2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)—Fdrm SIP-1

Middle School Mathematics Goals

* When using percentages, include the number of stud

M1ddle School Mathematlcs Goals

Problem—S olvmg Process to Increase Student Achlevement '

Bascd on the analysis uf sludeut achlcvernent data, and_
reference to “Guiding Questions”, identify and define
arcas in need of improvement for the following group:

-Aanticipated Barrier

Strategy

. Pcrson or Posmon Responsrble

for Monitoring

Process Used (o Dererrnmc

Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation 'I'c;ol '

1a. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at
Achievement Level 3 in mathematics.

T5 Tatcs
attendance,

75% of ehglbl
students will achigve
1 ilicicney o Matn by

2012 Current

Level of

‘2913 Exgccted
Level of

Performance:*

Performance:*

55% of stiddents

) parents; aticri
ifler 5 absences.

1a.1. Principal; Morning
imeeting staff; office manager;
Math Teacher

la.l.menitoring attendance daily

1a.1. Attendance Reports

ranuaning 8 fevel 2ur J25% of suedens
zher et an bpitl seere a level 3
[ceepreble tevel for higher.
of perforince
April 2012
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2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

1a.2.

tad

1b. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students
scoring at Levels 4, 5, and 6 in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal
No data available

2012 Current
Level of
Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of
Performance:®

Latter nymoerical
ok fur crrvent
favel of
perfprnance in
chis hox,

Enrer wnnrerienl
Hafa for axpected
Fevel pf
perforntanie in
thix Doy,

1b.1.

tb.2,

{b.2.

1b.2.

1b.2,

1h.2.

April 2012
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2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

1b.3. 1b.3. 1b.3. 1b.3. 1b.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievenient data, and Anticipated Barrier | Strategy . " |Person or Position Responsible Process Used to Determine BEvaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions”, identify and define S ’ S ' for Monitering- Effectiveness of
arcas in nezd of improvement for the following group: ) . Strategy ]
2a. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at or above 2.l 28.1. 2a.l.
Achievement I.evels 4 and 5 in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Cumrent 2013 Expected
00 Level of [evel of
—_— Performancer* Eel‘fonn_ancc:*
Efer wnmerical |Euter numerical
NA data for cirvent Yt for expeoied
level of fovel uf
nerfurnree in [performaice B
theiy hox., thix hox.
28,2, 2a.2.
2a.3 2a.3
2b. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students 2b.1. b 1.
scoring at or above Level 7 in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current  [2013 Bxpected
uop- Level of Level of
= Performance:* |Performance:®
A, Enter momericel {uter numerical
dara for cureent dura for expected
(eved of et of
perfirmance in porforniquce in
this fux, teis hos.
2.2, 2b2. 2h.2. 2b.2. 2.2,
April 2012
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2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

2b.3

2b.3

2b.3

2h.3

2b.3

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, ard
reference to “Guiding Questions™, identify and define
arcas in need of improvement for the following group:

Anticipdted Barrier

. Strategy

Person or Position Responsible

for Monitoring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveriess of
Strategy

Evaluation Toal

[3a. FCAT 2.0: Percentage of stedents making
*|Learning Gains in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal #3

NA

2012 Current
Level of

Performance:*

2013 Expected
Level of
Performance:®

ate far curvent
level af
rarforunamen it
this box

Enzer mumericad |Barer minaricel

eate for expacted
fevel of
performance in
this o,

3a.1. 7

EN

3a.l.

3a.2.

3a.2.

3a.3.

3a.3,

mathematics.

3h. Florida Alternate Assessment: Percentagey
of students making Learning Gains in

Mathematics Goal
#3b:

VA4

2012 Current

Level of
Performance:*

Level of
Performance:®

2013 Expeocted | .

Enter meomerioud
date for cieerent
fevel of
perfimane in
tiris Box.

Enes naearericel
dari for expecied
Foved vf
performenee in
chis ey,

3b.1.

3b.1.

3b.2.

3b.2.

3b.2.

