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2009 School Improvement Plan Evaluation
(All questions * must be shared with parents)
	*Is your school on improvement for reading?
	YES
	*for math?
	YES




If yes to either one, you must send a letter to all parents and a signed copy to Federal Programs.
	Team Involved in this Evaluation:
You must include multiple representatives from all groups.
	Administrators:
	Janice McConnell-Miller

	
	Instructional Coach
	Paulette Hall

	
	Teachers:
	Julie Kadakia
Sarah Kimani

Amy Runyon



	
	Parents:
	Anthony Harvey

Joy Sutton

	
	Community:
	Betty Richards


	Did you complete a needs assessment before writing your SIP?
	YES


	In your needs assessment, how many sources of data did you consider?
	3


	Describe your needs assessment process.
	As a staff we looked at three (3) sources of data to identify strengths and weaknesses (Academic, Demographic, and Perception).  Academic data included our annual Kansas Reading and Math Assessments, our local assessments:  Sentence Completion, letter ID, MAP Reading.  Perception data included Student Perception Surveys of perceived teacher support and student engagement.  Demographic data included ethnicity, gender, and grade. 


*STATE ASSESSMENTS – GIVE THE PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS WHO SCORED AT STANDARD OR HIGHER IN READING, groups of 30 or higher
	ALL
	WHITE
	BLACK
	HISPANIC
	ASIAN
	AMERICAN

INDIAN
	MALE
	FEMALE
	F/R
	PAID
	SPED
	ELL
	MIGRANT

	48.6%
	
	32.5%
	58.7%
	
	
	59.0%
	50.0%
	47.5%
	
	
	59.2%
	


	*Reading Goal Improvement
	By spring of 2009, 73% of all students will score at or above proficiency in all subgroups on indicators connected to expository text comprehension (text structure, text feature, compare and contrast, and cause and effect).


	*Did you meet your reading goal?
	No
	*Did you make AYP in reading
	No


	*Reading Strategies Chosen
	1.
	Vocabulary (Text Structures & Text Features)

	
	2.
	Comprehension (Text Structures and Text Features)                                                                                                                                                                 


	*What was the short term impact of implementing each of the reading strategies?
	Implementation of Vocabulary and Comprehension (Text Structures and Text Features) strategies showed a positive impact in terms of increased student performance on indicators connected to expository text comprehension (text structure, text feature, compare and contrast, and cause and effect).  Across two testing grades students were able to identify test structure (sequence, problem-solution, comparison-contrast, description, and cause-effect).However; data also identified the need for consistency of implementation of the two strategies.


	*What are the long term impacts of implementing each of the reading strategies?
	As students moved from third to fifth grade, data results showed an increase on four (4) of the five (5) indicators connected to expository text comprehension (text structure, text feature, compare and contrast, and cause and effect).


	*Describe the professional development around these strategies.
	Collaborative Grade Level Meetings, and self-selected text studies through the structure of Learning Teams; learning teams focused through a text, applied key learnings, culminating in a final project report on the increased student achievement resulting from their study.


	*How did the training affect subsequent instructional decisions?
	After applying key learning from professional development teachers made instructional decisions where students were able to learn vocabulary utilizing the graphic organizer support to strengthen their application of Text Structure and Text Features deepening their comprehension of expository text.


	How did your students perform on the local assessments?
	32.8 % of our students scored at or above the 50th percentile on the spring MAP Reading.


	How do your Title I / Alternative personnel funding support reading improvement?
	Three (3) intervention teachers plus forty (40) percent of the music teacher was purchased to lower the student adult ratio during leveled literacy instruction; these teachers also provided tier 2 and tier 3 interventions to students who were at-risk.  Instruction was direct, explicit, and targeted as identified through data.


	How do your Title I / Alternative non-personnel funding support reading improvement?
	Non-Personnel funding supported the purchase of professional books used for staff development, tier two intervention material to support students who needed strategic support and intensive assistance; in addition to family nights in which parents and students came together to explore content in reading.  Instructional supplies were also purchased to support teachers with the implementation of the curriculum.


