 Current

2013Expected

Durrance Elementar

Level of

Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

instruction and determine
specific interventions.

will teach the
Common Core
Standards to all the

26% (14)

30% (16)

2A.1. Provide training on
specialized programs and
interventions that focus on
the targeted areas of
instruction.

2A.1. Principal, Assistan
Principal, CRT

PA.1. Data chats with
administration and
monitoring of individual
student by student data.
Classroom Walkthrough
(instructional practices)

2A.1. Benchmark data
and informal ongoing
assessment and
monitoring of student
progress

students in K-1 and
NGSSS irScience to
all students 2-5. The
key focus in Science
instruction will be to
increase learner
engagement through
hands on learning
opportunities.
Ongoing formal and
informal assessment
of student
achievement will be
conducted in all
grades. Data will be
collected and
analyzed.
Differentiated
instructional strategis
will be identified and
used to deliver
focused instruction.
\We will incorporate
action research with
an emphasis on rigo
relevance and
relationships in
Science. Professiond
development will

focus on enhancing

2A.2. Science rotation
makes it difficult for
teachers to conduct weekl
hands-on experiments.

2A.2. Provide weekly

ppcience series and the us
hands-on experiments and
technology including:

1) Instructional Focus
Calendars K-5

2)Science Journals

(to remediate and enrich
student conceptual
understanding of science
content and vocabulary)
3) Alignment of Fusion
textbook with supplementa
science materials (i.e.
AIMS)

4)Use of essential science
\vocabulary

Science instruction using fPrincipal, Leadership

2A.2.Principal, Assistant

Team, Science Lab
[Teacher

2A.2.Hands-on materials
will be implemented with
fidelity and monitored by
I Administration.

2A.2.Mini-Assessments,
Common Assessments,
Benchmarks, and Scien
FCAT result assessmer]
will be reviewed to
determine effectiveness
and progress.
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the skills of the
teacher to meet the
individual learner’s
needs to help them
maintain or gain in
Science.

scoring at or above L

2B. Florida Alter nate Assessment: Students

evel 7 in science.

2B.1.

Science Goal #2B:

Durrance Elementar
will teach Access

Points to all studentq
in K-5th grade. The

Targeted students are

2B.1
[The school will implement
an Attendance Incentive

2B.1.
Registrar, teachers,
Principal

2B.1.
Monitoring attendance
logs and student

2B.1.
Student achievement da
and EDW reports for

key focus in Science
instruction will be to
increase learner
engagement through
hands on learning
opportunities.
Ongoing formal and
informal assessment
of student
achievement will be
conducted in all
grades. Data will be
collected and
analyzed.
Differentiated
instructional grategie
will be identified and
used to deliver
focused instruction.
\We will incorporate
action research with

an emphasis on rigo

cognition and health

Student disability regardinimplement varied researcli

based approach, strategy,
method, techniques, and
programs to enhance stud
achievement

ESE Teachers, CRT, an
administration

Eg&g, %fu frent fg&:,E g(fpeCted consistently tardy/absent |Program that rewards achievement data and [attendance.
Performance:* [Performance:* [and they miss class time. |students on being on time EDW reports.
and coming to school every
14% (2) [21% (3) day.
2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2. 2B.2.

IClassroom observations

Teacher Evaluation
System
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relevance and
relationships in
reading. Professiong
development will
focus on enhancing
the skills of the
teacher to meet the
individual learner’s
needs to help them
maintain or gain in
Science.

End of Elementary and Middle School Science Goals
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Florida Alter nate Assessment High School Science Goals

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

High School Science Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

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

End of Florida Alternate Assessment High Schoa@r®a Goals
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Biology 1 End-of-Cour se (EOC) Goals (this section needs to be completed by all schtalshave students taking the Biology | EOC)

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

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

End of Biology 1 EOC Goals
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Science Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic

PD Facilitator

PD Patrticipants

Target Dates (e.g. , Early

and/or PLC Focus Le Sll}gd?)'ect and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, d Release) and Schedules (e.g Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring PR O D%srit_itgprl‘?esponsible =
Velsub) PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings) ttoring
N/A
Science Budget (Insert rows as needed)
Include only schor-based funded activities/materials and excludeidistmded activities/materia
Evidence-based Program(s)/Materials(s)
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
N/A
Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Subtotal:

Total:

End of Science Goals
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Writing Goals

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

Writi

ng Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

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

1A1. Need to have a
common writing vocabula
school wide.

