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2009 School Improvement Plan Evaluation
(All questions * must be shared with parents)
	*Is your school on improvement for reading?
	No
	*for math?
	No




If yes to either one, you must send a letter to all parents and a signed copy to Federal Programs.
	What is the QPA status of your school?
	


	Team Involved in this Evaluation:
You must include multiple representatives from all groups.
	Administrators:
	Cindy Cop
Vickie Trutzel

	
	Teachers:
	Hillary Myers, Valerie Valdivia, Susan Miles, Rose Gonzales, Meghan Sterling, Cindy Stockwell, Margaret 
Vandenburg, Tod Pennell, Ruth Capell

	
	Parents:
	Maria Perales
Iris Jones

	
	Community:
	Louis Hughes


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


	In your needs assessment, how many sources of data did you consider?
	4.  Demographic, contextual, achievement (KCA and MAP) and perception data


	Describe your needs assessment process.
	At the end of the 2008-2009 school year, the instructional staff reflected on the focus strategies addressed in the SIP.  The instructional staff disaggregated the preliminary data for trends and identified areas of strength and areas in need of improvement.  Reflections and examining the data helped to identify the effectiveness of strategies which were used.  


*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
	ALL
	MIGRANT

	60.9
	
	
	66.7
	
	
	53.7
	71.4
	59.1
	
	
	
	


	*Reading Goal Improvement
	By Spring 2009, 65.3% or more of all students will perform at or above “meets standard” on the Kansas State Reading Assessment.


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


	*Reading Strategies Chosen
	1.
	To provide step-by-step modeled instruction (main idea) that is text (context) based

	
	2.
	To provide step-by-step modeled instruction (main idea) that is text (context) based on student’s instructional level.


	*What was the short term impact of implementing each of the reading strategies?
	The short term impact of implementing the reading strategies is that student’s knowledge and comprehension regarding finding the main idea was increased.  


	*What are the long term impacts of implementing each of the reading strategies?
	The long term impact of implementing these strategies was that teachers improved their knowledge of the explicitly teaching of main idea.  This knowledge will impact future students also.  Another long term impact is the confidence that students have in themselves from using these strategies in reading.


	*Describe the professional development around these strategies.
	Staff development was spent on teaching teachers how to explicitly teach students strategies to pinpoint the main idea, topic sentences and how to retell a story.  During this time teachers were accountable to implement these strategies in their classroom and then discuss successes and struggles the following week.


	*How did the training affect subsequent instructional decisions?
	This training affected instructional decisions by allowing teachers to have more tools to differentiate instruction in their classrooms.


	How did your students perform on the local assessments?
	22% of the Kindergartners, 30% of the 1st graders, 16% of the 2nd graders, 55% of the 3rd graders, 33% of the 4th graders and 32% of 5th graders scored at proficient or higher on the MAP assessment.


	How do your Title I / Alternative personnel funding support reading improvement?
	Our parent liaison strengthened relationships with families and supported parents in supporting their children.  Also, the computer lab instructor provided students with opportunities to practice with software that supported main idea objectives.  In addition, the computer lab teacher was able to support reading groups in Tier 2 and Tier 3 instruction.


	How do your Title I / Alternative non-personnel funding support reading improvement?
	Reading materials were purchased to support instruction of assessed indicators (at student’s instructional levels).  Professional development materials were purchased aligning with our reading strategies.  


	*What additional support did you give students struggling in reading?
	All students were taught reading on their instructional level.  Students that were struggling in reading received 2 rotations of guided reading (Tier 2 instruction) and/or if warranted the student received Tier 3 instruction.


*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
	ALL
	MIGRANT

	85.5
	
	
	88.9
	
	
	82.9
	89.3
	84.9
	
	
	
	


	*Math Goal Improvement
	By Spring 2009, 72% or more of all students will perform at or above “meets standard” on the Kansas State Math Assessment.


	*Did you meet your math goal?
	no
	*Did you make AYP in math?
	yes


	*Math Strategies Chosen
	1.
	Implement Higher level thinking questions into MI2 lessons

	
	2.
	


	*What was the short term impact of implementing each of the math strategies?
	The short term impact of implementing these math strategies was that the students were able to respond to higher level questioning and ideally put these strategies to use on the state assessments.  In addition, teachers were using higher level thinking questions which used repetitively will become a natural part of instruction.


	*What are the long term impacts of implementing each of the math strategies?
	The long term impact of implementing this math strategy was that the teachers are mindful of preparing and asking higher level thinking questions.  Ideally, this knowledge will impact not only math instruction but other curricular areas as well.  


	*Describe the professional development around these strategies.
	Professional development around the math strategy included the study of Bloom’s Taxonomy of Higher Level Questioning.


	*How did the training affect subsequent instructional decisions?
	Training affected subsequent instructional decisions by providing continuity and focus on asking higher level thinking questions and providing the students the tools to respond appropriately to these questions.


	How did your students perform on the local assessments?
	44% of Kindergartners, 34% of 1st graders, 20% of 2nd graders, 70% of 3rd graders, 76% of 4th graders and 41% of 5th graders scored at proficient or above on the MAP assessments.  


	How does your Title I / Alternative personnel funding support math improvement?
	Our parent liaison strengthened relationships with families and supported parents in supporting their children.  Also, the computer lab instructor provided students with opportunities to practice with software that supported higher level questioning objectives.  In addition, the computer lab teacher was able to support reading groups in Tier 2 and Tier 3 instruction.


	How does your Title I / Alternative non-personnel funding support math improvement?
	Math materials were purchased to support instruction of assessed indicators.  Professional development materials were purchased aligning with our math strategy.


	*What additional support did you give students struggling in math?
	All students were taught math on their instructional level using MI2 curriculum.  Students that were struggling in math received Tier 2 instruction and/or if warranted the student received Tier 3 instruction.


	*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?
	N/A


	*What kinds of activities were used to give parents the opportunities to be more involved?
	We involve parents through Family Advocacy, Family Math and Family Reading nights, encouragement of parent observations and teacher contact.  Parents were invited for field trips, for various volunteer positions within the building and for various classroom activities.  Parents were also invited to participate on a committee to brainstorm activities to provide more parent involvement.  


	What percent of Parent Compacts were returned?
	96.5%


	Were all returned parent compacts signed by all parties?
	Yes


Percentage of parents who answered “How did you feel about your child’s reading progress last year?” with 

	75%
	Very Satisfied
	24%
	Satisfied
	1%
	Disappointed


Percentage of parents who answered “How did you feel about your child’s math progress last year?” with

	75%
	Very Satisfied
	24%
	Satisfied
	1%
	Disappointed


Percentage of parents who answered “How would you best describe your overall relationship with your child’s teachers last year?” with

	82%
	Very Satisfied
	18%
	Satisfied
	
	Disappointed


	Describe how you shared this information with your staff, parents and community?  Has documentation been submitted to Federal Programs?
	A newsletter was sent to families sharing this information.


*All starred items must be shared with your parents.