April 2012
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2012-2013 Scheol Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

3b.3. 3b.3. 3b.3. 3b.3. 3b.3.
" Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and Anticipated Barrier . Strategy | Person or Pesition Responsible Process Used to Determine Evaluation Teol
reference to “Guiding Questions™, identify and define T . for Monitoring Effectiveness of
areas in need of improvement for the fallowing group: Strategy
d4a, FCA'T 2.0: Percentage of students in da. 1.
Eowest 25% making learning gains in
mathematics. . ,
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current -- [2013 Expected
40 Levelof - |Levelof -
o Performance:* |Performance:*
. Enter moperical |Enter numerical
et for cuerent |data fiv expocted
fevel of level uf
performance it |perfdrmance in
tiis hux this box,
0.2,
42,3,
4b. Filorida Alternate Assessment: Percentage b 1.
of students in Lowest 25% making learning.
oains in mathematics. )
Mathematics Goal  [2012 Cugrent 12013 Expected
A Lavel of Level of
E— Perfonmancer®  |Performance:* -
| Frater mpnerfea!  |Enfer maerical
ertet foor citerane ety for expecrea
fovel of fevel of
performance i |performunce fu
tiris fresw, ritfy Do,
1b.2. 4b.2. 4b.2. 1462, k.2,
April 2012
Rule 64-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011 30
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2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

b3 4b.3. 4b.3, l4b.3. b3,

Target

Based on Ambitious but Achievable Annual Measurable
Objectives (AMOs), Reading and Math Performance

20152012

2012-2013

- 2013-2014

2614-2015

2015-2016 20162017

5A. Ambitious but
A chievable
Anonal
Measurable
Objectives
{AMOs). In six
year school will
reduce their
achievement gap
by 50%.

Baseline data 2010-201 1

No data avajlable

of proficiency or higher.

Mathematics Goal #5
65% of Middle school students at LASR will achieve a level

35% scored
satisfactory

No data avaliable

Bascd on the analysis of student achievement data, and

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position Responsible

Process Used to Determine

Evaluation Tool

reference te “Guiding Questions”, identify and define Attendance; behavior; Attendanee monitoring pareﬁ; ' _ for Monitoring Effectiveness of FCAT/DEA
~ arcas in need of improvement for the following subgroup: transient student notification; incorporation of Teachers/principal/office Strategy
. - population additional learning } 7 manager/dean Progress monitoring, DEA results,unit
opportunities through compuder |- ‘ pre/post testf daily attendanee results -
iab and differentiated ‘

L instruction . . .
5B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White, B oB. 1. SB.1, 5B.1.
Black, Hispanic, Asian, American Indian) net
making satisfactory progress in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal 2012 Current [2013 Expected
45R: Level of Level of
o Performange:* [Performance:*
Euter naveative fur the Enrer Enter wiomerice!
woal in this hox. nuarerival data [dain for expected
A for crrrent fevel af
level of perfortinee in
werformanee ip s box.,
titiv hov, ‘White:
'White: Black:
April 20612
Rule 6A-1.099811
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2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Black: Hispanic:
Hisparic: Asian:
Asian: [American Indian:
[American
Indian:
58.2. 5B.2. 58.2. 5B.2.
SB.3. 5B.3. 5B.3. 58.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and Anticipated Barrier | ' . Stitegy _ Perscn or Position Responsibie Process Used to Determine Bvaluatign Tool
reference fo “Guiding Questions™, identify and define” S - o for Monitoring Effectiveness of
areas in necd of improvement for the following subgroup: 5 ‘ o ‘ o Strategy
5C. English Language Learners (ELL) not - pC1. SC.1. 5C.L
making satisfactory progress in mathematics.
Mathematics Goal #5C |20 ent [2013 Expected
Levelof  |Levelal
NA Pgrformance:* [Performance:*
Futer Fufer nmericil
nuenrerical duta\tlata for expeico
fir Crrrone Jevef of
fevel of nerformance i
nerformance infilis hox.
titis box.
5C.2, 5C.2. 5C.2.
5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3. 5C.3.
Based an the analysis of student echievement data, and - Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Responsible Process Used to Delermine Evaluation Tool
refercnce to “Guiding Questions”, identify and define- ) ~ for Monitaring Effectiveness of
arcas in need of improvement for the following subgroup: ¢ ' o o o ) Strategy )
SD. Students with Disabilities (SWD) not 501, 5D.1. 5D.1. 5D.1.
making satisfactory progress in mathématics. f-
Mathematics Goal 2012 Current 2013 Ex;;ect'ed :
H5D: Level of |Level of
e Performance:* {Performance:*
o Ferder secmerioad |Fter neemerfeal
dara for carrent |data fin axpected
fevel of fevel uff
erfurnince i |rerfarndce in
riis ho tfefs froe,
April 2012
Rule 6A-1.699811
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2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

