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This plan meets the content requirements of amended Education Code 64001 for a SPSA. It provides a single comprehensive school plan to improve the
academic performance of students. Completion of the plan satisfies requirements of all programs for which the school has an allocation in the California
Consolidated Application for categorical funding.
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LA. VISION AND ORGANIZATIONAL DIRECTIONS - PUSD STRATEGIC VISION

“College Readiness for all - Gateway to our Students’ Future”

In 2001-02, the district engaged in a strategic planning process. The resulting district plan identified two goals: Increase achievement for all
students through a comprehensive literacy effort, and provide a physical learning environment to support learning for all students. The years 2002-
2008 accompanied a period of intense focus on the use of data to continuously drive improvements in student learning, as well as on closing the
achievement gap. These initiatives furthered the growing understanding that our most important work is to ensure that all students leave the district
college ready.

As our district has engaged in the most current iteration of its strategic vision for 2008-2014, the literacy focus has sharpened. “College Readiness
for all — Gateway to our Students’ Future,” a framework comprised of the themes of Rigor (High Expectations for all), Relevance (Engagement of all
students), and Relationships (Personalization of learning opportunities) now assumes the forefront of all of our efforts. With this in mind, our
school’s mission has been formed.

2008-2014 district organizational directions to reach the strategic vision:
1) Build organizational capacity through continued focus on rigor, relevance, and relationships, in order to provide challenging educational
experiences for all students
2) Personalize learning to provide multiple pathways for student success
3) Prepare all students to successfully undertake a college-ready curriculum for post-secondary success
4) Close the achievement gap for all subgroups
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I.B. VISION AND ORGANIZATIONAL DIRECTIONS - SITE ORGANIZATIONAL DIRECTIONS

The district vision of “College Readiness for all — Gateway to our Students’ Future” provides the foundation for the direction of our site efforts. To support the
districtwide organizational directions our school will focus on multi-year initiatives:

Preparing all students to successfully undertake a college-ready curriculum for post-secondary success
Painted Rock Elementary supports all students in becoming "College Ready" by:

Creating a school-wide focus on the "3 R's™: Rigor, Revelance, and Relationships

Providing differentiated instructional opportunities for all students, especially those scoring in the Advanced Range

Creating individualized student goals based upon MAP data which are monitored and updated throughout the year

Implementing Elementary AVID strategies in grades 3, 4, and 5

Creating partnerships with Poway and Rancho Bernardo High School to bring AVID students to the elementary campus as role models and to reinforce
Elementary AVID Strategies.

Closing the achievement gap for all subgroups

The Painted Rock staff closely monitors the achievement of all students throught the use of formative and summative assessments. This data is used to identify
areas of student need and direct resources to them.

Students in underperforming sub-groups are able to receive additional assitance through small group instruction, OASIS Tutors, ELL pull-outs, and instructional
software in the computer lab.

Additionally, through the use of MAPs assessements, Painted Rock staff is able to develop indivialized student learning plans. Students use their individualzed
MAPs results to set learning goals based upon the strand data from MAPs which shows their relative areas of strengths and weakness. Students are then able to
work with their teacher to monitor their progress using Winter and Spring MAPs results.

Personalizing learning to provide multiple pathways for student success

By analyzing student achievement data, the Painted Rock staff has been able to identify grade level as well as indvidual student strengths and areas of need. As
a result, teachers regularly use small group instruction and ability group rotations to ensure students receive instruciton at the appropriate level for optimal
learning.

A unique challenge at Painted Rock is the high number of students scoring in the advanced range on both CST and MAPs testing. As a result, many students
have a goal of maintaining advanced scores from second through fifth grade. Teachers in each grade level are meeting in regularly scheduled grade level
meetings to plan and design lessons which address the grade level standards as well as to challenge those students who have already mastered the standards.

Building organizational capacity through continued focus on rigor, relevance, and relationships, in order to provide challenging educational
experiences for all students

Understanding the need to provide students with the necessary skills to become "College Ready", the Painted Rock staff has a strong commitment to the "3 R's".
Rigor, Revleance, and Relationships are emphasied and regularly discussed at staff meetings and grade level meeting. Through these efforts, staff are able to
refine programs and indentify at risk students to ensure all students have a successful experience at Painted Rock.

Additionally, the Painted Rock Staff is engaged in the work of redefining rigorous academic experieces for all students.
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ILA. SITE ASSESSMENT PLAN

DISTRICTWIDE (REQUIRED) ASSESSMENTS/REPORTS

ASSESSMENTS TYPE PURPOSE Who WHEN USES
CST/CMA /CAPA Criterion- Assess achievement of state Grades Spring Compares student achievement to state/district expectations.
reference tests standards 211 Identifies areas of strength and weakness. Useful for targeting
instruction.
CELDT Criterion- Measure level of achievement in All ELL Fall Measure ELD levels, plan programs and measure annual growth.
reference test English students Used to redesignate students
API Composite score | Used to determine overall program Schools, Reported Used by state and District as an index of overall academic
effectiveness subgroups annually, in performance based upon the results of the STAR. Used to
Spring compare schools and student groups.
AYP Composite score | Used to determine overall program Schools, Reported, Used by state and District as an index of overall academic
effectiveness subgroups annually, in performance based upon the results of the STAR
Fall
MAP Criterion- Assess individual or group Grades 2-8 Up to 3 times | Measure and report student growth. Results provide subscores
reference progress, and show growth over per year, as that help teachers analyze strengths and areas of need, within
multiple administrations needed the areas of reading, math, and language usage
State Fitness Testing Performance Compare fitness levels of students | All students, Spring Useful to identify program strengths and weaknesses
Grade 5,7, 9
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SITE-SPECIFIC (OPTIONAL) ASSESSMENTS/REPORTS

