	School
	Stony Point South Elementary



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?
	Accredited


	Team Involved in this Evaluation:
You must include multiple representatives from all groups.
	Administrators:
	Lori Cooper, Principal
Iva Lee Colgan, Instructional Coach

	
	Teachers:
	Judy Fink

Sarah Gerber
Shannon Sundberg

Amy Coleman

Brittany Grider

Nicole Schettino

Nancy Jensen

Eva Reitemeier

Stephanie Sorenson

Erin Mehl

Marli Brandt

Kathy Silverman

Candy Birdsong

Linda Hicks

Melissa Phelps

Lacie Faison

Claudia Rosario

Sheila Steinmetz

Michelle Borger

Betty Dean

Terri Quinn

Kim Nelson

Ann Hamil

Erin Smith

	
	Parents:
	Anna Bacon
Heather Duwe

	
	Community:
	Marsha Rocha


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


	In your needs assessment, how many sources of data did you consider?
	· - 5 sources of Achievement data
- Demographic data (lunch program status, ethnicity, proportional enrollment of SPED and ELL students by grade level)
- Perception data (FTF Student Surveys and Parent Surveys
- Contextual data (force field analysis)


	Describe your needs assessment process.
	The process, as outlined in the Kansas Improvement Notebook, was utilized.  At the end of the 2007-2008 school year, the principal and instructional coach examined the state assessment data, in conjunction with discussion of contextual factors, and created a force field analysis of factors that facilitated achievement, factors that hindered achievement, and implications for our work in the 2008-2009 school year.  On August 13, 2008, the entire staff examined referral and suspension data using the Inquiry Process.  On September 17, 2008, all school staff was involved in a Data Carousel to examine:  achievement data (AYP report, easiest and hardest indicators for each subject and grade level, letter identification and sentence completion scores, IRIs, and local NWEA MAP data), demographic data, perception data (student and parent surveys).  On September 24, 2008, the entire staff identified themes from the data analysis and created SMART goals.  On October 15, 2008, the entire staff determined the school’s overall status and selected SBR interventions.  


*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

	72.4
	74.6
	78
	62.2
	
	
	
	
	72.5
	
	
	
	


	*Reading Goal Improvement
	Third, fourth, and fifth grade students will read and comprehend, as evidenced by 66.7% scoring at “Meets Standard” or higher on the Spring, 2009 Kansas State Assessment.
· 60.94% of Free and Reduced Lunch Students

· 57.97 of African American Students

· 63.81% of White Students


	*Did you meet your reading goal?
	Yes
	*Did you make AYP in reading
	yes


	*Reading Strategies Chosen
	1.
	Explicit comprehension strategy instruction using gradual release of responsibility within the Balanced Literacy Model

	
	2.
	Scaffolding in small group instruction

	
	3.
	Monitor and utilize formative assessment data


	*What was the short term impact of implementing each of the reading strategies?
	· Students were able to talk about and discuss comprehension strategies.
· Data was used to plan instruction.  Teacher skill increased in this area.
· Students were increasingly able to articulate the main idea, infer, and use vocabulary.

· Tutoring teachers utilized formative data to provide scaffolding.

· Formative assessment scores went up.


	*What are the long term impacts of implementing each of the reading strategies?
	· Students will have schema from previous years and common vocabulary upon which teachers can build.
· By the time students reach testing grades, they will know what they can do to help themselves understand text and answer questions.

· Students will utilize thinking strategies across content and in life.


	*Describe the professional development around these strategies.
	· Utilized BER staff development videos (inferring, summarizing, synthesizing)
· Modeling by instructional coach (use of strategies during Guided Reading)
· PLC time devoted to implementation activities and results
· Half-day planning times with instructional coach

· Coaching with feedback

· Studied “Assessment OF Learning vs. Assessment FOR Learning” from On Common Ground
· Sharing of student work

· Reading Academy

· Support for S.M.A.R.T. goals in PLCs


	*How did the training affect subsequent instructional decisions?
	· Teachers explicitly taught and monitored the comprehension strategies.
· Teachers planned for scaffolded support and re-teaching opportunities.