5.2, 5D.2. 5D.2. 5D.2. 502,
5D.3 5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3. 5D.3.
~ Based on the analysis of student achievemnent data, and An'ticipqtcc'l Barrict: Strategy . ‘Person or Position Responsible Process Used to Determine Evaluzation Teol
reference to “Guiding Questions”, identify and define’ R . R for Monitoring Effectiveness of ‘
areas in need of improvement for the following subgroup: ) ‘Strategy
SE. Econemically Disadvantaged stadents not [E.1. SE.L SE.1.
making satisfactory progress in mathematics.
Mathcmatics Goal 2012 Current 2013 Expected
S Perforimance:® |Performance:*
Enter i evival {Enter
durie for eurrert emerival dot
fevel uf’ o expected
werformnee in - level of
titis Go. pefirrmetioe in
titis hox.
5E.2.
3E.3
End of Middle School Mathemati
April 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Florida Alternate Assessment High School Mathematics Goals

* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represent

70% (35)

ngh School Mathematies Goals Problem-Solvmg Process to Increase Student Achievement

Strategy Pcrson or Position Respons:blc Prucess Usecl to Determmc Evaluation Teol
. for Monitoring : Effectiveness of '
: Strategy

Based on thc analysis of stedent achlevemcnt data and Anticipated Barrier: |- -
reference to “Guiding Questions™, identify ahd defing’ .
 areas in need of improvement for the following group:

1. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students ~  [L.1.
scoring at Levels 4, 5, and 6 in mathematics.

NMathematics Goal #1:[2012 Current 2013 Expected
NA Level of Level of
[Performance:* |Performance:*

Fseter Enter ninerfcal
rmerivil dari [dera for expected
lfar corrrent level of

fevel of porforaance in
rerfimaice Injehis bax

tiris o

I.2. 1.2

1.3. 1.3

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and Anticipatcd'Bam'er | . i Strategy Person or Position Responsible Precess Used to Determine Evaluation Toot
reference to “Guiding Questions”, identify and define . ) D for Monitering Effectiveness of
areas in need of improvement for the following group: : Strategy

2. Florida Alternate Assessment: Stodents 2.1. 2.1. 2.1
scoring at or above Level 7 in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal #2;[2012 Current 2013 Expected
cvel of ovel of

A Performance:* |Performance:*

1 ater americd |Fufer muanerical
Wada for cuereni [Huts for expeered
i feovel of
nerformance in |perfornancs in

April 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011 34




2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

of students in Lowest 25% making learning
gains in mathematics.

Mathematics Goal
4

We are a 6-12 school:
wier goely are based on
the data that was
cosmhined witle WS