STUDENT PERFORMANCE | TYPE (summative
ASSESSMENTS or formative) HURRSS el WHEN Dt
MAPs Criterion- Assess individual or group All 2nd, 3rd, 4th | Fall, Winter, and | Measure and report student growth. Results provide sub-scores that
referenced, achievement of standards and show |and 5th Spring or as help the teacher analyze strengths and weaknesses within the areas
Computer- growth over multiple years needed up to 4 | of reading, math and language usage.
Adaptive times per year
Running Records Individual Diagnostic All students Trimesterly or A tool for scoring, coding and analyzing a child’s precise reading
(in LAG) performance Grades K-1 more frequently | behaviors.
assessment & identified if indicated
Grade 2
students
Individual Reading Inventory Individual Diagnostic All students Trimesterly or Used by teachers to diagnose student skills, plan subsequent
(IRI) performance reading at grade | more frequently |instruction and placement. Monitor progress.
(see LAG) assessment level 3 or higher |if indicated
Quality Writing On-demand, first- | Diagnostic and/or All students, Fall, Winter, Students write to a prompt. Teachers score using PUSD rubric. The
(In LAG and on PUSD intranet) |draft writing, Achievement K-5 Spring results of this assessment may be used to evaluate student writing
individual Or as frequently | skills, diagnose, prescribe and measure growth over time.
performance as needed
Alphabet Knowledge On-demand Diagnostic Any pre or early | Fall, Winter, To assess early reading skills, letter names, shapes, directionality.
(in LAG) performance tasks reader Spring
Or as frequently
as needed
Phonics Skills On-demand Diagnostic Any pre or early | Fall, Winter, To assess sound symbol relationships and the composition of written
(in LAG) performance tasks reader Spring words.
Or as frequently
as needed
Pre-writing Assessment On-demand Diagnostic Any pre or early | Fall, Winter, To assess pre-writing skills.
(in LAG) performance tasks reader Spring
Or as frequently
as needed
Phonetic Spelling Inventory On-demand Diagnostic All students Fall, Winter, Designed to assess the word knowledge students bring to the tasks
(in LAG) performance tasks Grades 1-5 Spring of reading and spelling. There are 4 inventory levels.
Or as frequently
as needed
Math Expressions Unit/chapter tests | Achievement and Diagnosis Classroom End of each Inform the teacher and student regarding the mastery of specific
Teachers chapter skills. Plan remediation as needed.
Grades K-5
Pre-LAS Oral, Performance test | Diagnostic Identified As indicated Identifies students for ELL assistance.
LAS Oral and LAS Reading — Students
Writing K-5
Gap Analysis Review Analysis Teachers, Fall Teachers review student performance on SAT-9, CSR, MAPS,
grades 2-5 Quality Math, and Quality Writing scores in order to modify and
improve instructional programs.
Spelling Inventory Individual Diagnostic/ Achievement All Students Annually Determine developmental stage of spelling and provide instruction
performance 1-5 based on the stage and district benchmarks.
assessment
Informal Reading Inventory Individual Diagnostic/ Achievement Students Fall, spring Determine proper placement in reading group and assess whether
performance 2-5 CSR student is meeting district benchmarks of reading proficiency.
assessment requirements,
and as needed
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STUDENT PERFORMANCE | TYPE (summative
ASSESSMENTS or formative) Fliliess Wl WHEN i

Concepts About Print (CAP) Individual Diagnostic/ Achievement Grade K Fall/Spring Diagnose basic book sense.
performance
assessment

Scholastic Reading Inventory Individual Diagnostic/ Achievement Students Fall, spring Uses the Lexile framework to determine student proficiency in
performance 3-5 or as needed reading for group placement and assessment for district benchmarks.
assessment

7 of 34 2/1/10

2009 Single Plan for Student Achievement



TYPE (summative

OTHER MEASURES or formative) PURPOSE WHO WHEN USES
Progress Reports Individual report | To assess individual student K-5 Trimester Provide timely feedback to student/parent regarding progress
performance using local standards on academic standards. Grades can be collected and evaluated
for trends.

API Composite score To determine overall program K-5 Annually in Fall | Used by state and District as an index of overall academic

effectiveness performance based upon the results of the STAR

AYP Composite score To determine overall program K-5 Annually in Fall | Used by state and District as an index of overall academic

effectiveness performance based upon the results of the STAR

Discipline records Audit To determine the number and nature | Principal/staff Monthly/annually | Determine frequency of individual student incidences. Show patterns

of disruptions to the learning of disruptions. These records are compiled, disaggregated, analyzed
environment annually, and used to determine program needs.

Attendance Audit To determine attendance patterns Students Monthly Disaggregating of student attendance data is done annually and

used for program evaluation.

Progress Reports Individual To assess individual student K-5 Trimester Provide timely feedback to student/parent regarding progress on
performance performance using local standards academic standards. Grades can be collected and evaluated for
assessment trends.

Student Study Team Collaborative To determine needs of students and | Principal/Staff Weekly Through the SST process, individual student needs are evaluated,
Review their progress discussed, and addressed.

Walker-McConnell Scale To determine social skills and needs |K-3 As needed To identify social skills and needs of students and assess the

of students effectiveness of PIP program addressing their needs

Dragon Club, SOAR, PIP, Audit To determine patterns Principal/Staff As needed Disaggregating of student data is done semi-annually and used to

Counselor, OASIS, Panther determine program effectiveness. Determine the increase or

Readers decrease of number of referrals for services.

Annual PTA survey Questionnaire Get feedback on PTA events Parents Annually This survey helps us evaluate parent participation and attitudes

regarding selected school events.

Staff Surveys Questionnaire Feedback from staff on principal Teachers Annually or as This survey helps us evaluate school processes and principal

leadership effectiveness needed effectiveness. Used to set personal or school-wide goals and targets.

Student Survey Questionnaire Feedback from primary consumers of | Students Annually or as Provides feedback on school programs and practices that may affect

school programs needed student achievement

Parent survey Random sample Get feedback on school events, Parents At the direction | This survey helps us evaluate parent participation and attitudes

programs and attitudes

of SSC

regarding school effectiveness.

Parent meetings Informal discussion | Parent feedback Parents and Ongoing, Determine community attitudes about the school and school
community regularly programs
members scheduled

School Site Council meetings Discussions Gather input from community Members of Every6to 8 Monitor parent attitudes, determine changes to programs, and

and discussions School Site weeks approve SPSA
Council
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I.B. DATA REPORTS
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I1.B. DATA REPORTS

School and District Information

For additional information about the school, parents and community members should contact the school principal or the district office. DataQuest, an online data
tool at http://datal.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/, contains additional information about this school and comparisons of the school to the district, the county, and the state.

School Information District Information

School Name Painted Rock Elementary School District Name Poway Unified

Principal Sal Embry Superintendent | Donald A Phillips, Ed.D
Street 16711 Martincoit Rd. Street 13626 Twin Peaks Rd.
City, State, Zip |Poway, CA 92064-1628 City, State, Zip |Poway, CA 92064-3034
Phone Number [858-487-1180 Phone Number |858-748-0010

FAX Number 858-673-8254 FAX Number 858-748-1342

Web Site www.powayusd.com Web Site www.powayusd.com
E-mail Address |sembry@powayusd.com E-mail Address |elehew@powayusd.com
CDS Code 37682966085088 SARC Contact | Eric Lehew




I1.B. DATA REPORTS

Painted Rock Elementary School

Demographic Summary

for 2009-10 School Year

Address: 16711 Martincoit Rd.
Poway, CA 92064-1628
Principal:  Sal Embry

Year of Construction: 1972

Current Enrollment:
Numbers reflect enrollment totals as of October 21, 2009.

Kg 15t ond 3rd 4th 5th Special Day Class
96 85 92 85 99 100 7
Enrollment History:
Numbers reflect enrollment totals as of October 21, 2009.
2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
581 578 557
Student Demographics:
Percent of total school population. (Based on October 21, 2009 enroliment totals)
Asian Filipino Hispanic African-American Caucasian Other
6% 4% 10% 2% 71% 7%
Percent of total school population. (Based on October 21, 2009 enroliment totals)
Limited English Free/Reduced Lunch
7% 8%
Staff Demographics
Percent of credentialed teachers. (Based on October 2009 CBED’s)
Asian Filipino Hispanic African-American Caucasian Other
4% 0% 4% 0% 93% 0%

Percent Fully Credentialed: 100%



I1.B. DATA REPORTS

California Physical Fitness Test

Data reported are the percent of students meeting fitness standards (scoring in the healthy fithess zone on all six fithess standards) for the most recent testing
period. The California Physical Fitness Test is administered to students in grades 5, 7, and 9 only. Detailed information regarding the California Physical Fitness
Test may be found at the CDE Web site at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/pf/. Note: To protect student privacy, scores are not shown when the number of students
tested is 10 or less.

