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Leverett School promotes excellence by educating its diverse student population in a nurturing,
challenging and disciplined environment. We are committed to helping all students gain the
necessary skills to become responsible citizens and life-leng learners.

Grade Span: K-5 Title I: Title I Schoolwide School Improvement: MS
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Priority 1: Math

Goal: All students will show growth in mathematics using inquiry strategies in support of Common Core
curriculum; with additional attention to Measurement, Number Sense/Properties & Operations, and Geometry.
Priority 2: Literacy

Goal: All Students will improve in reading comprehension and written expression with additional attention to
literary, content, and practical reading passages, and content and style writing domains.

Goal: All students will improve on Literacy skills across the curriculum. Emphasis will be placed on
comprehension and fluency.
Priority 3: Wellness Priority

Goal: Students participating in the BMI activity shaw a need to impreove and maintain their physical activity and
nutriticnal practices.
Priority 4: Priority 4: Title III/ELL

Goal: Provide interventions for all ELL students working below grade level in literacy.
Priority 5: : Prevent Disproportionate Representation (Over-identification) of African American Students

Goal: Reduce the relative proportion of African American students to students of other ethnicity identified as
Intellectually Disabled.
Priority 6: Parental Involvement

Goal: Parents of Leverett students will be viewed as partners in their child's education.

All students will improve in mathematic skills and responding to constructed response questions with
Priority 1: additional attention to Data Analysis/Statistics & Probability, Measurement and Number
Sense/Properties & Operations math strands.

1. Benchmark data as reparted for the last three years: 3rd grade- 81% Proficient or advanced
2011 93% Proficient or advanced 2012 98% Proficient or advanced 2013. 4th grade - 88%
Proficient or advanced 2011. 77% Proficient or advanced 2012. 83% Proficient or advanced
2013. 5th grade - 85% Proficient or advanced 2011, 78% Proficient or advanced 2012, 80%
Proficient or advanced 2013. Note: Not limited to same studtens.

2. MAPs growth as reported for the last three years: 1st grade - 2011 no data, 2012 83% met
growth goal, 2013 92%. 2nd grade - 2011 66% met growth goal, 2012 48%, 2013 70%. 3rd
grade - 2011 79% met growth goal, 2012 95%, 2013 85%. 4th grade - 2011 78% met growth
goal, 2012 - 62%, 2013 70%. 5th grade - 2011 61% met growth goal, 2012 62%, 2013 71%.

Supporting 3. ITBS Math National Percentile Rank 3 year data: 1st grade 2011 70%, 2012 78%, 2013 68%.
Data: 2nd grade 2011 71%, 2012 70%, 2013 73%. 3rd grade 2011 59%, 2012 63%, 2013 69%. 4th



grade 2011 73%, 2012 66%, 2013 64%. 5th grade 2011 61%, 2012 67%, 2013 69%. Note:

not limited to same students.

4., NEEDS ASSESSMENT: Three years of trend data including NRT, CRT, local achievement
assessments and other relevant indicatars will be analyzed by the faculty at each grade lavel
with consideration to the TAGG as well as entire Population in order to determine student
learning needs and achievement gaps. NRT & CRT data will be analyzed annually. Formative
evaluations will be analyzed quarterly. Three years of trend data reveal weakness in areas of
measurement, data analysis and probahility in grades 3-5. We plan to implemement the new
Common Core Curriculum throughout grades K-5, fluid grouping of students to address
academic needs, and use of additional certified teachers to support student learning.

All students will show growth in mathematics using inquiry strategies in support of Common Core

Goal
Geometry.

curriculum; with additional attention to Measurement, Number Sense/Properties & Qperations, and

The Combined Population met the 2013 AMO target of 87.65%. The TAGG met the 2013 target of
Benchmark 83.33%. It is expected that each of these populaticns will meet, or exceed the 2014 AMO target of
88.92% for Combined, and 85% for TAGG.

Intervention: Act 83 of 2003, An act to provide teachers with quality professional development that will
:{promote and enhance learning opportunities for students; and for other purposes.

{IEducation,

§Scient'|f|'c Based Research: Assessing Impact: Evaluating Staff Development” Joellen Killion ,2002,
Hwww.nsdc.org "Assessing Impact of Professional Development on Teaching and STudents”
12004, www.programevaluation.org; Professional Development Design: Loucks-Horsley, S., Designing

{iProfessional Development for Teachers of Science and Mathematics, 1998, National Institute for Science

, Seth Aldrich, Ph.D,

§Actions

{iPerson
{iIResponsible

Timeline

{{Resources

Source of
Funds

{IPROFESSICONAL DEVELOPMENT: In compliance
{iwith ACT 83,all teachers will have the opportunity
ilto participate in the school and district
ilprofessional development plan. Teachers will use
an instrument developed by the district
iiprofessional development committee to evaluate

ilthe knowledge gained. Annually, upon review of
Ethe formative and summative test data, the
ilprofessional development committee, working
fiunder the guidelines of the district professional
iidevelopment plan, will develop a professional
{idevelopment plan for the school and individual
iiteachers based on information obtained through

iteachers in need of assistance will be assigned a
iimentor to assist them in reaching their
:Iprofessional development goals and needs. All
iiteachers will have the opportunity to have input
ilon the district and building level professional
ildevelopment plan. The district will provide all
{|{teachers and administrators will no less than 60
ithours of professional development including 6
ithours of technology and 2 hours of parental
flinvolvement development (3 hours of Parental
ilInvolvement for Administrators) and for those
lwho teach Arkansas History, 2 hours of training in :

evaluate the benefit of the professional
iidevelopment activities and provide feedback an
iineeded changes.

ilAction Type: Professional Development

{iAction Type: Program Evaluation

HAction Type: Title I Schoolwide

§the effectiveness of the professional development :
iiplan, the course offerings and the effectiveness of |

ildata analysis. All new teachers (first 3 years) and

§that subject. Teachers will have the opportunity to

iCheryI

Putnam,

§ Principal

Start;

End:
06/30/ 2014

07/01/2013

Administrative
Staff
Teachers

Title Teachers

ACTION $
BUDGET:

HIGHLY QUALIFIED: The school will continue to
ithire and maintain "highly qualified” teachers and
{isupport staff. All instruction will be given by

with Title I staff to implement school wide reform
istrategies. Data will be used to continue to

dCheryl

dPutnam,
dPrincipal
i"highly qualified" staff. Teachers will work closely :

Start:

End:

: 06/30/2014

07/01/2013

Outside
Consultants

Teachers

Titde Teachers:

ACTION
BUDGET:




monhitor progress and point-in- time remediation.
iiAction Type: Collaboration

iiAction Type: Professional Development

ilAction Type: Program Evaluation

{jAction Type: Tite I Schoolwide

{INEEDS ASSESSMENT: Three years of trend data
dincluding NRT, CRT, local achievement
Hassessments and other relevant indicators will be
lanalyzed by the faculty at each grade level with
iiconsideration to the TAGG as well as entire
i{Population in order to determine student learning :
ilneeds and achievement gaps. NRT & CRT data will:
iibe analyzed annually. Formative evaluations will
iibe analyzed quarterly. Three years of trend data
ireveal weakness in areas of measurement, data
sianalysis and probability in grades 3-5. We plan to |
ilimplemement the new Common Core Curriculum
§throughout grades K-5, fluid grouping of students :
{ito address academic needs, and use of additional :
certified teachers to support student learning. ‘
siAction Type: Collaboration

HAction Type: Title I Schoolwide

{iCheryl
dPutnam,
JPrincipal

Start: :
07/01/2013:
End:
06/30/2014

Performance
Assessments
Teachers

ACTION $
BUDGET:

Parent Engagement: An annual meeting will be :
ilheld to inform parents of the right of parents to be:
dinvolved in planning, review, and improvement of
Iparent programs and a description and
explanation of the curriculum used in the schoal,
ilitypes of assessment and proficiency levels. In
iladdition, parents will be involved in the annual ‘
ilplanning of schocl improvement programs. Annual:
dsurveys will be used to evaluate the parent
Hinvolvement activities. A parent training will be
iiprovided for parents to learn about specific things :
iithey can do to promote learning within the home
iland school. Booklets will be purchased for parents:
Hisummarizing this information and to keep at hame:
llas a parental reference guide. :
§Acti0n Type: Parental Engagement

JPutnam,
iiPrincipal

Start:

07/01/2013:
End:
06/30/2014

Administrative '

Staff

ACTION
BUDGET:

{IProgram Evaluation:At the conclusion of the 2012-:
{12013 school year we evaluated this
ilIntervention/Program through: Professional
ildevelopment focus plans, Professional
didevelopment records and determined that it was
Hleffective in support of our Curriculum, Instruction, :
lAssessment and Professional Development. The
iifollowing EVALUATION RESULTS demonstrate that
ilthis Intervention is valid in support of the teaching:
iland learning that are part of this program: :
{Student test scores indicate more than 87% of
istudents scored proficient or advanced in
iimathematics. During the 2013-2014 school year,
ilwe plan to use the following protocol in evaluating,:
iland adjusting, the programs, processes, and :
Hactivities that make up the action descriptions
Hwithin this intervention/program: 100% of
iteachers will be integrating the Commeon Core
{iCurriculum as we move toward the new :
lassessments, We will use student data/information:
ilto determine whether the objectives of this j
{iIntervention/Program were achieved and whether :
iit has been successful in attaining the anticipated
iIparticipant outcome objectives.

i{lAction Type: Professional Development

ilAction Type: Program Evaluation

Cheryl

HPutnam

Start: :
07/01/2013:
End: ;

06/30/2014:

Administrative
Staff
Teachers

ACTION
BUDGET:

EIntervention: Everyday Mathematics (McGraw-Hill); A Research-Based Curriculum: The Research Foundations




ilof the UCSMP Everyday Mathematics Curriculum, Andrew Isaacs, William Carroll and Max Bell; Mathematics
{{Evaluation Report, Mathematics Evaluation Committee of Hopewell Valley Regional School District; The Impact
{iof Two Standards-Based Mathematics Curricula on Student Achievement in Massachusetts, Journal for
Research in Mathematics Education (2001, Vol. 32, No. 4, 368-398); Student Achievement Studies, Everyday

iLearning

iIScientific Based Research: The Research Foundatlons of the UCSMP Everyday Mathematics Curriculum, Andrew
ilIsaacs, William Carroll and Max Bell; Mathematics Evaluation Report, Mathematics Evaluation Commlttee of
iiHopewell Valley Regional School District; The Impact of Twoe Standards-Based Mathematics Curricula on
§Student Achievement in Massachusetts Journal for Research in Mathematics Education 2001, Val. 32, No. 4,