\Writing Goal #1A:

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Level of

Level of

In February 2012,

Performance:*

Performance:*

Durrance Elementar

FCAT Writes data
indicates 73% of the

73% (37)

76% (39)

1A1. Teachers will be
frained to implement Writg
Source, a strategy-based
curriculum that will suppor|
them in teaching.

1A1. Writing Coach

1A1. Ongoing progress
monitoring, modeling an
observations

1A1. Student work
damples, and Benchma
assessments

fourth grade student
(37) tested scored 3
or higher in writing.
By June 2013, 76%
the fourth graders
taking the FCAT
\Writes will score 3.0
or higher in writing.

1.A2 Increase FCAT Write
target scores

4A2 Each grade level will
design common writing
prompts that will be
monitored for rigor.

1.A2 Writing Coach,
Team Leaders

1.A2 Progress Monitorin
of student work samplegd

1.A2 Surveys and teach
observation

1B. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students

scoring at 4 or higher

in writing.

1B.1.

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

\Writing Goal #1B:

In February 2012,

Durrance Elementar

Targeted students are

FAA data indicates
33% of the fourth

1B.1
The school will implement
an Attendance Incentive

1B.1.
Registrar, teachers,
Principal

1B.1.
Monitoring attendance
logs and student

1B.1.
Student achievement da
and EDW reports for

grade students (2)
tested scored 4 or
higher in writing. By
June 2013, 50% of t
fourth graders taking
the FAA will score 4
or higher in writing.

evalah Level of consistently tardy/absent |Program that rewards achievement data and [attendance.
Performance:* [Performance:* Jand they miss class time. [students on being on time EDW reports.
and coming to school evely
33% (2)  [50% (3) day.
1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2. 1B.2.

Student disability regardinfimplement varied researc

cognition and health

based approach, strategy,
method, techniques, and
programs to enhance stud
achievement

ESE Teachers, CRT, an|
administration

IClassroom observations

Teacher Evaluation
System
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Writing Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic Grade

PD Facilitator PD Participants

Target Dates (e.g. , Early

Person or Position Responsible for

and/or PLC Focus . and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, d Release) and Schedules (e.d Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring -
Level/Subject . - Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
\Writing Coach, Monthly, Staff Meetings, GradePro ress Monitoring. Writing Simulation
\Writing on grade level K-5 \Workshop School-Wide Level meetings monthly, PLCs 9 b g|’< 9 \Writing Coach, Admin, CRT, Teachers
Presenter weekly [tests, Data Notebook, PLCs

Writing Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only schor-basei funded activities/materials and exclude districtdad activities/materia

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Best Practices in Writing Instruction Writing Resoes and Write Source School Budget 2500.00
Subtotal: $ 500.00

Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:
August 2012
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\ Total: $2, 500.00

End of Writing Goals

August 2012
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Civics End-of-Course (EOC) Goals (required in year 2014-2015)

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

CivicseOC Goals Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
1. Students scoring at Achievement Level 3in [1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 11. 11
Civics.
Civics Goal #1: 2012 Current [2013 Expected|
Level of Level of
N/A Performance:* |Performance:*
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta 4 Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
2. Students scoring at or above Achievement [2.1. 2.1 21. 2.1. 21.
Levels4 and 5in Civics.
Civics Goal #2: 2012 Current [2013 Expected|
Level of Level of
N/A Performance:* |Performance:*
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.
August 2012
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Civics Professional Development

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

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

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

Total:

End of Civics Goals

August 2012
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U.S. History End-of-Course (EOC) Goals (required in year 2013-2014)

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

U.S. History EOC Goals

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta g Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
1. Students scoring at Achievement Level 3in [1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 11. 11
U.S. History.
U.S. HistoryGoal #1]2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
N/A Performance:* |Performance:*
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement dalta 4 Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions,” identify and defi Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of Strategy
areas in need of improvement for the following grou
2. Students scoring at or above Achievement [2.1. 2.1 21. 2.1. 21.
Levels4 and 5in U.S. History.
U.S. History Goal #2}2012 Current [2013 Expected
Level of Level of
N/A Performance:* |Performance:*
2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3. 2.3.
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U.S. History Professional Development

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

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

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

Total:

End of U.S. History Goals

August 2012
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Attendance G

oal(s)

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

Attendance Goal(s)

Problem-solving Processto I ncrease Attendance

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitoring

Process Used to Determing
Effectiveness of Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1. Attendance

1.1. The demographics an
mobility rate of Durrance
Elementary are barriers to

Attendance Goal #1

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

Durrance Elementar

is focused on
increased Learner
Engagement and
creating a safe and

engaging environme

for all students.