School District State
Year Grade Level
Total Female Male Total Female Male Total Female Male
2007 5 68.5 73.8 63.6 49.9 56.2 43.8 27.1 29.9 24.4
2008 5 69.5 79.4 60 50.5 58.6 43.2 28.5 31.6 25.5
2009 5 59.8 66 53.8 49.4 54.3 447 29.1 32.3 26.1




District Accountability Report
Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)

Spring 2009
Painted Rock Elementary School
Grade 2-5
Annual Measurable Objectives Other Indicators
Participation Rate Performance API
ELA Math ELA Math AY
>=95% >=95% % proficient + % proficient + P >=800 or +1 Point
2007 | 2008 2009 | 2007 1 2008 | 2009 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 2007 | 2008 | 2009
Schoolwide 100 100 =~ 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 79 81 81 83 81 82 Y | 913 903 @ 907
W—%
100 or 50 if >15%

African American 4] 100 100 | 100 | 100 & 100 | 100
American Indian (0] 100 0 100 0
Asian (28 100 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 85 76 89 88 82 93
Filipino (7Y 100 100 | 100 | 100 & 100 | 100 53 72 67 79 78 67
Hispanic / Latino (32) 96 97 100 | 100 97 100 53 59 63 60 59 70
Pacific Islander (2 0 100 0 100
White (280) o9 100 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 82 84 83 85 83 83 Y | 922 914 | 914
Low Socio-Econ (251 100 97 100 | 100 97 100 | 43 46 46 43 59 54
Special Education 49 96 99 98 100 | 100 08 65 58 52 71 50 54
English Learner (19 100 95 100 | 100 95 100 19 38 53 69 56 63
GATE ( 100 100 100 100

* Includes only students in significant subgroups

Wednesday, September 16, 2009




Painted Rock Elementary

Grade Level Growth 2008-2009

Grade 02
Readi Mean | Mean Lexile | Word Analysis Literal Interpretive Literary
eading RIT Score & Vocabulary D ComprehensionComprehension Response &
Score Analysis
Fall 179 256 180 176 178 182
Winter 190 464 191 189 190 197
Spring 196 525 197 196 194 197
Growth 17 269 17 20 16 15
. Mean Number Patterns / | Measurement | Geometry & | Data Analysis ~ Problem
Mathematics . . I~ :
RIT Sense & Functions / Spatial Sense |/ Statistics / Solving
Score | Operations Algeb and
Fall 180 175 180 179 181 183 178
Winter 190 186 189 193 195 199 190
Spring 197 195 197 198 201 199 196
Growth 17 20 17 19 20 16 18
L Mean Writing Writing Mechanics Grammar
asguage RIT Strategies | Applications & Usage
sage Score Genre
Fall 183 184 182 182 184
Winter 194 194 192 194 195
Spring 199 198 197 202 200
Growth 16 14 15 20 16




Painted Rock Elementary
Grade Level Growth 2008-2009

Grade 03

Readi Mean | Mean Lexile | Word Analysis Literal Interpretive = Literary
eading RIT Score & Vocabulary D ComprehensionComprehension Response &

Score Analysis

Fall 199 575 200 198 197 199

Winter 205 693 204 204 206 208

Spring 209 757 209 208 209 208

Growth 10 182 9 10 12 9

. Mean Number Patterns / | Measurement | Geometry & | Data Analysis ~ Problem

Mathematics . . s :
RIT Sense & Functions / Spatial Sense / Statistics / Solving
Score | Operations Algeb and

Fall 201 199 200 202 202 202 200

Winter 209 204 211 209 214 214 210

Spring 214 210 217 213 218 214 214

Growth 13 11 17 1 16 12 14

L Mean Writing Writing Mechanics Grammar
asguage RIT Strategies | Applications & Usage
sage Score Genre

Fall 202 203 202 202 202

Winter 206 207 205 207 206

Spring 211 212 208 212 212

Growth 9 9 6 10 10




Painted Rock Elementary

Grade Level Growth 2008-2009

Grade 04
Readi Mean | Mean Lexile | Word Analysis Literal Interpretive = Literary
eading RIT Score & Vocabulary D ComprehensionComprehension Response &
Score Analysis
Fall 206 704 204 206 206 207
Winter 209 755 210 207 209 211
Spring 210 788 212 209 209 211
Growth 4 84 8 3 3 4
. Mean Number Patterns / | Measurement | Geometry & | Data Analysis ~ Problem
Mathematics . . s .
RIT Sense & Functions / Spatial Sense / Statistics / Solving
Score | Operations Algeb and
Fall 214 211 215 213 216 213 214
Winter 218 214 218 217 222 220 217
Spring 219 217 220 218 223 220 219
Growth 5 6 5 5 7 7 5
L Mean Writing Writing Mechanics Grammar
asguage RIT Strategies | Applications & Usage
sage Score Genre
Fall 208 207 206 209 208
Winter 211 211 209 211 211
Spring 212 212 211 213 211
Growth 4 5 5 4 3




Painted Rock Elementary
Grade Level Growth 2008-2009

Grade 05
Readi Mean | Mean Lexile | Word Analysis Literal Interpretive = Literary
eading RIT Score & Vocabulary D ComprehensionComprehension Response &
Score Analysis
Fall 212 827 214 211 211 214
Winter 216 888 219 214 215 220
Spring 219 912 222 217 216 220
Growth 7 85 8 6 5 6
. Mean Number Patterns / | Measurement | Geometry & | Data Analysis ~ Problem
Mathematics . . s .
RIT Sense & Functions / Spatial Sense / Statistics / Solving
Score | Operations Algeb and
Fall 220 217 222 219 221 222 220
Winter 225 223 227 225 226 229 224
Spring 230 231 229 232 232 229 228
Growth 10 14 7 13 1 7 8
L Mean Writing Writing Mechanics Grammar
asguage RIT Strategies | Applications & Usage
sage Score Genre
Fall 213 214 213 213 213
Winter 217 217 218 217 216
Spring 218 219 219 220 217
Growth 5 5 6 7 4




Painted Rock Elementary Annual Assessment Students - AMAO#1 - Increase 1 CELDT Level or More

Growth from Fall 2007 to Fall 2008

Made AMAO 1

Not Made AMAO 1

380

1

02

03

m4

W[~ |W

85

oW

Monday, March 09, 2009
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Painted Rock Elementary School
CA Standards Test by Proficiency Level for ELA

Spring 2009
Grade 2 Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

s1g|8]8 slg|8|8 s1g|8]8 Slg|8|8

All Students |Number Tested 96 | 86 | 90 | 88 1131 93 | 95 | 98 127 | 124 | 96 | 99 127 1 128 | 131 ] 99
Total % Proficient 84 |1 79| 87|78 71 ] 66 | 65 | 79 88 | 83 | 84 | 82 80 | 80 | 81 | 82