	*What additional support did you give students struggling in reading?
	Differentiated Instruction through leveled literacy was provided to K-5 students within the core reading program.  Additional instruction was provided for students in grades K-3 with Tier two interventions with the classroom teacher and with the Intervention teacher.  Fourth and Fifth grade students struggling in reading received additional classroom intervention.  Parents of these students were given the opportunity of being serviced for after school tutoring provided by SES.


*STATE ASSESSMENTS – GIVE THE PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS WHO SCORED AT STANDARD OR HIGHER IN MATH, groups of 30 or higher.
	ALL
	WHITE
	BLACK
	HISPANIC
	ASIAN
	AMERICAN

INDIAN
	MALE
	FEMALE
	F/R
	PAID
	SPED
	ELL
	MIGRANT

	57.3%
	
	39.5%
	65.2%
	
	
	69.7%
	58.0%
	56.6%
	
	
	67.3%
	


	*Math Goal Improvement
	By spring of 2009, 69.5% of all students will score at or above proficiency in all subgroups on measurement and estimation indicators.


	*Did you meet your math goal?
	No
	*Did you make AYP in math?
	No


	*Math Strategies Chosen
	1.
	Vocabulary

	
	2.
	


	*What was the short term impact of implementing each of the math strategies?
	Students are using content vocabulary exhibiting conceptual understanding in conversations and discussions.




	*What are the long term impacts of implementing each of the math strategies?
	Focusing on vocabulary created a link to conceptual understanding and provided a strong foundation for subsequent or new learning.  Students were also able to make key connections building from prior knowledge.




	*Describe the professional development around these strategies.
	Professional development explored key components of measurement and identifying key vocabulary discussing effective implementation processes for each attribute.




	*How did the training affect subsequent instructional decisions?
	From training and implementation, teachers gained a comprehensive assessment of where students were in their understanding of specific measurement attributes supporting their ability to plan additional targeted lessons for student understanding.




	How did your students perform on the local assessments?
	In Spring 2009, 21.2 percent scored at or above the 50th percentile for the MAP math assessment. 




	How does your Title I / Alternative personnel funding support math improvement?
	One intervention teacher was purchased to provide intensive instruction to students in a small group setting who were at-risk; below proficiency.


	How does your Title I / Alternative non-personnel funding support math improvement?
	Non-Personnel funding supported family nights in which parents and students came together to explore content in math.  Instructional supplies and student tools and resources were purchased to support teachers with the implementation of content material of the core instruction and tier two intervention support.


	*What additional support did you give students struggling in math?
	Additional instruction was provided for students struggling in math.  Tier two intervention was provided by classroom teachers and by the math intervention teacher.


	*Percent of Highly Qualified teaching staff in your building.
	100%


	*Were all paraprofessionals and aides highly qualified?
	Yes


	Were parents notified after four weeks if a classroom teacher or substitute was not Highly Qualified?  Has documentation been submitted to Federal Programs?
	Yes


	*What kinds of activities were used to give parents the opportunities to be more involved?
	PTO, Back to School Festival, Open House, Communication through Flyers, Family Nights, Carnival, Kindergarten Promotion, Fifth Grade Graduation, Field Trips, Families and Schools Together (FAST), Family Advocacy System (FAS), Scholastic Book Fair, and Grant’s Open Door Policy to observe and/or volunteer


	What percent of Parent Compacts were returned?
	100%


	Were all returned parent compacts signed by all parties?
	Yes


How and what percentage did parents respond to the following questions:

	How did you feel about your child’s reading progress last year?
	42.9%
	Very Satisfied
	49.2
	Satisfied
	7.9%
	Disappointed


	How did you feel about your child’s math progress last year?
	39.4%
	Very Satisfied
	51.2%
	Satisfied
	9.4%
	Disappointed


	How would you best describe your overall relationship with your child’s teachers last year?
	67.4%
	Very Satisfied
	32.6%
	Satisfied
	0%
	Disappointed


	Describe how you shared this information with your staff, parents and community?  Has documentation been submitted to Federal Programs?
	The staff including parent representation was involved in the creation of the school improvement plan.  Together we analyzed the data to determine the strengths of the students and teachers.  As a staff discussion also took place about the weakness of students and supports that teachers needed such as staff development around content for increased knowledge base and additional strategies in order to support students for increased academic achievement in the areas identified through data as challenges.  Federal Programs have Grant’s student agenda with parent compact.


*All starred items must be shared with your parents.