2012 Cuzrent 2013 Expected
Lovel of Level of

Performance:*

‘[Performance:*

I nter mimeticed
iewar for correns
fovel uf
narfoarmainee in

this B

Isnater nmerical
it for expoeched
avel of
nesforaanee in
(s Box,

thin bux. tfris fux
2.2, 2.2. 2.2, 2.2, 2.2.
2.3 2.3 2.3 2.3
Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and . Anticipated Barrier Strategy ‘|Persan or Position Responsible " Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions”, identify and define” I . for Monitoring Effectiveness of
areas in need of improvement for the following group: o Strategy
3. Florida Alternate Assessment: Percentage -1 3.1, A.1.
of students making Learning Gains in
mathematics. . -
Mathematics Goal  [2012 Cusrent 12013 Expected
43 Level of Level of
[ Performance:* |Performance:*
Enter novrative for the Enier numerical [Entar nimerical
ol in this box. iatar for cirrent {daty for expected
) {evet of fovef of
NA necformance i |performagce lit
this hox. this fove
3.2.
3.3.
Based on the analysis of student achicvemnent data, and Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Responsible Process Used to Determing Evaluation Tool
reference to “Guiding Questions”, identify and define- N for Manitoring Effectiveness of
areas in need of improvement for the following group: Strategy
4. Florida Alternate Assessment: Percentage 4b.1. .1, . 1.

April 2012
Ruie 6A-1.099811
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2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

rexitlfs.

4.2

4.2.

4.2,

4.2,

4.2,

4.3

4.3,

[4.3.

4.3,

Algebra End-of-Course (EQC) Goals

* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represent

End of Fiorida Aliernate Assessment H igh School Mathematics Goals

Algebra EOC GoaIs

"olvmg Process to Increase Student Achlevement

Based on the analysis of student achmvemcnt data and refcrence to
“Guiding Questions”, identify and define areas in need of improvement |
for the following group:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Pemon or Posmon

Responsible for Monitoring

Prccess Used to Determme

Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evéleation Toot

1. Students scoring at Achievement Level 3 in Algebra.

1.1. excessive absen

Alpebra Goal ; 50% of
eligible students will score a

2012 Current
Level of

level 3 or higher

Performange:™

2013 Expected Level

of Performance:*

71% of studoms

higher.

veored o Tevel 5 or

S0% of eligible
seardonies will seore a
fevel 3 av higher

1.1. consistent i7i

“11.1.principal;staff; math’ ™
teacher, office manager

1.1.Daily monitoring and updates |1.1.attendance reports
during daily meetings

and 5 in Algebra.

[Adpebra Goal #2: 2012 Current
Level of

N4 Performange; *

12013 Expected Leve]

jof Performance;*

L2 1.2,
1.3 1.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to Stratepy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
“Guiding Questions”, identify and define arcas in need of improvement o Responsible for Montioring Effeotiveness of
for the following group: Strategy
2. Students scoring at or above Achievement Levels 4 - 2.1. 2.1, 2.1, 2.1,

April 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form STP-1

Enter wuptoricol
data for currens
leved of
perforniance i
this e

Enter numericol duta
Fiar expected fevel af
perfinmance in s
hox.

progress in Algebra,

Hispanic, Asian, American Indian) not makmg satisfactory

White:
Black:
Hispanic:
|Asian:

2.2. 2.2. 2.2. 2.2,
I3 23 1.3 0.3
Based on Ambitions but Achievable Annual Measurable Objechves © 2011-2012 2012-1513 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017
(AMQs),Reading and Math Performance Target .
3A. Ambitious but Baselme data 2010- 2011
Achievable Annual
Vieasurable Objectives
{AMOs). In six year
school will reduce their
achievement gap by 50%.
Algebra Goal #3A:
Vo data provided
Bascd on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to B Anticipated Barrier | - Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
“Guiding Questions”, identify and define uroas in need of improvement Lo . . Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of
for the following subgroup: Strategy
3B. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White, Black, 38.1 3B.1. 3B.1. 3B.1.