% Advanced 51 ] 50 | 52 ] 39 28 | 27 | 33 | 44 56 | 60 | 51 | 58 45 1 39 | 43

% Proficient 33| 29 ] 34 ] 40 42 1 39| 33| 35 32 123133 ] 24 26 | 36 | 42 | 38

% Basic 10110 | 10 | 11 23 | 31| 22| 17 7 15 ] 14 | 14 16|16 ] 15| 16

% Below Basic 2 6 2 10 6 3 7 4 5 1 1 3 2 2 3 2

% Far Below Basic 3 5 1 0 0 0 5 0 2 1 1 2 2 1 0

Asian Number Tested 8 7 11 4 10| 8 9 9 3 11 9 10 15 ] 3 12| 8
Total % Proficient | 100 ] 100 | 73 | 100 60 | 75 ] 89 | 78 100| 73 | 89 | 100 87 1100 67 | 88

% Advanced 38| 71145 ] 50 20 | 25| 22 | 56 100 45| 78 | 60 40 | 100] 33 | 63

% Proficient 63 | 29 | 27 | 50 40 | 50 | 67 | 22 0 | 27| 11 ] 40 471 0 | 33| 25

% Basic 0 0J27] 0 40 1 25 | 11| 22 0 18 | 11 0 3] 0] 25] 13

% Below Basic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0

% Far Below Basic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0

Filipino Number Tested 6 4 2 3 6 6 4 3 2 5 6 4 3 5 6 7
Total % Proficient 67 | 25 | 50 | 67 67 | 50 | 25 | 33 50 |100]| 83 | 75 100 | 40 | 100 | 86

% Advanced 33 17 1 17 50 | 80 | 33 ] 50 67 | 20 | 17 | 43

% Proficient 33| 25| 50 | 67 50 | 33 ] 25 ] 33 0 | 20 | 50 | 25 33 120 ] 83 ] 43

% Basic 335 ] 0 0 33 150 25] 33 501 O 17 | 25 0]e60] O 14

% Below Basic 0 |] 25|50 ] 33 0 0 | 50 | 33 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

% Far Below Basic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Hispanic or |[Number Tested 2 6 13 7 5 3 6 13 6 6 5 6 4 9 8 6
Latino Total % Proficient |100] 33 | 77 | 43 40 | 100 17 | 85 67 | 17 | 60 | 33 25 | 56 | 50 | 67
% Advanced 100 46 40 17 | 46 33117 ] 20 | 17 251 11| 25| 17

*include all students
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Painted Rock Elementary School
CA Standards Test by Proficiency Level for ELA

Spring 2009
Grade 2 Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5
N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
sls|gls gls|gle sls|gls gls|gls

Hispanic or |% Proficient 0o |33]31]43 0o [100] o [ 38 33| o |40 ] 17 0 |44]25] 50
Latino % Basic o f17]15] 14 olol]s3s] s o |67 ]40] 50 50 | 11 ] 25 33

% Below Basic o |17 ] s |43 60 33| o 33| o 17 0o |22] 25

% FarBelowBasic | 0 |33 ] o | o oflof]17]o o|17]o]o s [11] o] o
White (not |Number Tested 79 | 63 | 55 | 63 8o | 76 | 73 | 61 108] 99 | 76 | 76 101 [ 104 | 103 77
g:i:iiﬁfa“ic Total % Proficient | 86 | 86 | 95 | 83 74 | 66 | 67 | 80 90 | 87 [ 87 | 83 84 | 84 | 84 | 83

% Advanced 53 | 56 | 56 | 46 28 | 29 | 36 | 43 57 | 63 | 53 | 59 46 | 42 | 43

% Proficient 33 | 30| 38| 37 46 | 37 | 32 | 38 32 | 24| 34] 24 26 | 38 | 43 | 40

% Basic 9 [10] 513 21 | 30| 23 | 16 1211 ] 13 15 [ 14 | 14 | 14

% Below Basic 1 3lols 4 |a]a]s s o] 1] ol 1] 213

% Far Below Basic 4 2 0 0 0 0 5 1 1 1 0 1 0
English Number Tested 1 9 4 6 1 1 6 4 5 8 2 4 1
Learner ¢ tal % Proficient | 0 | 22 | 75 | 33 olo]o]7s 0 38 o |25] o

% Advanced 11 13

% Proficient o [11]75]33 oo o]7s 0 25 o |25] o

% Basic o 22017 0o [100]33] o 40 50 50 | 25 | 100

% Below Basic 0o |33]25]50 100] o |50 25 20 13 o |25] o

% Far Below Basic |100| 22 [ o | o oflof]17]o 40 0 50 25| o

*include all students 11/5/2009 2:13:52 PM



Painted Rock Elementary School
CA Standards Test by Proficiency Level for ELA

Spring 2009
Grade 2 Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5
N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
sls|gls gls|gle sls|gls gls|gls
Low Socio- |Number Tested 2 9 6 4 4 3 10 6 5 7 5 10 7 6 3 3
Economic I tal % Proficient | 50 | 44 | 67 | 50 o | o]40]s0 100 | 43 | 40 | 40 29|50 o |33
% Advanced 22 | 17 10 | 17 20 | 14 | 20 | 20
% Proficient 50 | 22 | 50 | 50 o | o]30]ss3 8o | 29 | 20 | 20 2950 o |33
% Basic sof11 ] o] o 50 | 67 | 30| 17 o |43 ]40]40 29 | 33| 67 | 67
% Below Basic 0o |22]33]50 50 | 33 | 30 | 33 o | o]20]20 4] ol3]o
% FarBelowBasic | 0 |22 o [ o olo]olo ol1]lo]o al17]o]o
Special Ed |Number Tested 151213 13 21 [ 10| 13] 7 2|17 [ 13] 13 24 | 8 | 18| 13
Total % Proficient | 80 | 67 | 69 | 54 48 | 30 | 38 | 43 77 | 65 | 69 | 54 54 | 50 | 30 | 46
% Advanced 40 | 33| 38 | 38 19 15 | 14 45 | 29 | 23 | 31 13221 8
% Proficient 40 [ 33|31 ] 15 29 [ 30 | 23 | 29 32| 35|46 23 25 | 38 | 17 | 38
% Basic 7 |17 ] 23| 31 33|60 ] 15] 43 9 |20 ] 23] 23 25 | 38 | 44 | 38
% Below Basic oo s |15 191015 14 1ulols |15 s | o 17|15
% FarBelowBasic | 13 |17 [ o [ o oflo]s1]o o|le]o]s s |13] oo

*include all students 11/5/2009 2:13:52 PM



Painted Rock Elementary School
CA Standards Test by Proficiency Level for Grade 5 Science