Timeline

JResources

§Trainings will be available to K-5 grade new

Start: ;
iiteachers in the Math methodology. iiMcClung 07/01/2013 Administrative
HAction Type: Collaboration i End: . Staff ACTION K
HIAction Type: Professional Development 06/30/2014 Teachers BUDGET:
§Action Type: Program Evaluation : oo
{ISCHOOLWIDE REFORM STRATEGIES: We will dNicky Start: | SV
{levaluate the effectiveness of Math strategies usmg Anderson 07/01/2013 Performance ACTION
ilunit tests and/or grade level developed tests i {ENnd: Assessmenls %
H(fomative assessments)and MAPS test. In additon,: 06/30/2014 Teachers BUDGET:
lwe will use the summative data from standardized: Teaching Aids
{testing and the Benchmark exam in Grades 3-5.
{iAction Type: Collaboration
|Action Type: Tile I Schoolwide ooveeedboninneendinn bl
ilCollaborate with classroom teachers, special {Sharon Start: 1
ileducation teachers and other support staff ta iMichaels 07/01/2013 Teachers
dimplement differentiated strategies for all students: End: : Tide Teachers QS-'[;IGOENI_ $
{lwith Academic Improvement Plans or special 06/30/20145 '

leducation needs to improve information skills.
{lAction Type: AIP/IRI

ilAction Type: Equity

ilAction Type: Special Education

ilInform parents of Math curriculum and strategies
ilthrough the use of unit parent letters and
ilhome/study links. The school social worker will
ficollaborate with area Head Start organizations to
idinform and educate future Leverett parents who
{imay be parents of migrant, English Language
ilLearner, free and reduced lunch, highly mobile
dland homeless students.

Action Type Collaboration

Start; :
07/01/2013
End: :
06/30/2014

Teachers

ACTION $
BUDGET:

iStart:

Classroom, ESL, and Special Education teachers i{iSharon ;

ilwill work together with principal to support Math  :iMichaels 07/01/2013 Administrative

istrategies. Art, PE, and music teachers will : End: : Staff ACTION %
ilcollaborate when applicable to curriculum. 06/30/2014 Teachers BUDGET:
ilAction Type: Alignment Teaching Aids

i|Action Type: Collaboration . .
{ICollaborate with parents to develop student AIP’s. :{Cheryl Start: T | LT
HAny student that scores below proficient on state {Putnam, 07/01/2013 District Staff ACTION
{imandated criterion referenced exams and any dPrincipal End: ; BUDGET: $
iiother student identified by classroom teachers W|II 06/30/2014 ’
ilhave an AIP.

i|Action Type: AIP/IRI N . T
{ICOORDINATION AND INTEGRATION OF ‘Pam Dunn | /Start: I | DO
IPROGRAMS: Grades K-5 will be evaluated using 07/01/2013 Administrative

{IMAPS testing to measure computation fluency and | End: : Staff ACTION %
{lgrowth. Spring Summative NRT and CRT Testing | 06/30/2014 Computers || BUDGET:
ilto determine learning gains for all students. Math : Outside

iIMaterials will be purchased and implemented to Consultants

ilsupport student achievement. Perfarmance

{iAction Type: Alignment Assessments

§Acti0n Type: Collabeoration Teachers

HAction Type:
HAction Type:

Program Evaluation
Special Education




§Action Type: Technology Inclusion
fiAction Type: Title I Schoolwide

{IMeetings with our Math facilitator will be held at
illeast twice a month during cur grade level
ilmeetings. Student performance will be evaluated
iland interventions designed to support student
performance in Math. Formative and Summative
{iAssessment Data from unit assessments, MAPS
Hiand Benchmark results will be analyzed to make
ildecisions that impact Curriculurn, Instruction,
ilAssessment and Professional Development.
ilAction Type: AIP/IRI

{iAction Type: Alignment

HAction Type: Collaboration

§Action Type: Professional Development

{iCheryl
dPutnam

Start;

End:
06/30/ 2014

07/01/2013

+ Administrative

Staff

+ Performance
Assessments

+ Teachers

ACTION $
BUDGET:

ilProgram Evaluation: At the conclusion of the
i12012-2013 school year we evaluated the use of
ilEveryday Math, Math in Focus and Go Math
dthrough MAPS assessments and Arkansas
iBenchmark exam data. This data was analyzed
iland we determined that it was effective in support
ilof our Curriculum Instruction and Assessment.

{With a combination of Grades 3-5, 88.28% scared |

proficient or advanced on the Benchmark Exam
iland our AMO was 87.69%. We believe this

ilevidence shows that it is supporting our efforts to

ilincrease student achievement. During the 2013-
{12014 school year we plan to use a variety of

ilresources including Go Math, Everyday Math, Math‘

#in Focus, Cognitively Guided Instruction {GGI) and
{{Extending Children's Mathematics (ECM) to
ilincrease student performance. MAPS testing and
iiBenchmark assessment data will be used in
iltracking student performance.

ilAction Type: Alignment

{iAction Type: Ccllaboration

§Acti0n Type: Program Evaluation

iiCheryl
dPutnam

Start:

07/01/2013

End:

106/30/2014,

¢ Administrative

Staff
« Teachers

BUDGET:

ACTION

ETotaI Budget:

50;

ilIntervention: A Handbook for Classroom Instruction that Works. Alexandria, VA: ASCD. (Includes specific
{lesson designs using the nine research-based strategies.) Marzanc, Rabert 1.;
§Jane E. (2001). Classroom Instructions that Works: Research-Based Strategies for Increasing Student
§Achievement Alexandria VA: ASCD (Based on meta- analysis of hundreds of studies. Includes chapters an the!

Pickering, Debra 1.;

and Pollock,

§SC|ent|f|c Based Research: Marzano, Robert 1.;

{|Robert J.; Pickering, Debra 1.;

‘ Norford, Jennifer S.; Paynter, Diane E.; Pickering, Debra J.; and
{iGaddy, Barbara B. (2001). A Handbook for Classroom Instructlon that Works. Alexandrla VA: ASCD. Marzano
; and Pollock, Jane E. (2001). Classroom Instructions that Works: Research-Based

Strategies for Increasing Student Achlevg__r__nent Alexandria, vA: ASCD.

{|Actions : Eerson Timeline  {Resources Source of
Lo R esponsibled ~ C Lo o Funds
{ITeachers will have a collaborative team planning iJenae Start: T | FEr——
iitime in addition to regular planning time. Training, i{Vitale 07/01/2013 + District Staff

P : ; { ACTION
sicontinuing education, and professional { End: : BUDGET: $
iidevelopment will be provided to improve math 06/30/2014 )
iland literacy, within each grade level and across

figrade levels.

HAction Type: Collaboration

{|Action Type: Professional Development i 8 0l
HWriting strategies will be utilized to improve open- ijNicky Start: 4 e
ilended math responses. dAnderson 07/01/2013 + Teachers ACTION
§Act|on Type: Alignment : End: ; BUDGET: $
i{lAction Type: Collaboration 06/30/2014 )
gAction Type: Program Evaluation | N .
{iCollaboration of classroom teachers, special iISharon liStart: ; e
\leducation teachers and other support staff to iiMichaels  {07/01/2013; « Teachers ACTION




iland summative assessment data will be
lexamined.

ilAction Type: Alignment

HAction Type: Collaboration

implement differentiated strategies for all students§
:lwith Academic Improvement Plans and or special :
iineeds to improve infermaticn skills. Farmative

End:
06/30/2014;

BUDGET:

ilenhance the curriculum.
ilAction Type: Alignment
i|Action Type: Collaboration

iIClassroom, ESL and Special Education teachers
ilwill work together with principal to support

{lappropriate writing strategies for answering open :
iiresponse math problems. The media specialist will:
sicollaborate when applicable to add materials to |

iTerri
iiMitchell

Start: :
07/01/2013:
End:
06/30/2014

+ Teachers

ACTION

BUDGET:

iidata supports the need for continued

iiresponse in alignment with the Common

gAction Type: Program Evaluation

Program Evaluation: At the conclusion of the
i12012-2013 scheol year we evaluated benchmark
tiscores for students grade 3-5. We believe the

dimplementation of commmon core standards to
iIsupport student achievement. More than 88% of
iistudents in grades 3-5 scored proficient or
ladvanced. During the 2013-2014 school year we
plan to continually analyze math constructed

{Standards for writing, rigor and math skills.

Core

{iCheryl
HPutnam

Start: :
07/01/2013
End:
06/30/2014:

Staff
« Teachers

« Administrative

ACTION

BUDGET:

élTotaI Budget:

30!

§Interventi0n: The curriculum will be mapped and aligned. Mapping the Big Picture: Integrating Curriculum and

{jAssessment, K-12. Heidi Hayes Jacobs. ASCD, 1997.

EScientiﬁc Based Research: Mapping the Big Picture: Integrating Curriculum and Assessment, K-12, Heidi Hayes

Jacobs. ASCD (1997).

éActions Ei;s;aznnsibleé Timeline Resources Source of Funds

AII students' needs will be addressed Melissa EStart: :

iithrough the application of the school's  {{Armendariz:{07/01/2013: e Teachers )
Heurriculum with additional focus on rigor HENd: « Title Teachers | ACTION BUDGET: %
iland relevance, as we continue 106/30/2014;

{implementation of the Common Core : :

i{Standards.

i{Action Type: Collaboration

§There will be an annual review of data i[Terri HStart: i ;

iifrom summative norm referenced tests, |{Mitchell H07/01/2013: = Administrative )
:IMAPS, and Benchmark scores to HENd: Staff ACTION BUDGET:  $
llanalyze areas of weakness in order to H06/30/2014 = Teachers

iladdress sub skills, content clusters, : i

ilsubtests and subgroups that may need

ilto be addressed in the curriculum

:imapping process. An annual review and

iladjustment to the curriculum maps will

iibe made according to gaps and/or

iduplications noted from the data

ilanalysis.

ilAction Type: Collaboration

gAction Type: Program Evaluation :

ETeachers will participate in ongoing Lyndsey HStart: :

iidevelopment of curriculum mapping, Laubach  107/01/2013: « Teachers .
iincluding horizontal and vertical HENnd: ACTION BUDGET: 3
iialignment. 106/30/2014

ilAction Type: Alignment : :

ilAction Type: Collaboration

{|Action Type: Professional Development i A oo Ao
{iongoing learning teams will provide ‘Pam Dunn {Start: : A [ —— :
; i : ! ; Teachers : :
continual assessment to vertical and -:]7/01/2013i . ACTION BUDGET: $§




ithorizantal alignment of the math
deurriculum. The team will share
ileffective teaching and assessment
ilstrategies and training for teachers.
ilAction Type: Alignment

i|Action Type: Collaboration

HEnd: :
1106/30/2014:

iITeachers will plan and coordinate Math,
{iScience, Reading/Language Arts and/or
{ISocial Studies correlations for specific
Hinstructional units and times.

ilAction Type: Alignment

i|Action Type: Cellaboraticn

Stephanie
Harter

IStart: :
407/01/2013:
HENd:
106/30/2014:

= Teachers

iITeachers will integrate content between
iIMath, Science, Engineering, technology,
{iIReading/Language Arts and Social
{IStudies by receiving professional
iidevelopment in these areas. This will
ilinclude monthly STEM training from
ilcontracted experts in the field as well
Has staff participating in school visits to

{Isuccessful STEM schools. Staff will also

Hattend several national STEM
iiconferences. All conferences and school
ivisits will be followed by information
ilsharing for school personnel and
{|parents.