Algebra Goal #3B: 2012 Cyrrent  J2013 Expected  |American In
Level of |Level of
A4 petformance:®  |Performance:®
Enter nieprerfeal  |Enter numerival
i for crerrent  |dare for expected
tevel of level af
werformance in |perferataner i
thrix froix, this bux.
White: White:
Black: Black:
April 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
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2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Hispanic: Hispanic:
Asian: Asian:
[American Indian: [American Indian:
3B.2, AB.2. 3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.
3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to Antigipated Barrier ’ Straitegy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
“Guiding Questions™, identify and define areas in need of improvement . B Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of
for the following subgroup: ‘ o . T Strategy
3C. English Language Learners (ELL) not makmg T OBCGL 3C.1. 3C.1. 3C.1. 3C.1.
satisfactory progress in Algebra. :
Algebra Goal H#3C: 2012 Current 2013 Expected
Level of Level of | .
N4 Perfurimance:*  {Perfpumance:®
Forrer wupicrical  [Enter numerical
et for current |dete for expected
fevel of level af
verforpmmue in |perfonmanca in
this box. thiix box,
3C.2, 3C.2. ICZ.
3C.3. 3C.3. 3C.3.

Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to
“Guiding Questions”, identify and define areas in need of improvément

for the following subgroup:

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy

Person or Position
Responsible for Monitaring

Process Used to Determine
Effectiveness of
Strategy

Evaluation Tool

3D. Students with Disabilities (SWD) not making
satisfactory progress in Algebra.

{2013 Expected

0.1

301,

3D.1.

3D.1.

IAlgebra Goal #3D: 2012 Current
Level of [Level of

A4 Performance:®  {Performance:*
Eirrer numevicol  |Fuger nwarerical
dare fine cuveont  |dada for expected
fevel of fevel af
performusce in |performanee in

April 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
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2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SiP-1

chis hox. iy box,
‘ . pD.. 3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2.
- BDa3. BD.3. D3, D3,
TRased on the analysis of student achicvement data, and reference to . Anticipated Barrier - Strategy Person or Position Responsible for Process Used to Evaluation Tool
“Guiding Questions”, identify and define areas in need &f 1mprovernent o - Monitoring Determire
for the following subgmup Effectiveness of
¥ L Strategy
RE. Economically Disadvantaged students not makmg “BEL BE.. 3E.1. BE.1.
satisfactory progress in Algebra,
Algebra Goal #3E: 2012 Current  |2013 Expected
Level of  |Leveiof .
AL Performance: *  |Performancer
Lrler muuﬁrr(af Enter numerival
dtar jur currenr  |duea for expected
Heved of level of
perfirmance in |perfermance In
this B, thiy box.
3E.2. B3E.2.
3E.3 1E.3

End of Algebra EOC Goals

April 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Geometry End-of-Course GGoals

* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represent

Geometry EOC Goals

Based on the analysis of student achlevcmc-.nt data and rcferencc to

Anﬁi:ipatcd Barrier

Person or Posmon

Evaluation Tool

Process Used to Determme
“Guiding Questions”, identify and define areas in need of 1mpruvemer1t Responsible for Monitoring | Effectiveness of
for the following group: ) Strategy

1. Students scoring at Achlevement Level 3 in -t 1.1.
Geometry.
Gegmetry Goal #]1: 2012 Current 2043 Expected Level

Level of of Performance:*
No data provided Performance:* ) Coo

Futer mpierical  \Enice uwmerical ditn

iuta for earvent  for expected Tovel o

el gf perfarmaiice i this

performance it |box.

this box,

1.2. 1.2.
i3. 1.3.
Based on the analysis of stadent achievement data, and refercnce to Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Defermine Evahation Tool
“Guiding Questions”, identify and define areas in need of improvement Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of
for the following group: Strategy

2. Students scoring af or above Achievement Levels 4 2.1. 2.1. 2.1. 2.1
and 5in Geometry.
Geometry Goal #2: 2012 Current 2013 Expecicd Level