	How did your students perform on the local assessments?
	% of students who reached “grade level” by grade*:
K:  Letter ID-100%, Sentence Completion-100%, MAP (at 50th percentile)-50%
1:  MAP (at 50th percentile)-47%

2:  IRI (3rd grade)-57%, MAP (at 50th percentile)-19%

3:  IRI (4th grade)-55%, MAP (at 50th percentile)-42%

4:  IRI (5th grade)-88%, MAP (at 50th percentile)-43%
5:  IRI (6th grade)-62%, MAP (at 50th percentile)-46%

      * calculated at the school based on class totals w/o regard to entry date


	How do your Title I / Alternative personnel funding support reading improvement?
	Technology teacher integrated grade level SBIs with technology instruction.
Teachers provided tutoring.


	How do your Title I / Alternative non-personnel funding support reading improvement?
	Professional books and videos were purchased to support explicit comprehension instruction.



	*What additional support did you give students struggling in reading?
	· Tutoring
· Some students double-dipped during instructional level guided reading

· Cross-grade grouping

· Activities provided at Family Nights


*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

	75.8
	80.6
	68.3
	76.3
	
	
	
	
	74.5
	
	
	
	


	*Math Goal Improvement
	Third, fourth, and fifth grade students will apply problem-solving skills, as evidenced by 62.83% scoring at “Meets Standard” or higher on the Spring, 2009 Kansas State Assessment.
· 60.94% of Free and Reduced Lunch Students

· 57.97% of African-American Students

· 73.81% of White Students


	*Did you meet your math goal?
	Yes
	*Did you make AYP in math?
	yes


	*Math Strategies Chosen
	1.
	Explicit strategy instruction in MI2 supported by questioning and discussion

	
	2.
	Scaffolding in small group instruction

	
	3.
	Monitor and utilize formative assessments


	*What was the short term impact of implementing each of the math strategies?
	· Students have a choice of strategies to use and feel more confident in choosing.
· Data was used to plan instruction.  Teacher skill increased in this area.

· Games were differentiated to provide support.

· Tutoring teachers utilized formative data to provide scaffolding.

· Formative assessment scores went up.


	*What are the long term impacts of implementing each of the math strategies?
	· Students learn multiple strategies to solve problems.
· Students build understanding.

· Vocabulary and strategies build across grade levels.


	*Describe the professional development around these strategies.
	· Relearning to Teach Arithmetic staff development videos used

· PLC time devoted to implementation activities and results

· Half-day planning times with instructional coach

· Coaching with feedback

· Studied “Assessment OF Learning vs. Assessment FOR Learning” from On Common Ground
· Sharing of student work
· Support for S.M.A.R.T. goals in PLCs
· Utilized staff development provided for grade levels in 07-08


	*How did the training affect subsequent instructional decisions?
	· Teachers explicitly taught and monitored the problem-solving strategies.

· Teachers planned for scaffolded support and re-teaching opportunities.
	


	How did your students perform on the local assessments?
	% of students who reached “grade level” by grade*:
K:  “I Can” statements-97%, MAP (at 50th percentile)-36%

1:  MAP (at 50th percentile)-47%

2:  MAP (at 50th percentile)-17%

3:  MAP (at 50th percentile)-42%

4:  MAP (at 50th percentile)-41%

5:  MAP (at 50th percentile)-63%

* calculated at the school based on class totals w/o regard to entry date
	


	How does your Title I / Alternative personnel funding support math improvement?
	Technology teacher integrated grade level SBIs with technology instruction.

Teachers provided tutoring.


	How does your Title I / Alternative non-personnel funding support math improvement?
	Math tutoring materials were purchased.


	*What additional support did you give students struggling in math?
	· Tutoring

· Family Letters from MI2


	*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?
	· Family Nights
· Ice Cream Social

· Back-to-School Night

· Open Houses

· PTA-sponsored Events


	What percent of Parent Compacts were returned?
	0


	Were all returned parent compacts signed by all parties?
	n/a


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

	44.6
	Very Satisfied
	48.6
	Satisfied
	6.8
	Disappointed


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

	47.3
	Very Satisfied
	51.4
	Satisfied
	1.4
	Disappointed


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

	66.2
	Very Satisfied
	27.0
	Satisfied
	6.8
	Disappointed


	Describe how you shared this information with your staff, parents and community?  Has documentation been submitted to Federal Programs?
	· Back-to-School Letter
· Fliers home for family events
· Grade level newsletters


*All starred items must be shared with your parents.