HAction Type:
{lAction Type:
ilAction Type:
ilAction Type:
{Action Type:
HAction Type:

Alignment
Collaboration
Equity

Professional Development

Technolegy Inclusion
Title I Schoolwide

Cheryl
Putnam

{Start: 5
107/01/2013;
HENd:
i106/30/2014

+ Teachers

Title I -
Purchased $16925.00
Services:

{Parents will be aware of and have
ilaccess to the Fayetteville Schools
HiCurriculum Map via the district web
ilpage.

ilAction Type: Ccllaboraticn

Cheryl
Putnam,
Principal

HStart: :
107/01/2013
HEnd:
106/30/2014:

= Administrative
Staff

« District Staff

« Teachers

i|Action Type: Parental Engagement

{ITeachers will implement the correlated
f{eurriculum at grade levels for all
istudents. Formative and summative
lassessment data will be examined.

Melissa :
Armendariz:

{Start:

07/01/2013:

End: :
106/30/2014:

« Teachers

ECurricqum maps are an on going
ilprocess of development as new
iIframeworks are revised. As part of this
{iprocess grade level teams, special
ilareas, special education and cross-
iigrade level meetings will be held to
ilcorrect gaps and duplications. This will
dinclude horizontal and vertical
ilalignment and alignment to the
{iArkansas State Frameworks. Lesson
iiplans are submitted to the principal.
ilAction Type: Alignment

ilAction Type: Collaboration

ilAction Type: Program Evaluation
i|Action Type: Special Educatian

Putnam,
Principal

HStart: :
1107/01/2013!
HENnd:
106/30/2014

« Teachers

ACTION BUDGET:

{ITeachers are provided with weekly
Hinstructional meeting time in order to
iiplan for the implementation of best
iipractices chosen to help improve
ilstudent achievement at each student's
ilreadiness level. This planning time will
iibe provided during the course of the
iiday.

Action Type: Collaboration

Cheryl
Putnam,
Principal

HStart: ‘
H07/01/2013:
HENd:
106/30/2014

+« Teachers

ACTION BUDGET:




Action Type: Professicnal Development [

Program Evaluation: At the CDnCIUSion Chery| Start: ........................................................
Hof the 2012-2013 school year we Putnam 1107/01/2013: » Administrative .
iievaluated our grade level curriculum HENd: Staff ACTION BUDGET:  $

ilmaps and determined that it was 106/30/2014: » Teachers
ileffective in support of our Curriculum : i

ilInstruction, Assessment and
{iProfessional Development. We believe
iithe evidence shows that it is a valuable
itool in terms of supporting our efforts to
ilincrease student achievement. During
ilthe 2013-2014 school year we plan to
{lcontinue the use of DISTRICT
deurriculum maps along with the
{ICommon Core Standards. Additionally,
fiwe will use STEM curriculum developed
ilin conjunction with the University of
ilArkansas to guide student acheivement.
{iAction Type: Cellaberation

§Acti0n Type: Program Evaluation

E[Total Budget:

$16925!

Priority 2: Improving Literacy

1. Benchmark trend data as reported last 3 years: 3rd grade 2011 82% Proficient or advanced,
2012 89%, 2013 90%. 4th grade 2011 88% Proficient or advanced, 2012 88%, 2013 89%. 5th
grade 2011 89% Proficient or advanced, 2012 88%, 2013 87%.

2. MAPs trend data as reported for last three years: 1st grade nc data 2011, 2012, 2013 - 71%
met reading growth goal. 2nd grade 2011 73% met growth goal, 2012 67%, 2013 72%. 3rd
grade 2011 78% met growth goal, 2012 76%, 2013 80%. 4th grade 2011 56% met growth
goal, 2012 50%, 2013 55%. 5th grade 2011 64% met growth goal, 2012 67%, 2013 69%.

3. ITBS: Reading National Percentile Rank, Grades 1-2 represent "Comprehension”; 3-5 are

"Total Reading™. 1st - 2011 71%, 2012 77%, 2013 79%. 2nd - 2011 72%, 2012 74%, 2013

77%. 3rd - 2011 57%, 2012 58%, 2013 65%. 4th - 2011 64%, 2012 61%, 2013 60%. 5th -

2011 57%, 2012 62%, 2013 62%. Notz: not limited to same students.

DRA - Individual student data.

DIBELS - Individual student data.

Supporting Comprehensive Needs Assessment: We conducted a three year data trend analysis of literacy

Data: achievement using the results from formative assessments, loecal common assessments, ITBS,

and MAPS data. Results for both the All Students Population and the Targeted Achievement
Gap Group were examined to identify specific areas of weakness in learning strands. Our data
analysis identified the following focus areas for improvement: reading comprehension;
reading and interpreting a variety of text including practical, informational, and technical
texts; writing with understanding of purpose, speaker, audience, and form; and writing
conventions with attention given to sentence structure, type and length, and rules of
capitalization and punctuation. We examined our instructional strategies, classroom
structure/grouping, and classroom walkthrough data and are modifying our curriculum,
instruction, common assessments, and professional development practices to better meet the
needs of all of gur students. In addition, literacy teachers meet weekly with an instructional
facilitator to review formative, real time classroom performance data, and focus on classroom
instruction. We will use available funds to implement appropriate interventions and programs
that will best address the needs of our students.

ok

All Students will improve in reading comprehension and written expression with additional attention to
literary, content, and practical reading passages, and content and style writing domains.

The Combined Population EXCEEDED the 2013 AMO target of 89.87%. The TAGG also EXCEEDED the
Benchmark 2013 target of 87.00%. It is expected that each of these populations will meet, or exceed the 2013

Goal

ilIntervention: Comprehensive Literacy Model; Adams, M. (1996), Beginning to Read; Allington, R.(1994),
iIClassrooms That Work: They Can All Read and Write; Calkins, L. (1991), The Art of Teaching; Center for the
§Improvement of Early Reading Achievement, Put Reading First; Clay, M. (1993), Becoming Literate; Clay, M.
(1993}, An Observaticn Survey of Early Literacy Achievement; Clay, M.(1993), Reading Recovery: A
{{Guidebook for Teachers in Training; Dorn, L., French, C. and Jones, T. (1998), Apprenticeship in Literacy:
i{Transitions in Reading and Writing; Fountas, . and Pinnell, G.S. (1996), Guided Reading: Good First Teaching
iifor All Children

EScientific Based Research: Adams, M, {1996), Beginning to Read; Allington, R.{1994), Classrooms That Work:
§They Can All Read and Write; Calkins, L. (1991), The Art of Teaching; Center for the Improvement of Early




Reading Achievement, Put Reading First; Clay, M. (1993), Becoming Literate; Clay, M. (1993), An Observation
:ISurvey of Early Literacy Achievement; Clay, M.(1993), Reading Recovery: A Guidebook for Teachers in
4Training; Dorn, L., French, C. and Jones, T. (1998), Apprenticeship in Literacy: Transitions in Reading and

ilprevious data for reading level
placement and small group instruction.
{lAction Type: Alignment

Action Type: Collaboration
EAction Type: Program Evaluation

Acticns 5 Eeezsspoolsibleé Timeline Resources Source of Funds
Social work program will work with {iKaren Bley ilStart: Hoo
iifamilies of educationally disadvantaged | 107/01/2013; + Teachers

ilstudents to address family and student 4End: ACTION BUDGET:  $
issues relevant to improving academic : 06/30/2014;

ilachievement. i :

iAction Type: Collaboration

ilAction Type: Parental Engagement = L T D

K-5 teachers will be trained in {IKatie AustiniStart: ; o B B R
ilComprehensive Literacy Model. : 107/01/2013; + Administrative .
{iProfessional Develoment for staff HENd: Staff ACTION BUDGET:  $
iimembers will be ongoing and provided 106/30/2014: « Teachers

iiby the literacy coach. i !

§Acti0n Type: Collaboration 5

siAction Type: Professional Development

{|Action Type: Title I Schoolwide 4 . T

§Teachers will participate in data analysisiiGayle EStart: ; haps
ilusing comparative data from beginning {{Bowman, :107/01/2013; » Teachers

of year and end of year measures. ii3rd Grade HENnd: ACTION BUDGET:  $
ijAction Type: Collaboration ~ Teacher $06/30/2014
Kindergarten through 5th grade will Bryce dStart: £
ilhave a weekly newsletter sent home.  {{Vellios 107/01/2013; « Teachers )
ilParent nights will be implemented | HEnd: ACTION BUDGET: %
ilthroughout the school year. #06/30/2014

ilAction Type: Collaboration : :

gAction Type: Parental Engagement 1y i

Kindergarten-5, ESL, resource,and Katie AustiniiStart: : drmin _

ilinstructional aides will work together H07/01/2013i = Administrative ]
Hwith principal to support Comprehensive | HEnd: Staff ACTION BUDGET:  $
iliteracy strategies. Materials will be ' 106/30/2014: « Title Teachers

purchased to support these strategies. : !

i|Action Type: Collaboration 1y ;

ESL instructional assistant will provide Julie Start: : _ )

‘linterventions for ESL students and other {Ramsey  {07/01/2013; » Teaching Aids ]
{Istudents with similar needs toward : SEnd: ACTION BUDGET:  $
dimprovement in reading achievement. H06/30/2014i

{{Action Type: Collaboration i i |

Ongoing tracking of staff training in iShannon  i{Start: Hooo e
Hliteracy learning will be recorded by {{Carlton, 4th}07/01/2013! » Administrative

Hdistrict reading specialist. Grade HEnd: Staff ACTION BUDGET:  $
dlAction Type: Alignment iiTeacher 106/30/2014; » District Staff

‘{Action Type: Collaboration | .ibnnnbn il
§The DSA (Developmental Spelling {Gracen iStart: I R
ilAssessment} will be given as a pre test Armendariz 07/01/2013i = Teachers .
ilin grades 1-5 for placement. DRA will be | 4End: ACTION BUDGET: 3
ilgiven to all new students without | $06/30/2014

dlyndsey

IStart:

§The resource teacher will use . :

i i i ith 5 : « Teachers

Esl?argggege_n;we Literacy strategies with Labauch Egzt/jtlil/zoﬂé ACTION BUDGET: &
Action Type: Cellaboration 06/30/2014§

J|Action Type: Special Education 4 b e e
§TRANSITION: Action: (Pre-K) HKerri dStart: :

iIKindergarten teachers will collaborate to {{Collins 107/01/2013; « District Staff _
Hdincorporate research/best practices : {End: » Teachers ACTION BUDGET: $
iirelated to early childhood development 106/30/2014¢ : :




iIso that there will be a seamless
Htransition for students between
iipreschool and kindergarten
ilenvironments. The kindergarten
ilcurriculum includes instructional :
ilstrategies, teaching methodologies, and |
{lassessment techniques based upon the |
{itheories of early childhood growth and
ildevelopment. Each kindergarten
ilclassroom will have an instructional
assistant to support this process,
{idepending on needs of students and :
{state requirements. Conferences will be |
iiheld with all parents and teachers will
ilmaintain contact with the parents ona |
regular basis. Additional conferences W|II
ilbe held as needed. -
{iAction Type: Alignment

Action Type: Collaboration

{lAction Type: Equity

{|Action Type: Title T Schoolwide

{IProgram Evaluation: At the conclusion of
ilthe 2012-2013 school year we evaluated!
ilthe Comprehensive Literacy Model |
ilithrough formative assessments:
{IDIBELS, DSA and DRA levels and
iidetermined that it was effective in
ilsupport of our Curriculum Instruction,
ilAssessment and Professional
{iDevelopment. Cambined population
ligrades 3-5, 92.41% scored proficient or
ladvanced in Literacy. In addition,
iisummative CRT data was used. We
ilbelieve the evidence shows that it is
ilvaluable in terms of supporting our ;
{|efforts to increase student achievement. |
{During the 2013-2014 school year we
iiplan to use DIBELS, DRA, and MAPS in
ilevaluating, and adjusting, the programs,|
ilprocesses, and activities, that make up |
ilthe action descriptians within
{iComprehensive Literacy Model as we
ilcontinue to implement Common Core
{|Standards.

{iAction Type: Alignment

ilAction Type: Collaboration

i|Action Type: Program Evaluation

Cheryl
Putnam

4Start: :
07/01/2013
HEnd: !
06/30/2014

o Administrative
Staff
+ Teachers

ACTION BUDGET:

{IA .5 FTE certified paid teacher will be
ithired to remediate students below grade
dlevel and provide parents with -
Heurriculum nights targeted to teach them
ilspecific areas they can help students at |
ilhome. Melissa Armendariz (Salary '
i1$27839.00 Benefits $7013.00)

{iAction Type: Collaberation

§Action Type: Parental Engagement

iiMelissa

Armendariz

{Start: .
07/01/2013
HENd: :
106/30/2014!

» Administrative
Staff

e Teachers

+« Title Teachers

Titde I -

Employee $27839.00
Salaries:

Title I -
Employee
Benefits:

ACTION
BUDGET:

$7013.00

ilone .50 FTE certified teacher will be
ilhired to work with students reading
ilbelow grade level. Joanna Wray (Salary
{1$4761.00 Benefits $1528.00) :
Action Type: Professional Development
{lAction Type: Technology Inclusion :

Joanna
Wray

4Start: :
07/01/2013
HENd: !
12/20/2013

¢ Teachers
¢« Title Teachers

| BUDGET:

Titde I -
Employee
Salaries:
Tide I -
Employee
Benefits:

$4761.00

$1528.00




Parents will be aware of and have access to the

One .5 FTE classified teacher will be INancy {Start: _ Tide I -
ithired to assist students reading below  {Ballard 507/01/2013 Employee $6276.00
ilgrade level. Nancy Ballard (Salary : HENd: : Salaries:
:1$6276.00 Benefits $1358.00) 06/30/2014 Title T -
i|Action Type: AIP/IRI : : Employee $1358.00
{|Action Type: Tite I Schoolwide Benefits:

ACTION
: . . BUDGET: 37634
One .5 FTE certified teacher will be hirediiAnthony Start: ! Tide I -
ilto remediate students reading below Hlytle ;07/01/2013 Employee $21038.00
{|grade level. Anthony Lytle (salary i HEnd: : Salaries:
i1$21038.00 benefits $5470.00) 306/30/2014: Title 1 -
{iAction Type: Equity : 5
HAction Type: Title I Schoolwide Emplolye_e $5613.00
Benefits:

ACTION

. BUDGET: $26651

One .50 FTE certified teacher will be Maurissa Start: : . i Title T -
{lhired to work with students reading Roberts 12/20/2013 s Title Teacherst prpoyee  $6965.00
ilbelow grade level. Maurissa Raberts ; dEnd: : Salaries:
#(Salary $6965.00 Benefits $1562.00) ;06/30/2014 Title T -
gAction Type: Alignment : Employee $1562.00
{iAction Type: Collaboration Benpefi\t(S' '
{lAction Type: Equity :
Action Type- Parental Engagement I
ilAction Type: Professional Development | ACTION $8527
' BUDGET:
One .5 FTE classified teacher will be Becky Goff iStart: Tide I -
ithired to assist students reading below | 07/01/2013 Employee $10828.00
iigrade level, Becky Goff (Salary HEnd: : Salaries:
i1$10,828.00 Benefits $2,424.00) 06/30/2014 Title T -
ilAction Type: AIP/IRI :
{lAction Type: Title I Schoolwide Emplo_yee $2424.00
Benefits:

ACTION
: BUDGET: 13252
Total Budget: A $97205
EIntervention: The curriculum will be mapped and aligned. Mapping the Big Picture: Integrating Curriculum and
§Assessment, K-12. Heidi Hayes Jacobs. ASCD, (1997, ;
§Scient'|f|'c Based Research: Mapping the Big Picture: Integrating Curriculum and Assessment, K-12. Heidi Hayes
§Jac0bs. A D, (100 T e i
EActions Person . Timeline  {[Resources Source of
iResponsible R Funds
§Teachers will receive training on curriculum {iCheryl Start: - o I | R
iimapping, including horizontal and vertical {Putnam 07/01/2013 + Administrative ACTION
Halignment. : End: - Staff BUDGET: ¥
{|Action Type: Alignment 06/30/2014 » Teachers '
§Teachers will plan and coordinate math, science,
ilreading/language arts and/or social stud|es Wetzel 07/01/2013 » Teachers ACTION
ilcorrelations for specific instructional units. End: BUDGET: $
ilAction Type: Alignment 06/30/2014 )
‘|Action Type: Collaboration . ................Ad B
éTeachers will identify grade level corralations iiGracen Start:
ibetween Math, Science, Reading/Language Arts  jArmendariz 07/01/2013 ACTION
{land/or Social Studies. : End: - BUDGET: *
ilAction Type: Alignment 06/30/2014 '
ilAction Type: Collaboration : OO TS | U TUU TV UTUURTve.

{iCheryl dStart: 4




Fayetteville Schools Curriculum Bank via the Putnam 07/01/2013 +« Computers ACTION $

{idistrict web page. § End: » Teachers BUDGET:
§AF‘:F"‘E‘U‘IYR?““Eﬂ'f?"fltﬁ"“EDSEH‘?‘WEHFM“M“.....“w“wwf IR e A OO, | NOv——
iITeachers will implement the carrelated curriculum :iRoni Start: R R
ilat grade levels for all students. {Womsley 07/01/2013, » Teachers ACTION
HAction Type: Alignment End: BUDGET: ¥
i|Action Type: Collaboraticn i 0e/30/2014y '
ilCurriculum maps are an on-going process of dCheryl Start: oo e
{idevelopment as new frameworks are revised. As :iPutnam, 07/01/2013: + Teachers

part of this process grade level teams, special Principal End: : PB\SEIGOENI' $
{lareas, special education and cross-grade level : 06/30/2014 )

ilmeetings will be held to correct gaps and
ilduplications. This will include horizontal and
ilvertical alignment and alignment to the Common
{iCore Standards. Lesson plans are submitted to the
ibuilding share drive on a weekly basis. :
i{lAction Type: Alignment

Acticn Type: Collaboration
ilAction Type: Program Evaluation

iiall students' needs will be addressed through the {iCheryl listart: - -
ilapplication of the schocl's curriculum and iPutnam :07/01/2013 + Teachers i ACTION
iilCommon Core Standards. End: BUDGET: %
{iAction Type: Alignment : 06/30/2014 :

J|Action Type: Collaboration . N | .
{|Program Evaluation: At the conclusion of the dCheryl Start: -
i12012-2013 school year we evaluated our dPutnam 07/01/2013 ¢« Administrative

Hicurriculum alignment using our curriculum maps End: Staff ACTION o
{ithat were developed to guide student 06/30/2014 + Teachers BUDGET:

flacheivement. We believe these maps were
Hleffective in meeting the state standards as well as |
iithe individual needs of students. During the 2013-
12014 school year we plan to cantinue the use of
iICurriculum Maps along with our STEM curriculum
fideveloped with the U of A, to guide student
Hlacheivement and growth.

lAction Type: Alignment

Action Type Collaboration

All students will improve on Literacy skills across the curriculum. Emphasis will be placed on
comprehension and fluency.