Level of of Performance:*
g Performance:® -

Finter annierical  Foter sunerical dot

iata for crrent [for expected level of

evol uf perfirmance in this

parfurmance in ey

April 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011

40




2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

iy box,

2.2, 2.2, 2.2. 2.2, 2.2,
23 2.3 2.3 2.3
Based on Ambitious but Achievable Annual Measurable Objectives T 2011-2012 : '2012~20.13 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016¢ | 2016-2017
{AMOs); Reading and Math Performance Tazget -
3A. Ambitious but Baseline data 2010-2011
Achievable Annual S ‘
Measurable Objectives
(AMOs), In six year
school will reduce their
achievement gap by 50%.
Geometry Goal #3A:
Vo dara avallaile
Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to Anticipated Barréer Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
“Guiding Questions”, identify and define arcas in nced of improvement - Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of
for the following subgroup: Strategy
3B8. Student subgroups by ethnicity (White, Black, : 3B.1. (B.1. BB.1.
Hispanic, Asian, American Indian) not making satisfactory i
progress in Geometry. ' -
Geometry Goal #3B: 2012 Current 20 ected  jAsian: - -
Level of |Level of American.]
AL Performance:*  [Performance:*
Fntter nuperical  |Enter m
dieta for current  \duta for e
fevel of el af ;
- |werfermance i |perfarmance in
Lhis box. tiriy e
Whitc: White:
Biack: Black:
Hispanic: Hispanic:
Asian: Asian:
American Indian: jAmerican Indian:
3B.2. 3B.2. I3B.2. 3B.2. 3B.2.
April 2012

Rule 64-1.099811
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2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

38.3. 3B.3. 3B.3. 3B8.3. 3B.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to” Anticipated Barmier ‘Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
“Guiding Questions”, identily and define areas in need of improvement T Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of
for the following subgroup: B Strategy
3C. English Language Learners (ELL) not making cleyy 3C.1. 3C.1. BC.L.
satisfactory progress in Geometry. o
Geomeiry Goal #3C- 2012 Current  [2013 Expected - -
Level of Levelof
A Performance:®  |Performance:®
Enter namariced  Ewoer nimerical
data for cureent  fdata for expected
fevel of bevel of
werforoance i nerformance in
tiris I rhiy fox.
3C.2. 3C.2.
3C.3. 3C.3,
Besed an the analysis of student achievément data, and reference to Anticipated Barrzer Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Deiermine Evaluation Tool
“(uiding Questions”, identify and define areas in need of improvement . AR Responsible for Mozitoring Effectiveness of
for the following subgroup: Strategy
3D. Students with Disabilities (SWD) not making 3D.1. 301 3D.1.
satisfactory progress in Geomeiry.
Geometry Goal #3D: 2012 Current {2013 Expected
Level of Level of
Aot Performance:®  [Performance:*
Criter nqpiericat |Enter nuerical
dara for corvenr  |duta for expected
level af ferved af
pecfirmance in fpoeriermance In
i hox. {{TEN T
30,2, 3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2. 3D.2.
April 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011 42




2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

End of Geometry EOC Goals

Mathematics Professional Development

BD3. 3D.3. 30.3. 3D.3. 3D.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to Anticipated Barrier Strategy Persan or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
“Quiding Questions”, identify and define arcas in need of 1mprovement L . T Responsible for Monitoring Effectiveness of’
- for the following subgroup: : S ) Strategy
3E. Economically Disadvantaged stndents not maklng 3E.L. 3E.1. 3E.1. 3E.1.
satisfactory progress in Geometry, _
Geometry Goal #3E: 2012 Current {2013 Bx .
{Level of Level of :
g Performance:*  {Performance:* " -
Enfer numerical  |[Enter mmerical
dictst fou ercevent |data for expected
feved of fevel of
perfitimauice i |performance in
this boa. tiis box.
3E.2. 3E.2.
3E.3 3E.3

Professional Development (PD) aligned with Strategies through Professional Learning Community (PL.C) or PD Activity

Please note that cach Strategy does not reguire a professional development or PLC activity.

