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	W A White 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 On Improvement


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

Instruc. Coach
	Alexis Etier, Principal
Clara Graham

	
	Teachers:
	Julie Pruett, LaShawna Wilson, Bonnie Kane, Shirlee Williams, Deirdre Daniels

	
	Parents:
	Madeline Spragg, Erickia Grant, Sandra Conklin, Crystal Primers

	
	Community:
	Arts Partners, 3rd Street Baptist Church, Learning for Life, Greater Faith Missionary Baptist Church


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


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


	Describe your needs assessment process.
	MAP assessments, Reading IRI’s, Kansas Reading and Math Assessments, and BAIP (teacher generated assessments) 


*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

	47
	
	46.3
	
	
	
	
	
	44.4
	
	
	
	


	*Reading Goal Improvement
	60% of all students and 60% of Afr. Amer. Students will score proficiency on the Ks. Reading assessment


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


	*Reading Strategies Chosen
	1.
	Vocabulary

	
	2.
	Comprehension skills


	*What was the short term impact of implementing each of the reading strategies?
	More specific focus on teaching differentiated vocabulary and comprehension skills based on student test results and needs. Teachers collaborated to develop action plans / interventions for individual students.


	*What are the long term impacts of implementing each of the reading strategies?
	Teachers developed long term plans of when strategies would be taught.  Vocabulary instruction given – students tested and re-taught and post tested if needed.

Comprehension skills we did the same.


	*Describe the professional development around these strategies.
	Literacy by Design training.  Teachers were given ways to effectively teach reading comprehension and vocabulary skills to their students.  We did a book study on effective reading strategies for ESL and urban students.  Effective active engagement and management strategies were modeled – teachers implemented with students.


	*How did the training affect subsequent instructional decisions?
	Teachers were given time to analyze data, and use this data to develop effective lesson plans.  Teachers were able to model reading strategies that were successful to the entire staff during in- services.  Teachers were aware of areas that needed reinforcing.


	How did your students perform on the local assessments?
	Reading Grade 5: 28% of students scored at proficiency or higher                                     

Grade 4 : 40% of students scored at proficiency or higher
Grade 3: 34% of students scored at proficiency or higher

Overall, all grade levels were below where they need to be.   


	How do your Title I / Alternative personnel funding support reading improvement?
	We brought in substitutes to allow teachers time to analyze data and generate assessments for practice.  We also had an interven- tion teacher who helped with tier 2 instruction.


	How do your Title I / Alternative non-personnel funding support reading improvement?
	Materials and supplies were purchased for tutoring and small tier 2 instruction groups.  Motivational incentives were used to celebrate student successes.


	*What additional support did you give students struggling in reading?
	In-house tutoring reinforcing reading skills for students with specific needs.  Students were able to utilize technology which increased reading fluency and comprehension.


*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

	63.8
	
	53.1
	
	
	
	
	
	61.7
	
	
	
	


	*Math Goal Improvement
	63% of all students and 60% of African Amer. Students will score proficiency on the Ks. Math assessment . 


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


	*Math Strategies Chosen
	1.
	Vocabulary acquisition strategies

	
	2.
	Conceptual understanding


	*What was the short term impact of implementing each of the math strategies?
	Teachers administered pre / post assessments to determine student’s level of math proficiency.  Based on those levels teachers were able to use the BAIP to further develop their lessons for students.  Teachers were able to develop small groups and learning centers based on student need


	*What are the long term impacts of implementing each of the math strategies?
	Students developed goals based on their assessment data and worked to improve to reach the goals.  Teachers worked with students to give practice on strategies to help them reach their goal.


	*Describe the professional development around these strategies.
	Teachers met in their professional learning communities (PLC) to develop and plan lessons; to dialogue about student successes and challenges within the math program.  Based on the students needs teachers determined what skills to focus on in BAIP.


	*How did the training affect subsequent instructional decisions?
	Teachers became more aware of the need to analyze data, plan collaboratively and differentiate instruction according to student need.  Principal, IC, and Teachers collaborated and modeled math strategies.  Teachers realized the benefit of using specific strategies that target the way ELL students learn.


	How did your students perform on the local assessments?
	Math: Grade 5:  32% of students scored at proficiency or higher

           Grade 4: 53.4% of students scored at proficiency or higher

           Grade 3: 32% of students scored at proficiency or higher 

Overall, the 4th grade students were the only ones scoring where they needed to be in intermediate grades.  Primary grades basically scored at 50% proficiency. 


	How does your Title I / Alternative personnel funding support math improvement?
	We brought in substitutes to allow teachers time to analyze data and generate assessments for practice.  We also had an intervention teacher who helped with tier 2 instruction.


	How does your Title I / Alternative non-personnel funding support math improvement?
	Materials and supplies were purchased for tutoring and small tier 2 instruction groups.  Motivational incentives were used to celebrate student successes.


	*What additional support did you give students struggling in math?
	In-house and Wednesday after school tutoring reinforcing math skills for students with specific needs.  Students were able to utilize technology which increased math fluency and conceptual understanding.


	*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- all were highly qualified


	*What kinds of activities were used to give parents the opportunities to be more involved?
	Literacy and Math Family Nights – one each quarter.  Parent Site Council meetings; parents were encouraged to volunteer in classrooms.  School celebrations and cultural functions; Open House and Family Advocacy Days; Kindergarten Round-up.


	What percent of Parent Compacts were returned?
	78%


	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 

	42.2%
	Very Satisfied
	48.7%
	Satisfied
	9.1%
	Disappointed


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

	39.2%
	Very Satisfied
	52.3%
	Satisfied
	8.5%
	Disappointed


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

	63.6%
	Very Satisfied
	32.5%
	Satisfied
	3.9%
	Disappointed


	Describe how you shared this information with your staff, parents and community?  Has documentation been submitted to Federal Programs?
	Information was shared with staff at staff development.  It was shared with the parents and community through a principal letter, weekly letters and monthly school newsletters sent home with the students. School Flyer given out on Family Advocacy Day.

Yes, documentation has been submitted to Federal Programs. 


*All starred items must be shared with your parents.