Attendance  |Attendance
Rate:* Rate:*
93.78% 95%

2012 Current [2013 Expected|
Number of Number of
Students with [Students with
Excessive Excessive
IAbsences IAbsences

Students are

(10 or more)

(10 or more)

encouraged to be
present every day.
Attendance awards

195

185

2012 Current

2013 Expected|

are given at the end

every school year to

students with perfec

attendance.

Attendance records
are closely monitore

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

52 50

increased attendance rate

d.1. By stressing the posit
correlation between stude
Ettendance and student

chievement we hope to
increase the attendance rg
for the 2012-20123school
year.

1.1. Registrar
L

[te

1.1. Print and analyze
attendance rates on a
quarterly basis.

1.1. We will use EDW, t
track, monitor, and
evaluate student
attendance.

and the social worke
provides assistance
with helping parents
get students to scho
on time daily. Our
attendance rate
increased for the
2011-2012 school
year. We project a
continued increase i

1.2. Excessive absences /
Excessive tardies

1.2. Development of a
parent communication log

Social Worker will be
available to assist parents
getting the child to school
on time.

Perfect Attendance Award

1.2. Registrar
Assistant Principal

(Buidance Counselor

1.2. Monitor attendance
records

1.2. Attendance recordd
in EDW
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attendanceate for thd 1.3. Targeted students are|1.3. The school will 1.3. Registrar, teachers, |1.3. Monitoring 1.3. Student
2012-2013 school consistently tardy or implement an Attendance |Principal attendance logs and achievement data and
year. absent and they miss class|Incentive Program that student achievement EDW reports for
time. rewards students on being data and EDW reports. [attendance.
on time and coming to
school every day.

August 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
83




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

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

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

PD Content /Topic

and/or PLC Focus SELE

Level/Subject

PD Facilitator

PLC Leader

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

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

Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring

Person or Position Responsible for
Monitoring

Attendance Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Attendance Incentive Program M.A.R.S.- Store Sciulget 500.00
Subtotal: $500.00
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
Subtotal:
Total: $500.00

End of Attendance Goals

August 2012
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Suspension Goal(s)

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

Suspension Goal(s)

Problem-solving Process to Decr ease Suspension

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for
Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1. Suspension

1.1. Support at home

Suspension Goal #

2012 Total Number

2013 Expected

Durrance
Elementary is

Being able to have
working contact
numbers is an issue

focused on increas

of In —School Number of
Suspensions |In- School

Suspensions
0 0

with students at

Learner Engageme

2012 Total Number

2013 Expected

and creating a safe

of Students

Number of Student

and engaging Suspended Suspended
environment for all [li=School fin -School
students. Durrance a—— 2013 ——
. ota Xpecte:
Eleme.ntary IS Number of Ou-of-  |Number of
Comm!tted to School SuspensiondOut-of-School
providing an Suspensions
opportunity for all |6 4
students to be 2012 Total Number [2013 Expected
successful lifelong of Students Number of Student
Suspended Suspended
learners, _feel safe Out- of- School Out- of-School
and stay in school.
Through the School5 3

sometimes nonexisterpteference numbers giveTg
cfgront Office Clerk

Durrance Elementary.

$.1. School will cross

to teachers and the offi
staff. The registrar/front
office clerk will also
ensure we have
emergency cards filled @
and have working
numbers.

1.1. Registrar

1.1. Registrar

Front Office Clerk

1.1. Registrar

Front Office Clerk

Positive Behavior
Support system, w¢
expect our
suspension rate to
decrease for the
2012-2013 school
year.