Spring 2009
Grade 5
N N N N
s1g|8]8
All Students |Number Tested 126 | 128 | 131 ] 99
Total % Proficient 79 | 74174 | 71
% Advanced 32 31| 24
% Proficient 48 | 48 | 43 | 46
% Basic 14 | 20 | 21 | 26
% Below Basic 6 3 4 2
% Far Below Basic 1 2 2 1
Asian Number Tested 15 3 12 8
Total % Proficient 80 | 100 42 | 88
% Advanced 33 ]33] 17 ] 38
% Proficient 47 | 67 | 25 ] 50
% Basic 201 0 | 50 ] 13
% Below Basic 0 0 8 0
% Far Below Basic 0 0 0 0
Filipino Number Tested 3 5 6 7
Total % Proficient | 100 ] 40 | 100 ] 71
% Advanced 33| 14
% Proficient 100 40 | 67 | 57
% Basic 0 40| O | 29
% Below Basic 0 0 0 0
% Far Below Basic 0 20 0 0
Hispanic or |[Number Tested 4 9 8 6
Latino Total % Proficient | 25 | 33 | 38 | 33
% Advanced 25| 11 ] 25

*include all students 11/5/2009 2:14:12 PM



Painted Rock Elementary School
CA Standards Test by Proficiency Level for Grade 5 Science

Spring 2009
Grade 5
N N N N
AEHHE
Hispanic or |% Proficient 0 22 | 13 | 33
Latino % Basic 50 [ 56 | 50 [ 50
% Below Basic 0 11 1 13 | 17
% Far Below Basic 25 0 0 0
White (not |Number Tested 100 | 104 | 103 | 77
g:i:iiﬁf'a“ic Total % Proficient | 84 | 79 | 80 | 73
% Advanced 34 33 | 25
% Proficient 50 | 50 | 47 | 48
% Basic 12| 15 ] 16 | 25
% Below Basic 4 3 3 1
% Far Below Basic 0 2 2 1
English Number Tested 2 4 1
Learner Total % Proficient 0 0 0
% Advanced
% Proficient 0 0 0
% Basic 0 | 50 | 100
% Below Basic 50 | 25 0
% Far Below Basic 50 | 25 0

*include all students 11/5/2009 2:14:12 PM



Painted Rock Elementary School
CA Standards Test by Proficiency Level for Grade 5 Science

Spring 2009
Grade 5
N N N N
s1g|8]8
Low Socio- [Number Tested 6 6 3 4
Economic I tal % Proficient | 17 | 33 | 0 | 25
% Advanced 17 25
% Proficient 0 33 0 0
% Basic 50 | 33 | 100 ] 50
% Below Basic 17 | 17 0 0
% Far Below Basic 17 | 17 0 25
Special Ed |Number Tested 23 8 18 | 14
Total % Proficient 48 | 50 | 50 | 43
% Advanced 22 | 13 | 17
% Proficient 26 | 38 | 33 | 43
% Basic 17 | 25 | 22 | 50
% Below Basic 30 | 13 | 17 7
% Far Below Basic 4 13 1 11 0

*include all students 11/5/2009 2:14:12 PM



Painted Rock Elementary School
CA Standards Test by Proficiency Level for Math

Spring 2009
Grade 2 Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5
N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
s1g|8]8 slg|8|8 s1g|8]8 Slg|8|8
All Students |Number Tested 95 1 86 | 90 | 88 1131 93 | 95 | 98 127 | 124 | 95 | 99 126 | 128 | 131 | 100
Total % Proficient 91 | 87 | 89 | 77 84 ] 81 ] 82] 90 88 | 82 | 80 | 82 86 | 77 | 73 | 76
% Advanced 70 | 55 52 | 57 ] 60 | 69 58 42 | 54 65 | 44 | 35 | 42
% Proficient 22 1221191 23 32 124 ]122] 20 30 ] 25 | 38 ] 28 21| 34| 37 | 34
% Basic 5 5 10 ] 13 14112 ] 9 6 5 113116 | 11 8 18 | 16 | 17
% Below Basic 1 7 0 8 2 6 5 2 6 4 4 6 3 4 8 7
% Far Below Basic 2 0 1 2 0 1 3 2 2 0 0 1 3 1 4 0
Asian Number Tested 8 7 11 4 10| 8 9 9 3 11 9 10 15 ] 3 12| 8
Total % Proficient | 100 | 100 | 82 | 100 80 | 75 ] 89 | 89 100 | 82 | 100 ] 90 93 | 100 | 58 | 100
% Advanced 63 | 71 | 64 ] 100 30 ] 50 1 78 ] 89 100 64 | 56 | 70 67 | 100 17 | 25
% Proficient 381291181 0 50 | 25 | 11 0 0 18 | 44 | 20 27| 0 | 42| 75
% Basic 0 0 18] 0 201251 11| 11 0 9 0 10 7 0 [33]0
% Below Basic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 8 0
% Far Below Basic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Filipino Number Tested 6 4 2 3 6 6 4 3 2 5 6 4 3 5 6 7
Total % Proficient 83 | 100 | 50 | 67 100 | 50 | 100 | 100 100 | 100 | 67 | 75 100 | 60 | 83 | 57
% Advanced 50 | 50 67 33 150 25] 33 100 60 | 50 | 50 100 20 | 50 | 43
% Proficient 33150]501] 0 67 | 0 | 75 | 67 0 |40 | 17 | 25 0 |40 ]| 33| 14
% Basic 1771 0 | 50 ] 33 0 171 O 0 0 0 17 | 25 0 |20 17| 43
% Below Basic 0 0 0 0 0 |33] 0 0 0 0 171 O 0]l]21] 0 0
% Far Below Basic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hispanic or |[Number Tested 2 6 13 7 5 3 6 13 6 6 5 6 4 9 8 6
Latino Total % Proficient | 100| 50 | 77 | 57 60 | 67 | 33 | 92 83 | 50 | 60 | 33 50 | 44 | 38 | 67
% Advanced 50 | 33 | 54| 14 40 | 67 | 33| 77 33117120 ] 33 251 11 ] 25

*include all students 11/5/2009 2:14:26 PM



Painted Rock Elementary School
CA Standards Test by Proficiency Level for Math

Spring 2009
Grade 2 Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

sls|gls gls|gle sls|gls gls|gls

Hispanic or |% Proficient 50 | 17 | 23 | 43 20 o] o] 50 [ 33|40 ] o 25 | 33 | 13 | 67
Latino % Basic oflol|s5] 14 40 |33 ]33] o o |50 |40 17 0 |44 ]25]17
% Below Basic o |s0] o4 o o]ss]o 17l o] o050 o |11 ]38]17

% FarBelowBasic | 0 | o | 8 | 14 olo]ols ololo]o so0l o] ol o

White (not |Number Tested 78 | 63 | 55 | 63 8o | 76 | 73 | 61 108 99 | 75 | 76 100 [ 104 | 103 | 78
g:i:iiﬁf'a“ic Total % Proficient | 91 | 89 | 95 | 83 85 | 84 | 84 | 89 89 | 84 | 81 | 84 89 | 81|77 | 77
% Advanced 78 | 57 55 | 58 | 63 | 66 58 41 | 54 68 | 46 | 37 | 46