The combined population and each subgroup MET the 2013 AMO target of 89.87%. It is expected that
Benchmark each of these populations will meet, or exceed, the 2014 AMC target. 95% of students will meet or
exceed their expected growth for MAP assessments for the year.

ilIntervention: Comprehensive Literacy Model; Adams, M. (1996), Beginning to Read; Allington, R.(1994),
ilClassrooms That Work: They Can All Read and Write; Calkins, L. (1991}, The Art of Teaching; Center for the
d#Improvement of Early Reading Achievement, Put Reading First; Clay, M. (1993), Becoming Literate; Clay, M
(1993}, An Cbservation Survey of Early Literacy Achievement; Clay, M.(1993), Reading Recovery: A
Guidebook for Teachers in Training; Dorn, L., French, C. and Jones, T. (1998), Apprenticeship in Literacy:
{iTransitions in Reading and Writing; Fountas, L. and Pinnell, G.S. {1996), Guided Reading: Good First Teaching
dfor All Children

iIScientific Based Research: Adams, M. (1996), Beginning to Read; Allington, R.{1994), Classrooms That Work:
§§They Can All Read and Write; Calkins, L, (1991), The Art of Teachlng, Center for the Improvement of Early
{iIReading Achievement, Put Reading First; Clay, M. (1993), Becoming Literate; Clay, M. (1993}, An Observation
Survey of Early Literacy Achievement; Clay, M.(1993), Reading Recovery: A Guidebook for Teachers in
HTraining; Dorn, L., French, C. and Jones, T. (1998), Apprenticeship in Literacy: Transitions in Reading and
i{lWriting; Fountas, I and Plnnell G.S5. (1996), Guided Reading: Good First Teaching for All Children

Pearson 5 r f
€rso ) Timeline ‘{Rescurces Source 0
Responsible : Funds

éAcUons

iIThe resource teacher will use Comprehensive

{Sharon Start: :
{|Literacy strategies. {iMichaels 07/01/2013 + Teachers ACTION
ilAction Type: Collaboration End: BUDGET: ?
ijAction Type: Special Education : 506/30/2014 : ;

Kindergarten through 5th grade will have a Weekly Gayle g;Start: | E——



iireading will be considered to have a substantial

iireading deficiency. These children will be prowded‘

ilIntensive Reading Instruction . Additionally,
ilstudents performing below grade level will be
flenrolled in computer based programs, including
ISystem 44, Lexia, and Read 180.The Dynamic
i{Indicators of Basic Early Literacy Skills (DIBELS)
{will be administered to all students who are shown
ilto have a substantial reading deficiency. The
{|DIBELS will be used as an evaluation instrument
ito determine which areas of reading the child is
iideficient and as a progress-monitoring mstrument
iito document progress toward grade level
ilproficiency. It will also be the assessment
ilinstrument used for discontinuing services. For
iithose affected students, school persannel will
ildevelop an Intensive Reading Improvement Plan
(IRI} that will describe our intervention program.
iIntervention will be provided in the form of small

Teaching Aids

newsletter sent home. Parent nights will be Bowman 07/01/2013 Teachers ACTION $
siimplemented throughout the school year. ? End: BUDGET:
{\Materials will be sent home for parents to work 06/30/2014
ilwith students to further their learning. :
ilAction Type: Ccllaboraticn
§Acti0n Type: Parental Engagement . N T
{K-5 grade students will be given a pre and post  :[Jackie Start: I
Hwriting prompt. The DSA (Developemental Spelling:iCurington, 07/01/2013 Teachers o
iiassessment)will be given as a pretest for ‘lst Grade (End: : PB\SEIGENI' &
{iplacement. Formative and summative assessment {Teacher 06/30/2014 )
ildata will be examined. :
EAcUon Type: Alignment
ilAction Type: Cellaboraticn
:|Action Type: Program Evaluation R .
{Kindergarten through 5th grade, ESL, resource, :{Olivia Start: i e
Hinstructional aides and certified reading dMurphy 07/01/2013 Teachers
Hinterventionist will work together with principal to : End: : Teaching Aids | ACTION %
support Comprehensive Literacy strategies by 06/30/2014 Tide Teachers BUDGET:
ilattending professional training.
:IAction Type: Collaberation R T T
{iThe media specialist will continue to build book  iEmilie ‘'Start: -
ilresources in a variety of languages within the 1Jacobus 07/01/2013 Teachers ACTION
glibrary as well as a number of technology End: : BUDGET: $
tiresources used for grades K-5. Library resources 06/30/2014 )
ilwill be communicated to parents via beginning of
ilschool newsletter to support the learning of all
Hifamilies.
{|Action Type: Professional Development 4§ 4 4
iIK-5 teachers will be trained in Comprehensive Jackie Start: 3
iLiteracy Model. This includes new teachers to the (iCurington 07/01/2013 Teachers ACTION
{ibuilding. : End: ' BUDGET: $
iiAction Type: Professional Development 06/30/2014 AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA o
il0ngoing tracking of staff training in literacy (iShannon Start: H e
illearning recorded by district reading specialist. HCarlton 07/01/2013 Administrative
HAction Type: Professional Development : End: ; Staff ACTION i
06/30/20145 District Staff BUDGET:

i Teachers
IK-5 teachers will develop and maintain reading droni Start: 1 | B
§|ibraries, provide explicit instruction in reading Wamsley 07/01/2013 Teachers ACTION
{Istrategies and develop meaningful writing ‘ End: BUDGET: ¢
Heurriculum. 06/30/2014 '
{iAction Type: Cellaboration :
ilAction Type: Professional Development i .
iIKindergarten students, who score delayed in both ({Stephanie iStart: 1
Hwritten and oral communication, on the Qualls {iWood 07/01/2013 Performance
{Early Learning Inventory (QELI), and first and ‘ End: Assessments | ACTION $
iisecond grade students who score “below basic”in 06/30/2014 Teachers BUDGET:




group instruction and tutorial services. These
Hlintervention strategies and methods will continue
Huntil each student has reached grade level
ilproficiency in all essential areas.

ilAction Type: AIP/IRI

ilAction Type: Alignment

ilAction Type: Ccllaboration

progress on the Phonics continuum, and MAPS ‘
ilassesment and determined that it was effective in :
{isupport of our Curriculum Instruction, Assessment:
land Professional Development. We believe the ‘
ilevidence shows that it is valuable in terms of
iisupporting our efforts to increase student
Hlachievement(combined population grades 3-5, :
1192.41% scored proficient or advanced in Literacy).:
{During the 2013-2014 school year we plan to use
{IDIBELS, Guided Reading levels, student progress
ilon Phonics continuum, and MAP assessments in
ilevaluating, and adjusting, the programs, 5
pracesses, and activities, that make up the action |
{idescriptions within Camprehensive Literacy Model. :
iAction Type: Alignment :

{lAction Type: Program Evaluation

{{POINT IN TIME REMEDIATION: Progress will be  i{Cheryl Start: | SO
iimonitered using classroom running records, MAPS (iPutnam 07/01/2013 Central Office
ilassessment,the Dynamic Indicators of Basic Early | End: : Outside ACTION 3
ilLiteracy Skills (DIBELS), SAT-10, Classworks 06/30/2014 Consultants BUDGET:
Hicomputer program, and Benchmark Exams to Performance

provide sufficient information on which to base Assessments

Heffective assistance for children scoring below Teachers

ilproficiency.

ilAction Type: Alignment

ilAction Type: Ccllaboraticn

i|Action Type: Tite I Schoolwide . .

{iProgram Evaluation: At the conclusion of the ‘iCharyl Start: i H e
:12012-2013 school year we evaluated the dPutnam _07/01/2013 Administrative!
{iComprehensive Literacy Model through: DIBELS HENd: - Staff | ACTION %
ilassessments, Guided Reading levels and student 06/30/2014 Teachers BUDGET:

Elntervention: The curriculum will be mapped and aligned. Mapping the Big Picture: Integrating Curriculum and
ilAssessment, K-12, Heidi Hayes Jacobs. ASCD, (1997).

iJacobs. ASCD, (1997).

§Scientif|'c Based Research: Mapping the Big Picture: Integrating Curriculum and Assessment, K-12.

Heidi Hayes

Actions Person Timeline Resources Source of
1, Responsiblet ol Funds ...
{iThere will be an annual review of data from norm iKatie AustiniStart: & oo
ilreferenced tests and Benchmark scores to : 07/01/2013 + Teachers ACTION
ilanalyze areas of weakness in order to address End: - BUDGET: $
ilsub skills, content clusters, subtests and 06/30/2014 )
{isubgroups that may need to be addressed in the
curriculum mapping process. An annual review
land adjustment to the curriculum maps will be
iimade according to gaps and/or duplications noted
i#from the data analysis.
i|Action Type: Alignment T . .
iITeachers will receive training on curriculum {loe Start: D
{imapping, including herizontal and vertical {iMcClung 07/01/2013 + Teachers ACTION
Hlalignment. i End: - BUDGET: 7
{iAction Type: Alignment 06/30/2014 )
ilAction Type: Professional Development
Qngoing learning team work will provide caontinual i{Nicale Start: :
assessment to vertical and horizontal alignment of Richard 07/01/2013 e Teachers ACTION
ilthe reading curriculum. The team will share : End: : BUDGET: $
jleffective teaching and assessment strategies and | g06/30/2014; : T
itraining for teachers. ’ 5 ' :




§Action Type: Alignment
i|Action Type: Professional Development

{iKatie Austin

06/30/2014

§Teachers will plan and coordinate Math, Science, Start: 1 e
IReading/Language Arts and/or Social Studies 07/01/2013 * Teachers ACTION
Hicorrelations for specific instructional units and End: BUDGET: $
iitimes. Literacy materials that correlate with the 06/30/2014 )
dleurriculum will be purchased.

{iAction Type: Alignment

JAction Type: Collaboration oo

ITeachers will meet quarterly to identify grade dMary Start: :

Hlevel correlations between Math, Science, dKatherine 07/01/2013 + Teachers ACTION
{Reading/Language Arts and/or Social Studies. Hwilson End: : BUDGET: %
{iTeachers will review formative and summative 06/30/2014 )
ildata from norm referenced tests and Benchmark

iiscores to analyze areas of weakness in order to

laddress sub skills, content clusters, subtests and

iIsubgroups that may need to be addressed in the

ficurriculum mapping process. A review and

iladjustment to the curriculum maps will be made

ilaccording to gaps and/or duplications noted from

iithe data analysis. Substitutes will be used to

iiprovide this time.

Action Type: Alignment

{lAction Type: Cellaboration

i|Action Type: Program Evaluation T T

ilParents will be aware of and have access to the  (iCheryl Start: o
{iFayetteville Schools Curriculum Bank via the {Putnam, 07/01/2013 Computers

“|district web page. Jprincipal  {{End: Teachers ACTION
J|Action Type: Professional Development L toe/3oporal o {|BUDGET: -
§Teachers will implement the correlated curriculum i{{Ranie Start: 1 | O
ilat grade levels for all students. dwamsley 07/01/2013 Teachers ACTION
§Acti0n Type: Collaboration : End: BUDGET: $

ilafter curriculum maps are completed, grade level

iland determined the need for a new writing
{iprogram in support of our Curriculum Instruction,
:IAssessment and Professional Development. Dur|ng
iithe 2013-14 school year we plan to implement a
new writing program, "Exploration in Non-Fiction
i{lWriting" to support programs, processes, and
Hactivities, that make up the action descriptions
Hwithin the program.