1.2. Reducing the
number of Out-of-
School Suspensions

1.2. Implementation of

Norms to create a safe 4
engaging learning
environment

Implementation of
School's Positive

School Expectations andl

Behavior Support Systemn

1.2. Principal
Assistant Principal
Guidance Counsel

Classroom Teachd

Implement Learning for

program

1.2. PBSin PLC

Classroom informal
observations

Life Character Educatiorr

1.2. Marzano's Observati
and Feedback Protocols
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Suspension Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic

PD Facilitator

PD Participants

Target Dates (e.g. , Early

and/or PLC Focus Grade_ and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, d Release) and Schedules (e.g Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring PR O Posn_lon_ EEREIEIE o
Level/Subject : - Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
Student Code of Conduct Classroom
Review PreK-5th Teachers/ School-wide Quarterly Classroom Observation of Implementatio[Classroom Teacher/Admin
IAdmin
Positive [Reaching Coach, Admin, CRT, Guidan|
Discipline/Responsive PreK-5 Reading Coach School-wide Monthly PLCs, Communication logs, RTI meeting 9 C(’)unselo} ’
Teaching

ce

Marzano's Observation and
Feedback Protocols

Principal

Assistant Principd|l
PLC
[Teacher Leader

PDS-360

Through-out the entire school
year

Informal Classroom Observations

Principal
JAssistant Principal

Teacher Leader

Suspension Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
None

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
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Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouxrh
Subtotal:
Total:

End of Suspension Goals

August 2012
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Dropout Preventi

on Goal(s)

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

Dropout Prevention Goal(s)

Problem-solving Process to Dropout Prevention

Based on the analysis of parent involvement datdreference to
“Guiding Questions,” identify and define areas @ed of
improvement:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for
Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1. Dropout Prevention

1.1 Individualized

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Dropout Prevention

Dropout Rate:*

Dropout Rate:*

Goal #1:

Durrance Elementary

3% (17)

2% (10)

will provide immediat

2012 Current

2013 Expected

intensive intervention
(iii) to students that

N/A

Graduation Rate:

Graduation Rate:*

N/A

in large group, Tier 1
instruction.

needs are not being nfif needed

1.1 RTI using Tier 2 and

1.1 Administration,

[Team

1.1 Progress Monitoring

Reading Coach, Ri{Meetings, Walk-throughs,
Team, Leadership |Data Chats, Team meetin

Review/Adjust Instruction
Focus Calendar (IFC) as
needed

1.1 Charting and
Classroom observations,
ata Binders, Mini-
ssessments, Benchmar
FAIR, PMAPP

KS,

were retained in orde
for them to become
successful readers.
IAlso, students that m
a good cause
exemption and were
promoted to the next
grade level will also b
part of these
interventions in order
to accelerate their
academic achieveme
These interventions
have been strategical
plan by classroom
teachers, resources
teachers, and our
Administrative Team.

1.2 Limited time by
classroom teacher to
provide intervention
instruction

1.2 Reading Coach,
\Writing Coach, and
Leadership Team have
built a daily intervention
time to support and
specific grade level

\Writing Coach, and
Leadership Team

1.2 Reading Coaclil.2 Ongoing Progress

JMonitoring, data chats,

1.2 Mini-assessments,
Benchmarks, data binde
FAIR, PMAPP

1.3 Instructional
Delivery

1.3 Differentiated
Instruction, Small group
instruction, guided
reading, Literacy centers

1.3 Administration,
Reading Coach,
\Writing Coach,

| eadership Team

1.3 Ongoing progress
monitoring, data chats,

1.3 Varied assessments
based on learning

teacher/ student conferengmodalities, data binders,

Mini-assessments,
Benchmarks, FAIR,
PMAPP
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Dropout Prevention Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic
and/or PLC Focus

Level/Subject

Grade

PD Facilitator
and/or
PLC Leader

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

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

Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring

Person or Position Responsible for
Monitoring

Data Analysis Meetings

K-5

IAdmin. Resource
Teachers, Readin
land Writing Coac

Kindergarten- Fifth Grade Teachers
ESE Teachers

Monthly

Mini-assessments, Intervention Lesson
Plans, Benchmark Data, CWTs

JAdmin
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
Dropout Prevention Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only schotr-based funded activities/materials and excludeidistmdedactivities /material:

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:

Total:

End of Dropout Prevention Goal(s)
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Par ent | nvolvement

Goal(s)

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

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

Par ent I nvolvement Goal(s)

Problem-solving Process to Parent | nvolvement

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for
Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

1. Parent I nvolvement

Parent Involvement Goal
1

Durrance Elementary
School will increase
parental involvement by
providing extra-curricular
activities and academic
awareness nights.

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Level of Parent

Level of Parent

lInvolvement:*

|Involvement:*

40% (100)

45% (120)

1.1.An anticipated
barrier is parents
limited English
Proficiency

when feasible at the
different activities and
meetings.