% Proficient 21 | 21 | 16 | 25 30|26 | 21] 23 31 |25 [ 40] 30 21 | 35 | 40 | 31

% Basic s 6] 5[0 2]l11]s]7 5 |11 ] 15[ 11 8 |15 13| 17

% Below Basic 1 {3lo]s 3N IERE 5| a]a]a4 3| 3]s6]s

% FarBelowBasic | 1 | o [ o | 2 o|1]4]2 2o o]+ ol 1]s5]o

English Number Tested 1 9 4 6 1 1 6 4 5 8 2 4 1
Learner It tal % Proficient | 100| 56 | 75 | 50 100 | 100 | 50 | 100 60 38 o | o 100
% Advanced 22 | 25 | 33 50 40 25 100

% Proficient 100] 33 | 50 | 17 100 [ 100 | 50 | 50 20 13 ool o

% Basic o |11]25]33 o o]ss]o 20 38 o |s0] o

% Below Basic o|33]o]o oflof]17]o 20 25 100] 25 | o

% Far Below Basic 0 0 0 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 0

*include all students 11/5/2009 2:14:26 PM



Painted Rock Elementary School
CA Standards Test by Proficiency Level for Math

Spring 2009
Grade 2 Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
sls|gls gls|gle sls|gls gls|gls
Low Socio- |Number Tested 2 9 6 4 4 3 10 7 6 7 4 10 6 6 3 4
Economic I tal % Proficient | 100| 67 | 67 | 25 75 | 33 | 70 | 100 100 | 20 [ 75 | 40 50 |17 | o | 50

% Advanced 22 | 33] 25 20 | 43 50 25 | 20 17 | 17
% Proficient 10044 |33 o 75 | 33 | 50 | 57 50 | 29 | 50 | 20 33| o] o]s0
% Basic ol o]17]50 25|67 ]20] o o |71 ]25] 20 0o |50 33] 25
% Below Basic o|33]o]o oflo]1w]o o o] o4 33 | 33|67 ] 25
% FarBelowBasic | 0 | o | 17 | 25 olo]olo olo]o]o 17lolo]o
Special Ed |Number Tested 151213 13 21 [ 10| 13] 6 2|17 12] 13 23| 8 | 18| 14
Total % Proficient | 87 | 75 | 62 | 69 62 | 60 | 46 | 33 77 | 53 | 58 | 46 52 | 50 | 33 | 50
% Advanced 47 | 58 | 54 | 38 29 | 10| 31 | 17 41|20 33| 8 39 11 | 14
% Proficient 40 [ 17| 8 | 3 33|50 15] 17 36 | 24 | 25 | 38 13 [ 50 | 22 | 36
% Basic o|lols1]s 29 [ 30| 15 | 33 0o |20]33]23 131322 21
% Below Basic 7250 s 10 o517 18[18] 8 |23 17 [ 25 | 22 | 29
% FarBelowBasic | 7 | o | 8 | 15 o |10]23]17 s olols 1713221 o

*include all students 11/5/2009 2:14:27 PM



I.C. DATA ANALYSIS

[Note to sites: This section is structured to report the summative evaluation of your plan’s effectiveness in terms of student performance. The purpose of the
analysis is to identify strengths and gaps, using all of your most recent data reports, and then consider how the school can build on the strengths and address the

gaps.]

PREVIOUS YEAR GOALS Met Not Met

School-wide SMART Goals: In order to improve student's scores, Painted Rock teachers in Second through Fifth Grades will undertake a more [X] [1]
aggressive approach to student learning, utilizing MAPs test results and student-teacher conferences. We
anticipate these conferences will increase student buy-in and provide benchmark scores throughout the year to
track student progress in Math, Reading, and Language.

Currently, 46% of fifth grade students are proficient or advanced in Math based upon fall MAPs assessment. By
Spring of 2009, according to NWEA growth targets, 49% of fifth grade students will be proficient or advanced as
measured by the spring MAPs assessment.

Currently, 43% of fifth grade students are proficient or advanced in Reading based upon fall MAPs assessment.
By Spring of 2009, according to NWEA growth targets, 57% of fifth grade students will be proficient or advanced as
measured by the spring MAPs assessment.

Currently, 51% of fifth grade students are proficient or advanced in Language based upon fall MAPs assessment.
By Spring of 2009, according to NWEA growth targets, 65% of fifth grade students will be proficient or advanced as
measured by the spring MAPs assessment.

Also, by the spring of 2009 on a grade level personal narrative,
all First Grade students will be able to write a four sentence paragraph with
correct spacing and with at least 90% accurate conventions.

In addition, by the spring of 2009,
all Kindergarten students will be able to write one complete on-topic sentence
with appropriate spacing and conventions.

Currently, 53% of fourth grade students are proficient or advanced in Math based upon fall MAPs assessment. By [1] [X]
Spring of 2009, according to NWEA growth targets, 80% of fourth grade students will be proficient or advanced as
measured by the spring MAPs assessment.

68% of students scored proficient/advanced.

Currently, 44% of fourth grade students are proficient or advanced in Reading based upon fall MAPs assessment.
By Spring of 2009, according to NWEA growth targets, 60% of fourth grade students will be proficient or advanced
as measured by the spring MAPs assessment.

53% scored proficient/advanced.

Currently, 43% of fourth grade students are proficient or advanced in Language based upon fall MAPs
assessment. By Spring of 2009, according to NWEA growth targets, 54% of fourth grade students will be proficient
or advanced as measured by the spring MAPs assessment.

50% scored proficient/advanced.

2009 Single Plan for Student Achievement 10 of 34 2/1/10



PREVIOUS YEAR GOALS Met Not Met
Currently, 35% of third grade students are proficient or advanced in Math based upon fall MAPs assessment. By X [1]
Spring of 2009, according to NWEA growth targets, 70% of third grade students will be proficient or advanced as
measured by the spring MAPs assessment.
83% scored proficient/advanced.
Currently, 34% of third grade students are proficient or advanced in Reading based upon fall MAPs assessment.
By Spring of 2009, according to NWEA growth targets, 60% of third grade students will be proficient or advanced
as measured by the spring MAPs assessment.
72% scored proficient/advanced.
Currently, 38% of third grade students are proficient or advanced in Language based upon fall MAPs assessment.
By Spring of 2009, according to NWEA growth targets, 66% of third grade students will be proficient or advanced
as measured by the spring MAPs assessment.
70% scored proficient/advanced.
Currently, 17% of second grade students are proficient or advanced in Math based upon fall MAPs assessment. [X] [1]
By Spring of 2009, according to NWEA growth targets, 47% of second grade students will be proficient or
advanced as measured by the spring MAPs assessment.
62% scored proficient/advanced.
Currently, 27% of second grade students are proficient or advanced in Reading based upon fall MAPs
assessment. By Spring of 2009, according to NWEA growth targets, 51% of second grade students will be
proficient or advanced as measured by the spring MAPs assessment.
66% scored proficient/advanced.
Currently, 22% of second grade students are proficient or advanced in Language based upon fall MAPs
assessment. By Spring of 2009, according to NWEA growth targets, 52% of second grade students will be
proficient or advanced as measured by the spring MAPs assessment.
66% scored proficient/advanced.
ELL Goals: On the spring of 2008 STAR testing in ELA, the English Language Learner subgroup scored 38% proficient and [X] [1]

above. On the spring of 2008 STAR testing in Math, the English Language Learner subgroup scored 56%
proficient and above.