PD Content /Topic . .. Target Dates and Schedules
D Facilitator " PDParticipants e s i .
and/or PLC Focus MVS;E?JE'cct and/or (e:g. , PLC, subject, grade level, or Sc(lfé%.u,leEsaEéy R%?Tgna;d{, ¢ Strategy for Follow-up/Menitoring Person or Pg;s{lﬂt;?:]op‘\csponslblc for
) PLC Leader - schocl-wide) -8, lequency ring
. ) - meetings}
April 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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2012-2013 School Improvement Plan (SIP)-Form SIP-1

Mathematics Budget (Insert rows as needed)

Include only school-based funded activities/materials and exclude district funded activities /materig

Evidence-based Program(s)/Materials(s)

Description of Resources

Strategy Amount
Compags Learning Lab CL Facilitator 2,000.00

Subtotal:
Technology 7 e
Strategy Description of Resources Amount

Subtotai:
Professional Development , _
Strategy Description of Amount
Discovery Education Training Lead Teache 1,000

Subtotal:
Other
Strategy cription Amount

Subtotal:

Total:3,000.00

End of Mathematics Goals

April 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Elementary and Middle School Science Goals

* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represents next to

ercentage (e.g. 70% (35)).

Elementary and Mlddle Scwnce Goals

Probiem 'Solvmg Pfocess to Increase Student Achlevement

Based on the analysis of student achlevement data and reference to

Anticipated Barrier

Strategy .

Person or Pnsmon

Process Used to Determme

Evaluation Tool

“Guiding Questions”, identify and define areas in need of Responsibie for Effectiveness of
improvement for the following group: - Monitoring - Strategy
1a. FCAT 2.0): Students scormg at Achlevement Level la.l.
3 in science,
Science Goal #1 2012 Current 2013 Expected
70% of students will schoo] [Levelef -~ - lLevelot
Performance:*  [Performance:*
alevel 3 : ; ' -
AL 7% of students
will perforns at d
tevel 3 or figher
1a.2. la.2.
1ad, {a3.
1b. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students scoring at 1.1, ib1
Level 4, 5, and 6 in science, '
Science Goal #1b: 2012 Current 2013 Expected
Level of Level of
No Datz Available Perfonnance:*  |Pefformance®
Friter numerical |Evter numericat
duuta for currens  |dain fir expected
fevel of fevel of
performance in - |perferranee in
this box, this bux,
1b.2. 1b.2. 1b.2. 1b.2. [b.2.

_April 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811

Revised April 29, 2011
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1b.3. Ib.3. Ih.3. 1b.3. 1b.3.
Based on the analysis of student achievemeant data, and relerence to " Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
“Guiding Questions™, idensify and define arcas in need of : Respansible for Effectiveness of
improvement for the following group: Monitoring Strategy
2a. FCAT 2.0: Students scoring at or above 2.1 2a.1, a1 2a.1. 2a. .
Achievement Levels 4 and 5 in science,
Science Goal #2a; 2012 Cuirent  “|2013Expected
Level of Level of
N4 Performance:* - [Performence:®
Enter nunorteal  |Furer npmerical
data for cvvent  {data for expaeied
ievel of fevel of
performance in - perfarigrice n
thiy o itfily b,
22.2. 22,2,
28.3 22.3
2h. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students scoring at |28 2b.1. 2b.1.
o1 above Level 7 in science. -
Science Goal #2b: 2012 Currerit. {2013Expected
Level of " . Lgvel of
.4 Performance:*  |Performance:*
Evter imerical Tt |
ata for corrent, for expeered
fevel of of
performiance i e isi
tfiix b
2b.2. 2b.2.
2b.3 2b.3 2b.3 2b.3 2b.3

End of Elementary and Middle School Science Goals

April 2012
Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Florida Alternate Assessment High School Science Goals

* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represents (e.g., 70% (35)).

ngh School Sc1ence Goals

Problem Solv

ng Process to Increase  "

‘udent Achlevement

Based on thc analyms of student achlevement data and reference tu
“Guiding Questions”, identify and define arcas in need of