HAction Type: Equity

{lAction Type: Program Evaluation

dCheryl Start: -
Eteams, special areas, special education and cross-{iPutnam, 07/01/2013 Teachers ACTION
ilgrade level meetings will be held to correct gaps iPrincipal End: BUDGET: %
siand duplications. This will include horizontal and 06/30/2014 )
iivertical alignment and alignment to the Arkansas
iIState Frameworks. Lesson plans will be subm|tted
ilto the principal.
ilAction Type: Alignment
{iAction Type: Collaberation
Y|Action Type: Program Evaluation % o
{iProgram Evaluation: At the conclusion of the {iCheryl dstart: e
$12012-2013 school year we evaluated writing dPutnam 07/01/2013 « Administrative
ilprompts in the building, assessed district writing End: Staff ACTION %
ilprompts using the Arkansas State Writing Rubric, 06/30/2014 + Teachers BUDGET:

éTotaI Budget:

EIntervention: Comprehensive Literacy initiative is implemented to support a comprehensive reading program
iutilizing the essential elements: comprehension, fluency, phonemic awareness, phonics, and vocabulary.

§Scient'|f|'c Based Research: Report of the National Reading Panel (2000): Teaching Children to Read, Put
{Reading First; National Institute for Literacy, National INstitute of Child Health and Human Development; The
{U.S. Department of Education, Preventing Reading Difficulties in Young Children; National Research Council,

Beginning to Read, Marily ]J. Adams.

iiPerson

HSource of




Acticns

{IResponsible

Timeline

{Resources

A certified 1.0 Literacy Coach will be hired to
{isupport comprehensive literacy program.
ilAction Type: Alignment

ilAction Type: Ccllaboraticn

ilAction Type: Professional Development

dPutnam,
dPrincipal

Start:

End:
06/30/ 2014

07/01/2013

District Staff
Teachers
Teaching Aids
Title Teachers

ACTION
BUDGET:

iITeachers, administrators and Literacy Coach will
ilattend professional development and training wit
ilthe district to promote the learning of teachers
Hiwithin grade levels.

Action Type: Alignment

Action Type: Collaboration

(Joe
h {iMcClung

07/01/2013
End: :
06/30/20145

Administrative
Staff

Central Office
Performance
Assessments
Title Teachers

ACTION
BUDGET:

{iComprehensive Literacy Model implementation w
iibe supported through the purchase of necessary
illearning materials and supplies.

ilAction Type: Alignment

ijAction Type: Cellaboraticn

illiCheryl
Putnam

Start;
07/01/2013
End:

06/30/20 14

ACTION
BUDGET:

DIBELs Assessment will be examined to manitor
{igrowth and progress. Formative and summative
lassessment data will be examined.

{lAction Type: Program Evaluation

{iCheryl
dPutnam,
JPrincipal

Start; :
07/01/2013

End:
06/30/ 2014

BUDGET:

{HIGHLY QUALIFIED: Strategies will be develaped
ilin conjunction with the central office staff for
ilattracting highly qualified teachers to the
iIFayetteville school district.

{iAction Type: Ccllaberation

HAction Type: Title I Schoolwide

Principal

Start;
07/01/2013
End:

06/30/2014

Administrative
Staff

District Staff
Teachers

ACTION
BUDGET:

{ISCHOOL LEADERSHIP TEAM Closing the
{iAchievement Gap (Literacy): Regular quarterly
ilmeetings of our (Literacy) ACSIP Leadership
{ICommittee will continue to be held. These
meetings will focus on building capacity within ou
iischool. Each meeting agenda will include the
ifollowing Core Principles: The selection, and
{icontinuous evaluation, of research-based,
ilscientifically validated, Interventions designed to
ilimprove our ability to improve student
ilperformance on the Literacy portion of all
{{Assessments. The ongoing monitoring of student
pregress in order to influence classroom
iinstruction. The utilization of Formative and
iISummative Assessment Data to make decisions

ilthat impact: Curriculum, Instruction, Assessment

Eand Professional Development. Coordination of
iiresources in order to better meet the needs of al
iIstudents. A sign-in sheet will be kept and made
ilavailable upon request.

ilAction Type: AIP/IRI

ilAction Type: Alignment

{iAction Type: Cellaberation

HAction Type: Equity

Action Type: Professional Development

{iAction Type: Program Evaluation

{iCheryl
Putnam

Start;

End:
06/30/2014

07/01/2013

Administrative
Staff
Teachers

ACTION
BUDGET:

Program Evaluation: At the conclusion of the
$12012-2013 school year we evaluated
iIComprehensive Literacy Model through: DIBELS

{lassessments, DRA levels, Guided Reading Levels,

and placement on the Phonics continuum and
iidetermined that it was effective in support of our
HiCurriculum Instruction, Assessment and
:iProfessional Development. We believe the
fievidence shows that it is valuable in terms of
iisupporting our efforts to increase student
lachievement(combined papulation grades 3-5,

dCheryl
dPutnam

Start;

07/01/2013

End:

06/30/2014,

Administrative
Staff
Teachers

ACTION
BUDGET:




i192.41% scored proficient or advanced in Literacy).:
{iDuring the 2013-2014 school year we plan to use
{DIBELS, DRA, Guided Reading level, and Phonics
{lcontinuum in evaluating, and adjusting, the ‘
iiprograms, processes, and activities, that make up
ilthe action descriptions within the program. More
{{than 93% of students will meet or excead their
expected growth for MAP assessments for the
Hyear.

{lAction Type: AIP/IRI

ilAction Type: Alignment

ilAction Type: Program Evaluation

{INEEDS ASSESSMENT: Three years of trend data :|Cheryl Start: | R

dincluding NRT, CRT, local achievement (Putnam 07/01/2013: + Administrative
llassessments and other relevant indicators will be End: Staff ACTION %
lanalyzed by the faculty at each grade level with 06/30/2014 + Teachers BUDGET:
{lconsideration to the combined population as well « Teaching Aids

ilas each subpopulation in order to determine s Titde Teachers

ilstudent learning needs and achievement gaps
Hwithin subpopulations. NRT & CRT data will be
Hanalyzed annually. Formative evaluations will be
analyzed quarterly. Three years of trend data
iireveal weakness in areas of writing multiple
ilchoice, and content passages in grades 3-5. We
ilplan to continue with the implementation of
#Common Core Curriculum through grades K-5,
Halong with STEM curriculum, fluid grouping of
{Istudents to address academic needs, and use of
iladditional certified teachers to support student
dlearning.

{Action Type: AIP/IRI

HAction Type: Collaboration
HAction Type: Equity

{iAction Type: Tide I Schoolwide

Priority 3: Students will improve and maintain their wellness through physical activity and nutrition.

1. BMI 2011 no data, 2012 Grades tested K, 2, 4 Combined Population 159 tested. 20% obese or
overweight, 82.5% healthy weight or underweight. BMI 2012 Grades tested K, 2, 4 Combined
population 194 tested. 15.5 obese or averweight, 70.5% healthy weight ot underweight.

2. School Health Index data from 2011, 2012, and 2013 consistentdy shows that students are
making progress towards healthy lifestyle choices, including safety, nutrition, and general
wellness. All three years modules showed 50% ahievement or better. Strengths for all three
vears include overall wellness a priority in Physical education, nutrition services, and

Supporting counseling.

Data: 3. Comprehensive Needs Assessment: We cenducted a three year data trend analysis of student
wellness using the results from BMI assessment and School Health Index. Results were
examined and our data analysis identified Leverett students are making progress towards
healthy lives. At the conclusion of the 2013-2014 school year we evaluated BMI, and School
Health Index and determined that it was effective in support of our Curriculum We believe the
evidence shows that it is valuable in terms of supporting our efforts to increase student
wellness.. During the 2013-2014 school year we plan to continue to use these measures in
evaluating and adjusting the wellness programs in place.

Students participating in the BMI activity show a need to improve and maintain their physical activity
and nutritional practices.

Healthier BMI results will be evident by June 30, 2014, There will be a 1/2% difference in the 2013-

Goal

Benchmark

§Scient'|f|'c Based Research: Let's Get Physical-Promotion and Education Strategies by Dr. Hal Wechsler
ijhttp: //www.fns.usda.gov/oane/menu/NNEC/Files/2003/LetsGetPhysical.pdf

dPerson I : rce of
jrerson iTimeline ‘{Resources i Source o
{IResponsible! ; HFunds

§Actions

Inform students and parents of extracurricular  {{Darryl istart: o




programs that support physical activity, i.e. ﬁAnderson 07/01/2013 Teachers ACTION $
fiwalking, softball, baseball, saccer : End: BUDGET:
§Acti0n Type: Ccllaboration 06/30/2014

Action Type: Parental Engagement ol il

{Through implementation of "Healthteacher.com" :Eric Start:

ilweb based curriculum, teaching and learning will iiArrington 07/01/2013 Administrative

iloccur regarding reduction of time children spend End: : Staff PB‘C-IE;IGOENI__ $
ilengaged in sedentary activities such as watching 06/30/2014 Teachers Y )

iltelevision and playing video games.
fiAction Type: Parental Engagement

Implementation throughout the physical education :Darryl Start: :

ilschedule of state standards and framewaorks that :jAnderson 07/01/2013 Teachers ACTION

§address physcial activity. Certified personnel will End: : BUDGET: $

flassure implementation. 06/30/2014 '

ilAction Type: Collaboraticn

JActionType:Wellness oo A

BMI Assessments will be examined for growth, HEric Start: oo e

EActlen Type: Program Evaluation iArrlngton 23{101/2013. ACTION 6
BUDGET: 7

iiTmplement and encourage participation in physical:
ileducation program taught by a highly qualified
teacher that supports phsyical activity.