On the 2009 STAR test in ELA and Math, our school-wide goal is that all sub-groups at Painted Rock achieve 80%
proficient status.

Student w/ Disabilities Goals:

On the spring of 2008 STAR testing in ELA, the Special Education subgroup scored 58% proficient and above.
On the spring of 2008 STAR testing in Math, the Special Education subgroup scored 50% proficient and above.
On the 2009 STAR test in ELA and Math, our school-wide goal is that all sub-groups at Painted Rock achieve 80%
proficient status.

Related Students who are Economically Disadvantaged:

On the spring of 2008 STAR testing in ELA, the Economically Disadvantaged subgroup scored 46% proficient
and above. On the spring of 2008 STAR testing in Math, the Economically Disadvantaged subgroup scored 59%
proficient and above.

On the 2009 STAR test in ELA and Math, our school-wide goal is that all sub-groups at Painted Rock achieve 80%
proficient status.

[]

GATE Goals:

On the spring of 2009 STAR testing in ELA and Math, the GATE subgroup will maintain 100% proficiency.

L]

2009 Single Plan for Student Achievement 11 of 34
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PREVIOUS YEAR GOALS

Met

Not Met

Additional Goals:

On the spring of 2008 STAR testing in ELA, the Third Grade subgroup scored 66% proficient and above.
On the spring of 2008 STAR testing in Math, the Fifth Grade subgroup scored 72% proficient and above.

On the 2009 STAR test in ELA and Math, our school-wide goal is that all sub-groups at Painted Rock achieve 80%
proficient status.

[]

[]

2009 Single Plan for Student Achievement 12 of 34
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GOALS MET AND SCHOOL-WIDE AREAS OF STRENGTH

Finding
(Evidence / Fact)

Data Source
(Report or Measure)

Possible Reasons/Contributing Factors

Possible Next Steps

Student Goal Setting

MAPs

Teachers utilized MAPs data to lead students in individual
goal setting as well as class goals for each area: Reading,
Language, and Math. Students became more active
participants in the learning process and were more aware
of their growth areas. Teachers also had more information
on individual student performance and were able to utilize
this information to customize their instruction.

Teachers will continue to refine their use of MAPs data.
Teachers will also explore online opportunities for students
to practice skills based upon their RIT scores.

5th Grade Goals Met MAPs 5th grade met their goals in all three areas: Reading, Teachers will continue to refine their use of MAPs data.
Language, and Math. Much of the growth can be attributed | Teachers will also explore online opportunities for students
to implementing individual and class goal setting using the |to practice skills based upon their RIT scores.
most current MAPs data. Goals were then evaluated and
modified after the mid-year administration of MAPs.

3rd Grade Goals Met MAPs 3rd grade met their goals in all three areas: Reading, Teachers will continue to refine their use of MAPs data.
Language, and Math. Much of the growth can be attributed | Teachers will also explore online opportunities for students
to implementing individual and class goal setting using the |to practice skills based upon their RIT scores.
most current MAPs data. Goals were then evaluated and
modified after the mid-year administration of MAPs.

2nd Grade Goals Met MAPs 2nd grade met their goals in all three areas: Reading, Teachers will continue to refine their use of MAPs data.
Language, and Math. Much of the growth can be attributed | Teachers will also explore online opportunities for students
to implementing individual and class goal setting using the |to practice skills based upon their RIT scores.
most current MAPs data. Goals were then evaluated and
modified after the mid-year administration of MAPs.

ELA Goals Met STAR ELL students improved from 38% proficient to 56% Teachers will continue to closely monitor ELA students,
proficient on the ELA portion of the STAR Test. In addition |develop individual goals for them and ensure they are
to individual goal setting for these students, they also receiving differentiated instruction.
recieved additional pull-out as well as small group
instruction.

GATE Goals Met STAR 100% of students scored advanced in both ELA and Math | Teachers will continue to challenge GATE students through

on the STAR test. Teachers utilized individualized goal
setting with advanced students and developed challenging
differentiated instruction for all GATE students.

individualized goal setting as well as differentiated
instruction.

2009 Single Plan for Student Achievement
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GOALS NOT MET AND SCHOOL-WIDE AREAS OF NEED

Finding
(Evidence / Fact)

Data Source
(Report or Measure)

Possible Reasons/Contributing Factors

Possible Next Steps

4th Grade MAPs Goals Not

Met

MAPs Assessments

4th grade did not meet its targets for MAPs testing in
Reading, Language, and Math. Growth in all areas showed
large student gains. Because this was the first year of
tracking student growth using MAPs assessments,
teachers were experimenting with setting appropriate
growth targets and as a result may have been too
optimistic.

Teachers in 4th grade will continue to use MAPs testing as a
benchmark for goal setting. The will also incorporate
individual goal setting and other MAPs tools to improve
student achievement. Student growth targets will be
revisited throughout the year.

The fourth grade team has also targeted students scoring
advanced due to the overall decline in scores sliding from
the advanced to proficient range.

2009 Single Plan for Student Achievement
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M. TEACHING AND LEARNING
What are we doing to ensure students are on track to graduate college-ready?

llLA. SITE-BASED LITERACY PLAN - Part 1

Site Initiative(s) / Organizational Direction(s) to receive overall focus in this plan:

Build site capacity by continuing to focus on rigor, relevance, and relationships
Differentiate instruction to meet the needs of all learners, especially those students who are performing at the Advanced level.
Prepare students to become college-ready by providing multiple opportunities to learn about post-secondary career options.
Use achievement data from MAPs and CST to assist in closing the achievement gap for all subgroups.

e Developing a collaborative culture around staff and student goal setting using MAPs assessemts.

Overall School-wide SMART Goal: (SMART = Strategic, Measurable, Attainable, Results Oriented, Time Specific)

In order for all students to achieve at the highest levels, each teacher in grades 2 - 5 will work towards the following:

e 75% of all students meeting or exceeding their MAPs Regular Growth Target
e 50% of all students meeting or exceeding their MAPs Optimal Growth Target

SUB GROUP

SUBGROUP GOAL(S)

AUXILIARY SERVICES / PRACTICES TO SUPPORT GOALS

English Learners
(required)

On the spring of 2009 STAR testing, ELL students scored as follows:
53% proficient or advanced in ELA
63% proficient or advanced in Math

The goal for Spring of 2010 is for 80% of ELL students to score proficient
and advanced on the CST in ELA and Math.

Monitor ELL student progress through MAPs Assessments.

30 minutes of Avenues instruction per day

Monitoring CELT and CST scores yearly

Provide interventions for students not making adequate progress.

Students with Disabilities
(required)

2009 Single Plan for Student Achievement

On the spring of 2009 STAR testing, Students with Disabilities scored as
follows:

e 58% proficient or advanced in ELA
e 50% proficient or advanced in Math

The goal for Students with Disabilities is for 75% of students to score

proficient or advanced on the Star in ELA and Math on the 2010 STAR
Test.
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Teachers will implement both class and individual goal setting using the
most current MAPs results.