Anticipated Barrier

Stra tcgy

Person or Posmon
Responsible for

Process Used tu Determme

Effectiveness of

EBvaluation Toal

improvement for the following group: Meonitoring Strategy
1. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students scoring at 1.1
Level 4, 5, and 6 in science.
Science Goal #1: 2013 Current 2013 Expected
No Data Available, Level of Level of
Performance:®  |Performance:*
Fneer mumaeriecd Enter sumarieal
et fur curvent  Yar for expacted
fevel of fevel of
performanee fn perforniance
chis box. efeis Aerx.
1.2
1.3
Based an the analysis of student achicvement data, and reference to Anticipated Barrier ‘Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Tool
“Guiding Questions”, identify and define arcas in need of . Responsible for Effectiveness of
improvement for the following group: Monitoring ) Strategy
2. Florida Alternate Assessment: Students scoring at 2.1, 2.1 2.1
or above Level 7 in science.
Sciencg Goal #2: 2012 Current 2013Expccted
Level of Level of
LA Performance:*  |Performance:*
Fater npmerical \Enter nnuterical
duetar for poervesc |diee for mpeﬂﬂt
fevel nf fevel ui” -
prifoenrance it |perforaiance in
this hos. (his hos.
2.2, 2.2. 2.2. 2.2.
2.3 2.3 2.3 2.3
April 2012

Rule 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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End of Florida Alternate Assessment High School Science Goals

Biology End-of-Course (EOC) Goals

Biology EOC. G als

* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represents next to the percentage (e.g. 70% {35)).
3 - ' Preblem-Se .mg Process: to. Ine_l'ease Student Achlevement

Based on the analyms of student achlcvemcnt data and rcference A
“Guiding Questions”, identify and define arcas in niced of
improvement for the following group:

Anticipated Barrier

S trategy

Pcrson or Posmon
Responsible for
Monitoring

Process Used to Determme
Effectiveness of
Strategy

' E\;aluaﬁon Toot

2.3

1. Students scoring at Achievement Level 3 in Biology.fi-!- LI = LL B1
Biolog}t Goal #1: 2012 Current . 2013 Expected )
Levelof Level of -
Vo duta prrovided. Performance:®  {Performance:®
Enter wemerfeal  Wnter numerfe nl
dutee fur cipven! i for axpected
level of fevef of
performance in evformance in
riiis hox thify e,
1.2, 1.2, 1.2
1.3. 1.3,
Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to Anticipated Barrier Strategy Person or Position Process Used to Determine Evaluation Toof
“Guiding Questions”, identify and define arcas in need of S Responsible for Effectiveness of
improvement for the following group: ‘ Monitoring Strategy
2. Students scoring at or above Ach:evement Levels 2.1. 2.1, 2.1,
4 and 5 in Biology.
Biologj[ Goal #2: 2012 Current 2013 Expected
Level of Levelof
K2 Perfomance:*  |Performance:®
Lnter wterical
(feter fir crrrrent
v off feved of
arformance in rerfirmanc
teis hox. (s s
2.2, 2.2, 2.2.
2.3 2.3 2.3 2.3

End of Biology EOC Goals

April 2012
Ruie 6A-1.099811
Revised April 29, 2011
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Science Professional Development

Professional Development (PD) aligned with

Please note that each §trategy does not require a professional development or

PLC activity.

Strategies through Professional Learning Community (PLC) or PD Activity

PD Content /Topic

Target Dates and Schedules

- PD Facilitator PD Participants - .
and/or PLL Foous LeveGl;g?JE'ec . andior | - (e.g. , PLC, subject, grade level, or Sc(l(;% ,lEar'lsy Reflrease) Td £ ~ Strategy for Follow-up/Monitoring Persoi or ‘P;/sjmqn Rcspons1ble for
d PLC Leader ‘ -school-wide} ¢ csr:Ecci;:lgzgq peney e . : eritating

Science Budget (Insert rows as needed)
Include only school-based funded activities/materials and exclude district funded activ
Bvidence-based Program(s)/Materials(s) o o '
Strategy Description of Resources Amount

Subtotal:
Technology
Strategy Amount

Subtotal:
Professional Development
Strategy Funding Source Amount

Subtotal;
Other
Strategy Description of Rigsoy Funding Source Amount

Subtotal:

Total:
End of Science Goals
April 2012
Rule 6A~1.099811
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