{iAction Type: Cellaberation

iiAction Type: Parental Engagement

EActicn Type: Program Evaluation

ilAction Type: Wellness

Chervyl
{Putnam

Start:
07/01/2013
End: :
06/30/20145

ACTION
BUDGET:

iIEncourage participation in family oriented, HCheryl Start: ; :
{lcommunity-based physical activity program. HPutnam 07/01/2013 Administrative

{Action Type: Collaboration : End: Staff ACTION o
‘|Action Type: Parental Engagement 06/30/2014 Teachers BUDGET:
{lAction Type: Program Evaluation

JAction Type: WEllNess s b s b e
iITo assess Leverett Elementary School's physical (iCheryl Start: 1 L
ileducation program, parents, students, and fuculty dPutnam 07/01/2013 Administrative

{imembers will be invited to participate in a survey, End: : Staff ACTION S
§Act|0n Type: Ccllaboration : 06/30/2014; Teachers BUDGET:
{iAction Type: Parental Engagement :

§Acti0n Type: Program Evaluation

Action Type: Wellness s b b s b
#PROGRAM EVALUATION: At the conclusion of the (iDaryl istart: | P ‘
12013-2014 school year we evaluated BMI, and  iiAnderson §07/01/2013 Outside : :
#School Health Index,and determined that it was 4ENd: - Consultants | ACTION i
ileffective in support of our Curriculum Instruction, 06/30/2014 Teachers BUDGET:
i{|Assessment and Professional Development. We

iibelieve the evidence shows that it is valuable in

iiterms of supporting our efforts to increase student;

ilachievement. During the 2013-2014 school year

ilwe plan to continue to use these measures in

flevaluating and adjusting the programs, processes

land activities, that make up the action

i{/descripticns W|th|n the program. no

JAction Type: Program Evaluation e e Lt bttt
TOTAl BUAGEE: | b 0!
Intervention: Leverett Elementary School will implement strategies and activities to promote improved
NUtItONal PraC e, e
iIScientific Based Research: Eat Well and Keep Moving by Lilian Cheung, Sc.D., R.D., Eat Well & Keep Moving,
ilHarvard School of Public Health, Department of Nutrition {1599).
iihttp://www.hsph.harvard.edu/nutritionsource/EWKM.html, Accessed (2008). |
HActions Rerson . iTimeline  {Resources ' Source of
‘{Responsible ! . HFunds
iIHealthteacher.com, a web based health currlculum will {Darryl iistart: - H o i
Hsupport information and education of students and HAnderson 507/01/2013 ¢ Teacherg ACTION
iifamilies, in regards to improvement in nutritional 1 4End: BUDGET: $:




| practices. 06/30/2014;
gAction Type: Cellaberation :

BMI Assessments will be examined for growth. Erin Start: rrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr
EAcUon Type: Program Evaluation EArrlngton 07/91/2013; ACTION
End; : BUDGET: *
: 06/30/2014% ’
IPROGRAM EVALUATION: At the conclusion of the 2012- {Cheryl Start: D E—
i12013 school year we evaluated BMI, and School Health iPutnam 07/01/2013! ACTION
illndex, and Healthy Cooking Classes and determined End: ; BUDGET: $
iithat it was effective in support of our Curriculum 06/30/2014; :

{Instruction, Assessment and Professional Development. |
ilWe believe the evidence shows that it is valuable in
§§terms of supporting our efforts to increase student

ilachievement. During the 2013-2014 school year we

iiplan to continue to use School Health Index, BMI, and |
i{iHealthy cooking classes in evaluating and adjusting the |
ilprograms, processes, and activities, that make up the |
action descriptions within the program.
{{Total Budge

Goal: All LEP students will improve in reading comprehension and flunecy, written expression and

Priority 4: constructive response.
1. Benchmark 2013 TAGG (Targeted Achievement Gap Group) Math 83.33%, achieving status.
Supporting Literacy 91.11%, achieving status.
Data: 2. ELDA
3. MAPs
Goal Provide interventions for all ELL students warking below grade level in literacy.

Literacy: The TAGG EXCEEDED the 2013 target of 87.00%. It is expected that this population will
Benchmark meet or exceed the 2014 AMO target of 88.92% for TAGG. MATH: The TAGG EXCEEDED the 2013
target of 83.33%. It is expected that the TAGG will meet or exceed the AMO target of 85%.

Intervention: Parental Involvement: The District will ensure that each school will implement an effective means
{iof outreach to parents of ELL students to involve parents in assisting their children to learn English, achieve at
ithigh levels in core academic subjects, and meet the same challenging State academic standards as all other

children are expected tomeat,
§Scient'|ﬁc Based Research: Scientific Based Research: Echevarria, Jana; Vogt, Mary Ellen; Short, Deborah.
{iPearson. New Edition (2007). Making Content Comprehensible for English Learners: The SIOP Model
ilEchevarria, Jana; Vogt, Mary Ellen. Pearson. (2007). 99 Ideas and Activities for Teaching English Learners with
dthe SIOPModel

{Actions Person  rimeline {[Resources || Source of
Responsible: N IFunds |
ilInterpreters will be available, as needed, to iCheryl Start: | R
{iprovide translaticns for Parent/Teacher {Putnam 07/01/2013; « Teachers

Conferences, registrations, and meetings to assist End: QSEIGOENI' $
{iparents in helping their children improve their : 06/30/2014: )
ilacademic achievement and becoming active : i

ilparticipants in the education of their children.

ilAction Type: Alignment

{iAction Type: Equity

§Acti0n Type: Parental Engagement : A

iISchools will hold meetings with teachers and ELL :{Cheryl Start: 1
iiparents at the beginning of each school year, to  :{Putnam 07/01/2013! « Teachers ACTION
dinterpret language assessment scores and to End: BUDGET: $
iidetermine the educational plan for each student. 06/30/2014 '
ilAction Type: Alignment : ;

{iAction Type: Equity

§Acti0n Type: Parental Engagement : .

{IThe District will provide professional development :{Julie Start: 1
iito district staff to substantially increase the iRamsey 07/01/2013 ¢ Administrative

lknowledge and understanding, related to the End: Staff ACTION %
iIneeds of ELL students, and to enhance teaching 06/30/2014 » Teachers BUDGET:
iiskills of classroom teachers, principals, : i : :
administratars, and other school personnel.




§Action Type: Equity
ijAction Type: Professional Development & & ]

{[PROGRAM EVALUATION: At the conclusion of the i|Cheryl Start: I | B

i12012-2013 school year, parent involvement {iPutnam 07/01/2013 ACTION
flactions were evaluated by each school, analyzing End: : BUDGET: $

ilthe participation rate of ELL parents by school and 06/30/2014:
ilgrade level in parent teacher conferences. We 5 i
ilsaw 100% participation this school year. These
flevaluation results will be used to impact the
iidecisions we make that affect our future
Hinstructional program.

ilAction Type: Alignment

ilAction Type: Equity

i|Action Type: Parental Engagement

éTotaI Budget:

$0!

Reduce the relative proportion of African American students to students of other ethnicity identified

Priority 5: as Mentally Retarded.

1. An analysis of the 2009-2010 data for Fayetteville suggests that there is a possible
disproportionate representation of Black students (overrepresented) and White students
(underrepresented) within the categary of mental retardation. A district identified for dis-
proportionality must under Federal regulations ensure that its current policies, procedures and
practices used to identify students for SPED are sound and free of bias with regard to a
student's race, ethnicity or linguistic diversity.

2. The comparison between risk rates of African American SPED students to Caucasian students
who are labeled Mentally Retarded:

: African American:
ggfap:ort'”g 2007-2008 5.21% 2008-2009 5.33% 2009-2010 5.21%
Caucasian:
2007-2008 .34% 2008-2009 .27% 2009-2010 .21%

3. African American Students Labeled MR: 20/50 or 40%. All other ethnicity: 30/50 or 60%.

4, Referrals 2009-2010: 15% of students referred are African American. 66% of students
referred are Caucasian. Placements 2009-2010: 16% of placed students are African American.
66% of placed students are Caucasian.

5. Currently served students in early-intervention district-wide:

11/99 = 11°% African American
53/99 = 54% Caucasian
G Reduce the relative proportion of African American students to students of other ethnicity identified
cal .
as Intellectually Disabled.
Benchmark Fayetteville Public Schools will reduce the risk ratic of African American students labeled as

Intellectually Disabled to below the state target for the 2013-2014 schoal year.

dIntervention: Fayetteville Public Schools will monitor and maintain the number of African American students
ilreferred for special education services and identified as intellectually disabled by using EARLY INTERVENTION
HSTRATEGIES, SCHOOL-BASED INTERVENTION TEAMS and EARLY LITERACY STRATEGIES. These strategies
include early intervention literacy strategy training for core teachers, Middle School/Early Intervention Literacy

{IScientific Based Research: RESEARCH For MAPS testing: Kingsbury Center at NWEA, State Standards and
{IStudent Growth: Why State Standards Don’t Matter as Much as We Thought, Cronin, Dahlin, Durant and Xiang,
ilFeb. 1, 2010. Linking MAP to State Tests: Proficency Cut Scere Estimation Procedures, NWEA For Early
ilIntervening: Early Intervening An Administrators Guide, National Alliance of Black School Educators, IDEA
{ipartnerships, IDEAS that Work, US Office of Special Education Programs, Council for Exceptional Children, ADE,
§Sped., Coordinated Early Intervening Services Workshop, Hardin, Watkins, Fields, and Smart. October 13,
112008, RTI Guide: Development of Response ta Intervention Model in Your School, John McCook, 2006.
i{ICoordinated Early Intervention Policy, National Association of State Directors of Special Education, P. Burdette,
i12008. For Lit Coaches: The Literacy Coach, A Key ta Improving Teaching and Learning in Secondary Schools,
i|E. Sturtevant, Alliance for Excellent Education Literacy Coaching Clearinghouse

§Actions Person . _iTimeline Resources Source of
Responsible;j " — 4 "~ """ Funds

§The AYP targets for the 2012-2013 year in Literacy in Debra dStart: H 0 H e
Mathematics will be met by all Special Education Student Sub iiWilson 307/01/2013 ACTION
:|Populations in the Fayetteville Schools. The AMO targets are {End: BUDGET: %
ijas follows: K-5: Literacy: 85.60% Math: 85.00% 6-8: 406/30/2014 :
iiLiteracy: 83.80% Math: 82,28% 9-12: Literacy: 83.88% : :

{Math: 82.30%




§Action Type: Program Evaluation

i|Action Type: Special Education . I

IThe district will implement MAP assessments in order to Debra dStart:
provide more targeted and explicit instruction in Literacy and iiWilson 307/01/2013 ACTION
itall content areas. (Software and Hardware). 4End: BUDGET: $
{lAction Type: Program Evaluation 106/30/2014 '
ilAction Type: Special Education T N
ilElementary, Middle School and Secondary teachears will Debra dstart: 0 Heenn
ilreceive training in core instruction to improve early- Wilson 107/01/2013 ACTION
ilintervening Literacy strategies across the district. Elementary {End: BUDGET: $
iiLiteracy coaches will be involved with the training and 406/30/2014 )
iicoaching and this will be coordinated with SPED cultural :

ildiversity and learning environment awareness.

ilInterventionists and Aides will also be involved. Kelly Brown,

ilour specialist involved with coordinated early intervening

iiservices, will enhance and expand the praoblem solving teams

ilwork.