1.1. Provide translations(1.1.
IAdmin/Leadership
[Team

1.1.Have personnel that c{1.1. Sign-in-sheets.
translate at different
activities and meetings.

Preferred Language
Survey.

1.2.Parent membersh|

1.2. Hold numerous
membership drives to
assist parents in
registering for PTA.
Provide daycare for the

Provide various dates anpd
times for parents to have
the opportunity to join
PTA.

1.2. PTA Presiden
PTA Board
Members

parents for these eventslAssistant Principal

1.2. Membership logs/card$.2. Maintain a

membership log of all
parents/guardians who
completed application fo
2012-2013

school year.

Parent Involvement Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic

Grade

PD Facilitator

PD Patrticipants

Target Dates (e.g. , Early

Person or Position Responsible for

and/or PLC Focus Level/Subject and/or (e.g., PLC, subject_, grade level, q Release) and Schedyles (e.d Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
Leadership
Curricular Nights 3-5 [Team/Classroom [Parents Quarterly Attendance Sheet JAdmin
Teachers
August 2012
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Parent I nvolvement Budget

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum
None

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oum

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:

Total:

End of Parent Involvement Goal(s)

August 2012
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Science, Technology, Engineering, and Mathematics (STEM) Goal(s)

STEM Goal(s)

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

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

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for
Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

STEM Goal #1:

Durrance ES will expose all students to have erpeg
in problem-based learning that reinforce the

collaborative nature of the 21st century workplakée
intend to embed STEM into the main STREAMS of
12 curriculum using problem, project, and perforoel

based learning. Problem-based learning will be used

monthly across multiple subjects at all grade Ieved
that a majority of learning experiences have high
potential for student engagement (e.g. using teolgyo
tools to solve problems, participating in issues or
community-based activities, and completing
performance based assessments that address mdal-
problems).

1.1. Lack of
knowledge of district-
developed design

lessons for core conte

1.1. Planning day every
semester with Science L
[Teacher to develop and
integrate STEM lessons

1.1. Classroom
Teachers/ Science
Lab Teacher/Admi

1.1. CWT, Lesson Plans,
Student work samples
A

1.1. CWT, Lesson Plans|
Student work samples

\vocabulary

will explicitly pre-teach
key vocabulary taught
along with each STEM
Lesson. These vocabulg
words will be posted wit
visual aids/pictures
alongside the objective,
the common board
configuration and/or the
interactive word wall.

IAssistant Principal
Leadership Team

ry
N

At

areas their core curriculum onfa

K- monthly basis.

WO

1.2. Higher-order 1.2. Grade level teams |1.2. Principal, 1.2. Team planning 1.2. CWT observations,

meetings, Lesson Plan
reviews, CWT

Lesson Plan reviews
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STEM Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic

Grade

PD Facilitator

PD Patrticipants

Target Dates (e.g. , Early

Person or Position Responsible for

and/or PLC Focus . and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, d Release) and Schedules (e.g Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring o
Level/Subject . - Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
Pre-Planning Conference- Mariel Milano- . .
Bridge toSTEM K-5 District Kindergarten Teachers Quarterly CWT, Lesson Plans, Student work sampl|Classroom Teachers/ Admin
August 2012
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
STEM Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh
None

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oun

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oun

Subtotal:

Total:

End of STEM Goal(s)

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

CTE Goal(s) Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement
Based on the analysis of school data, identifyaefihe Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
areas in need of improvement: Responsible for Effectiveness of
Monitoring Strategy

CTE Goal #1: 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1. 1.1.

N/A
1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2. 1.2.
1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3. 1.3.

CTE Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic
and/or PLC Focus

Grade
Level/Subject

PD Facilitator
and/or
PLC Leader

PD Participants

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

school-wide)

frequency of meetings)

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

Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring

Person or Position Responsible for
Monitoring
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2012-2013 School I mprovement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1
CTE Budget (Insert rows as needed)

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouh

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouh

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oun

Subtotal:

Total:

End of CTE Goal(s)

August 2012
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Additional Goal(s)

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

Additional Goal(s)

Problem-Solving Process to I ncrease Student Achievement

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

Anticipated Barrier

Person or Position
Responsible for

Strategy

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of

Evaluation Tool

IAdditional Goal #1:

Durrance Elementary will

to support academic rigor
and promote college
readiness in grades 3-5.