{lAction Type: Collaboration

ilAction Type: Professional Development

ilAction Type: Special Education I N

§§The percent of children with parental consent to evaluate whoiiDebra dStart: e
are evaluated for Special Education within the state Wilson 107/01/2013 ACTION
ilestablished time line of 60 days (CHILD FIND} will be 100% {End: BUDGET: 4
tifor the overall district, the early childhood ages 3-5 and 106/30/2014 )
ilschool age 5-21. :

EAction Type: Program Evaluation

ilAction Type: Special Educatian .

il: Fayetteville Schools will purchase early intervention Deborah  {Start: | i
iimaterials that will be proactive in meeting the needs af all Wilson 107/01/2013 ACTION
illearners in hopes of preventing inappropriate SPED referrals. i{End: BUDGET: $
{iAction Type: Coellaboration q06/30/2014 )
ilAction Type: Professional Development i

ilAction Type: Special Education @

iIFunding frem Title VI, Coordinated Early Intervening ServicesiiDebra dStart:

ilwill be designated to pay for the following itemns at Leverett  iWilson 107/01/2013 ACTION
ilElementary: Total: $6,968 {End: BUDGET: %
{iAction Type: Cellaberation {106/30/2014 :
Action Type: Professional Development i

‘|Action Type: Special Education oo i
{IPROGRAM EVALUATION: The program evaluation for CEIS, Debra dstart: 4 H
Coordinated Early Intervening Services will be done using Wilson 107/01/2013 ACTION
iidata from MAP testing, Benchmark testing, and Special JEnd: : | BUDGET: $:
i{iEducation referral data and placement data. 106/30/2014: : T
HAction Type: Program Evaluation : ;

‘|Action Type: Special Education ..o
{IProgram Evaluation - ALL levels Data will be collected on Debra dstartt 4 e
i{Early Intervening Services provided to all targeted students (iWilson 107/01/2013 ACTION
iIK-7....Individual Progress Monitoring by RTI teams and 4End: BUDGET: $
iInstructional Facilitators and analyzed. Instruction and 106/30/2014 )
ilInterventions will be assessed and modified based on i

Hlanalysis of data. Data on Referrals, Evaluations, Disahility

i{ICategories, and Placements including the race will be

ilcollected and analyzed. Curriculum department/Curriculum

illeaders will review district data routinely regarding progress

ilin core curriculum and Interventions to assess progress.

{Instructional Facilitators will review data routinely to assess

iIprogress. Modifications to Professional Development plans,

{iIntervention Plans and Intervention Team process will be

ilidentified in relation to progress on data and Referral data.

EAction Type: Program Evaluation

i|/Action Type: Special Education & 4 o H

|| Total Budget: | 50!

Priority 6: in hopes to increase parent participation.

Supporting

Provide a variety of targeted parental involvement opportunities by offering quarterly parent nights




Data:
Goal

Parents of Leverett students will be viewad as partners in their child's education.

85% of parents will participate in volunteer planning and/cr participate in opportunities for learning

activities that suppart classroom instruction. Including but not limited to epen house, conference
Benchmark time, and through weekly newsletters. Parents are given sign up cpportunities at back to school

picnic, through weekly newsletters from classroom teachers, and through class websites. Principal

i{Intervention: An annual meeting will be held to inform parents of the right of parents to be involved in
iiplanning, review, and improvement of parent programs and a description and explanation of the curriculum
ilused in the school, types of assessment and praficiency levels. In addition, parents will be involved in the
flannual planning of school improvement praograms. Annual surveys will be used to evaluate the parent
dinvolvement activities. A parent training will be provided for parents to learn about specific things they can do
{to promote learning within the home and school. Booklets will be purchased for parents summarizing this

Actions Person o _iTimeline Resources Source of
s S P ONSIDIES | i Funds .
INFORMATICONAL PACKETS: The school will develop an Joe dStart: 4
tinformation sheet that includes: the school’'s commitment to  iiMcClung §07/01/2013: ACTION :
ilparental involvement, the PROCESS FOR RESOLVING JEnd: BUDGET: $
{IPARENTAL CONCERNS, and tips for how parents can foster 107/31/2013 )
itheir child's success. These will be made available online. .
§The district will designate two PARENT/TEACHER Cheryl dstart: e
{i{CONFERENCES each school year. 2013-14 conferences will beiiPutnam 407/01/2013

4End:

held on Oct. 24{evening)and 25(day), and April 3{evening)
Han

A

AStart;

:ibrochures, and printed materials will be provided to provide

108/01/2013

trators, teachers, and parents will develop a parental iiJoe ‘
ilinvolvement plan addressing the diverse needs of the McClung 107/01/2013 ACTION
ilstudents and their parents to increase the schoal's ability to 4End: RUDGET: %
iiprovide for the educational success of their children, The plan 408/01/2013 )
{will be reviewed and updated annually. An alumni advisary :
committee Wil be FOIMEd. | s s b b ks
{IPARENTAL INVOLVEMENT MEETINGS will be held throughout iJoe dstart: 0
§the vear to discuss what students will be expected to learn, McClung 107/01/2013 ACTION
iihow they will be assessed and haw parents can assist to JEnd: BUDGET: %
iimake a difference in his or her child's education. Literature, :

§Admini5trators, teachers and parents will develop a

dStart:

§This is located at the front of the building, near the office,
Houtsi i

08/01/2013

Joe
EVOLUNTEER RESOURCE BOOK including: a parent interest iMcClung 307/01/2013_ ‘| ACTION i
isurvey, an option for parents to designate how frequently {End: BUDGET: $i
iithey would participate in the program, and include 108/01/2013; ; b
Hopportunities for parents to assist from home. These are :
Jaccessibleontheweb., oo
PARENT ENGAGEMENT: "Informational Packets” for each Joe istart:
{family are developed and distributed. They include: *ParentaliiMcClung  }07/01/2013 ACTION
{Involvement Meetings *School Calendar *A School-Parent 4End: BUDGET: $
{iCompact *A system encouraging the home, school, and 108/01/2013 )
ilcommunity connection. . N,
:{iThe school will have a designated area to be used as the Joe dStart:  H e
PARENT CENTER. Parenting books, magazines and other McClung 107/01/2013 ACTION
ilinformative material regarding responsible parenting will be HEnd: BUDGET: $
tipurchased for parents to borrow for review in each building. )

iIThe building principal will designate one certified staff
iimember to serve as a PARENT FACILITATOR to organize
d#imeaningful training for staff and parents and to undertake
efforts to ensure that parental participation is recognized as
ilan asset to the school. The district will ensure that parental
i|participation is recognized as an asset to the school. The

district will pay the parent facilitator a stipend for assuming
Hiduties as required by ACT 307. We will have two curriculum

nights that will incorporate training parents on how to create

§5tart:
107/01/2013
4End:

108/01/2013

ACTION
BUDGET:




developmentally appropriate learning activities to assist in
iltheir child's learning.

Literacy and Math materials will be provided to parents as Joe dstart: e

ilhomework in partnering with the learning process. McClung 107/01/2013

{End: ACTION $
Qur school will ENABLE THE FORMATION OF A PARENT Cheryl ﬁStart:

{ TEACHER ASSOCIATION, or ORGANIZATION, that will foster iPutnam 107/01/2013 ACTION
Iparental and community involvement within the school. {End: BUDGET: $
408/01/2013¢ )
Program Evaluation:At the conclusion of the 2012-2013 Cheryl §Start: ------------------------
ilschool year we evaluated this Program through parent Putnam 107/01/2013 ACTION
{iparticipation. We used sign in sheets and surveys to HENnd: BUDGET: $

iidetermine that it was effective in support of our Parental 108/01/2013
ilInvolvement. The following EVALUATION RESULTS 5
ildemonstrate that this is valid in support of the teaching and
{learning that are part of this program: Parent Surveys and
{{Parent sign in sheets. 80% of parents attended Annual report
iinight, parent/teacher conferences, and curriculum nights.
iiDuring the 2013-2014 school year, we plan to use the
Hfollowing protocol in evaluating, and adjusting, the programs, |
ilprocesses, and activities that make up the action descriptions
Hwithin this intervention/program: 85% of parents will attend
Annual report night on August 27, 2013, parent/teacher
{iconferences Oct 25, 2013 and April 4, 2014, and curriculum
ilnights tentatively set for Sept. 17, 2013 and March 4, 2014 .
ilWe will use this data/information to determine whether the
{iobjectives of this Intervention/Program were achieved and
lwhether it has been successful in attaining the anticipated
iparticipant outcome objectives, These evaluation results will
ilbe used in making decisions that impact our future
{linstructional program.

i|Total Budget:

« Planning Team

Classification Name Position Committee
Classroom Teacher Anthony Lytle Music Teacher Literacy
Classroom Teacher Bryce Vellios 5th grade Teacher Literacy
Classroom Teacher Darryl Anderson PE Teacher Wellness
Classroom Teacher Eric Arrington PE Teacher Wellness
Classroom Teacher Gayle Bowman 3rd Grade Teacher Literacy
Classroom Teacher Gracen Armendariz 1st Grade teacher Literacy
Classroom Teacher Janae Vitale Kindergarten Math
Classroom Teacher Kathy Butler 5th grade teacher Math
Classroom Teacher Katie Austin Instructional Facilitator Literacy
Classroom Teacher Keith Entress Gifted and Talented Teacher Math
Classroom Teacher Kerri Callins Pre-Kindergarten Literacy
Classroom Teacher Lyndsey Laubach Speech Literacy
Classroom Teacher Mary Katherine Wilsan 1st GradeTeacher Literacy
Classroom Teacher Melissa Armendariz Art Teacher Math
Classroom Teacher Nancy Ballard Interventionist Math
Classroom Teacher Nicole Richard Kindergarten Teacher Literacy
Classroom Teacher Pam Dunn 1st grade teacher Math
Classroom Teacher Rick Sullins 4th grade teacher Math
Classroom Teacher Ronie Wamsley 3rd grade teacher Literacy
Classroom Teacher Shannon Carlton 4th grade teacher Literacy
Classroom Teacher Sharon Michaels Resource Teacher, PDSC Math
Classroom Teacher Stephanie Harter 3rd Grade teacher Math

Classroom Teacher Stephanie Wood Kindergarten Teacher Literacy



Classroom Teacher Tammy Wetzel

Classroom Teacher Terri Mitchell

District-Level Professional Christie Jay

Non-Classrocm
Non-Classroom
Non-Classrocm
Non-Classroom
Non-Classroem
Parent

Parent

Principal

Principal

Professional Staff Emilie Jacobus

Professional Staff Joanna Wray

Professional Staff Julie Ramsey

Professional Staff Karen Bley

Professional Staff Sara Blickenstaff
Marideth Gebhart
Sarah Eichman
Cheryl Putnam
Joe McClung

2nd Grade Teacher

2nd grade teacher

Federal Programs Coordinater
Library Specialist
Tech-Curriculum Specialist
ELL Teacher

Counselor

Social Worker

Parent

Parent

Principal

Assistant Principal

Literacy

Math
Math/Literacy
Literacy

Math

Literacy
Literacy
Literacy/Math
Wellness
Literacy/Math
ACSIP Leadership/Title I/Title V
Math