2012 Current

2013 Expected

Level :* Level :*

aren't well organized
with their work.

expand the AVID Progranfin 2012, 45% of

4th and 5th
graders receiveqgraders will

IAVID he AVID
Elementary Elementary
Quality Quality
Standards Standards

in Period 3. in Period 3.

In 2013, 50% of
3rd, 4th, and 5tt|

a score of 2.7 olfreceive a score
greater on the [2.7 or greater o

Organizational |Organizational
Tool assessmer|f ool assessmery

—

ensure students are usigVID Coordinator
the binders correctly.

Monitoring Strategy
1. Additional Goal 1.1. Even with the ongl.1. Implement a weekly|1.1.Classroom 1.1. Each quarter, grade [1.1. Teachers keep a
binder system, studentdassroom binder check [teachers, level teachers will meet to[master binder and will us

make sure grade level

a rubric for each grade

requirements are being mgevel binder requirements.

1.2. Creating time to
teach the format for
note taking.

im

1.2. Introduce 2-Column
and 3Column note takin
strategies. Grade
level/PLC planning
meetings will determine
the subject area to

1.2. Teachers and
IAVID Coordinator

plement each week.

1.2. AVID Coordinator will
collect samples of notes

students.

taken and offer feedback tffior both 2 and 3 column

1.2. Rubrics will be used
evaluate the proper form

note taking.

Additional Goals Professional Development

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

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

PD Content /Topic Grade PD Facilitator PD Patrticipants Target Dates (e.g. , Early Person or Position Responsible for
and/or PLC Focus . and/or (e.g., PLC, subject, grade level, d Release) and Schedules (e.g Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring o p
Level/Subject . - Monitoring
PLC Leader school-wide) frequency of meetings)
AVID Third-Fifth AVID Center [Third-Fifth grade teachers, JAVID Team will meet [Two Site Visits will be made fromPrincipal, AVID coordinator
August 2012
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grade teacher$

D

IAVID Coordinator,
Principal

monthly with Coordinato
and Adm.

the AVID Center, Checklists for

Adm. will be initiated

implementation from District Levd

B

AVID Night Third-Fifth
grade

AVID
Coordinator

Parents

Yearly Attendance Sheet/ Exit Slips/Q&4

IAVID Coordinator/Admin

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

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

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

Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ouh
AVID_ Materials-Organize students for | 3-ring binders, tabs, resources, calendars School Budget $4.000.00
learning planners, etc...
Subtotal: $4,000.00

Technology
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source oun

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy Description of Resources Funding Source ourh

Subtotal:

Total: $4,000.00

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

Please provide the total budget from each sec

Reading Budget

Total: $22, 650.00

CELLA Budget

Total: 0

M athematics Budget

Total: $1,700.00

Science Budget
Total: 0
Writing Budget
Total: $500.00
Civics Budget
Total: 0
U.S. History Budget
Total: 0
Attendance Budget
Total: $500.00
Suspension Budget
Total: 0
Dropout Prevention Budget
Total: 0
Parent I nvolvement Budget
Total: 0
STEM Budget
Total:
CTE Budget
Total: 0

Additional Goals- AVID

Total: $4,000.00

Grand Total: $29,350.00
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Differentiated Accountability

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

School Differentiated Accountability Status
[ |Priority [ JFocu [ |Preven
Are you reward schoolX]Yes [ INo

(A reward school is any school that has improvei tletter grade from the previous year or any adgd school.)

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

School Advisory Council (SAC)

SAC Membership Compliance

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

X Yes [ ] No

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

Describe the activities of t SAC for the upcoming school ye

Durrance ES School Advisory Council for the 2012stBool year will include: a) Reviewing School lmgement Plan, b) Highlight instructional prograamsl tools that are
being utilized in the school to increase studehtea@ment: AVID, Science Scat and Electives, 8ntebook System, CCSS planning days, Promethead$fjigd@omputer Lab,
FASTT Math, Accelerated Reader, among others, sjdding a Parent Survey, and d) Other interestipics relevant for parents: Relieve Stress for FCAternet Security, etc.
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Describe the projected use of SAC ful

Amount

SAC funds help fund subs for our Science Plannaygdor every semester. It is also used to paitéars for the One
Notebook System, writing teams in the summer, dhdranstructional materials.

$5,200.00
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