Resource teachers collaborate with classroom teachers to monitor
academic progress using MAPs data three times per year.

Resourse teachers also assist with monitoring indivual student goals.
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SUB GROUP

SUBGROUP GOAL(S)

AUXILIARY SERVICES / PRACTICES TO SUPPORT GOALS

GATE
(required)

On the 2009 STAR Test, GATE students performed as follows:
100% proficient or advanced in ELA
100% proficient or advanced in Math

The goal for 2010 will be to maintain 100% proficiency for all GATE
students in both ELA and Math.

Teachers will implement both class and individual goal setting using the
most current MAPs results.

Teachers will provide extended learning opportunities to ensure GATE
students are receiving appropriate and challenging curriculum.
Teachers will work with GATE students to write appropriate indivualized
goals to maintain advanced status.

Educationally
Disadvantaged or Title |
Students
(required)
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llLA. SITE-BASED LITERACY PLAN - Part 2 (Schoolwide)

Tasks that follow are aligned with the data analysis in the previous section, district vision, and SMART goals and site initiatives/organizational directions listed in

Part I. In addition, tasks show:

e Alignment of instruction, strategies, materials, and assessment for learning — to content standards

e Research-based instructional strategies

¢ Responsiveness to needs of struggling, as well as high-performing, students
e Avoidance of isolation or segregation of student subgroups

FORMING
1st TRIMESTER TASKS

IMPLEMENTING
2nd TRIMESTER TASKS

EVALUATING AND RECOMMENDING
3rd TRIMESTER (and beyond) TASKS

Begin year by analyzing CST and MAPs scores from
Spring 2009. Evaluate progress on goals from last year
and develop new SMART Goals based upon Fall 2009
data.

Shift focus from overall grade level proficiency to
individualized growth targets for each student as assessed
by MAPs testing.

Set up vertical articulation between grades K/1, 2/3, and
4/5. Focus will be on identifying areas of growth to
support students moving forward using MAPs data as a
basis for the meetings.

Purchase Compass Learning for grades 3, 4, and 5. train
staff and students to utilize software.

Based upon results of 2009 CST results, each grade level
will select an area of focus, study CST Blueprints for that

area and utilize CST Released Questions to help prepare
students.

Kindgergarten and first grade complete baseline
assessments in reading, writing and math.

Fall articulation meetings held to discuss at-risk students
and their intervention plan.

Painted Rock staff in grade 3 - 5 will receive training and
begin implementation of Compass Learning to address the
needs of both at-risk and high achieving students.

Individual grade levels will re-visit SMART goals using
mid-year MAPs data. Develop an action plan for
remainder of school year.

Based upon mid-year MAPs testing, teachers and
students will evaluate their progress on MAPs Growth
targets and adjust focus as necessary.

Set up round 2 of vertical articulation meetings. Discuss
mid-year MAPs results and identify areas of focus for
remainder of school year.

Purchase completed in November 2009. Staff scheduled
to be trained in January 2010.

Staff will meeting in grade level meetings to share CST
resources and test prep. materials.

Kindergarten and first grade complete mid-year
assessments in reading, writing, and math.

Mid-year articulation meetings held. At-risk lists and
intervention strategies updated.

Painted Rock Staff in grades 3 - 5 will use mid-year MAPs
assessments to identify students who are at-risk and
create a customized learning program for them using
Compass Learning.

Painted Rock Staff will host a Parent-Education Night in
March which will teach parents how to use Compass
Learning at home for either enrichment or remediation.

Grade levels will evaluate progress on SMART goals for
the 2009-2010 school year, and develop a draft of goals
for the Fall of 2010.

Based upon Spring MAPs testing, students and teachers
will evaluate year-long progress on achieving MAPs
growth targets.

Set up round 3 of vertical articulation. Analyze Spring
MAPs testing results and develop action plan for Fall of
2010.

Evaluate the implementation of Compass Learning.
Explore ways to get students using the software over the
summer. Discuss adding software for grades 1 and 2.

Using Spring MAPs and CST data (when available), grade
levels will identify focus area for Fall 2010

Kindergarten and first grade complete spring assessments
in reading, writing, and math.

Final articulation meetings held. Action plans developed
for students to be implemented in Fall of 2010.

Painted Rock Staff will use Spring MAPs results to
evaluation the overall effectiveness of Compass Learning.

Painted Rock Staff will use Compass Learning as a before
school intervention program for students who are in
identified at-risk sub groups.

2009 Single Plan for Student Achievement
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FORMING
1st TRIMESTER TASKS

IMPLEMENTING
2nd TRIMESTER TASKS

EVALUATING AND RECOMMENDING
3rd TRIMESTER (and beyond) TASKS

Continue to use grade level assessments and focus grade
level meetings around student achievement data and
grade level interventions.

Grade level meetings will focus on evaluating Winter
MAPs assessments and revising student goals as
necessary.

Teachers will also identify students who are in jeopardy of
not meeting growth targets and ensure they are receiving
appropriate intervientions.

Spring grade level meetings will focus on evaluating
Spring MAPs data, evaluating grade level and individual
student goals and writing preliminary rough draft goals for
the 2010-2011 school year.

How will implementation of tasks be measured?

Each grade level will submit SMART goals which are
developed by analyzing CST and MAPs data.

Teachers submit their class lists with student growth
targets.

Teachers submit list of at-risk students in late September
along with intervention plans by late October. Updated
and reviewed in Winter and Spring.

Ongoing staff meetings will allow time for teacher
collaboration, data analysis and student goal setting.

Grade level will meet with principal to develop action plan.

Teachers submit lists with student progress towards
growth targets.

Progress of at-risk students evaluated and updated along
with intervention plans.

Winter assessment data will be shared and SMART goals
evaluated at staff meetings and modified if necessary.

SMART goal results will be shared using MAPs and CST
data.

Final lists submitted with indicate student progress on
growth targets as measured from Fall to Spring.

Final at-risk meetings held and student progress
evaluated. Preliminary plans developed for Fall 2010.

Final results of student achievement data will be evaluated
and results of SMART goals shared.

2009 Single Plan for Student Achievement

18 of 34

2/1/10




llLA. SITE-BASED LITERACY PLAN - Part 2 (English Learners)

Note: This page is only required for significant subgroups that are underperforming. If unsure, discuss with Assistant Superintendent/Supervisor.

FORMING
1st TRIMESTER TASKS

IMPLEMENTING
2nd TRIMESTER TASKS

EVALUATING AND RECOMMENDING
3rd TRIMESTER (and beyond) TASKS

SMART goals for ELL students will be written with the
focus being to have 100% of ELL students achieving their
MAPs growth targets in Reading, Language, and Math.

Teachers and ELL staff will analyze Winter MAPs
assessments. Students not making adequate progress
towards their learning goals will be given priorty time on
Compass Learning.

Teachers will also work with ELL staff to ensure Avenues
instruction occurs 30 minutes daily.

Teachers will evaluate student MAPs data as well as
progress on Compass Learning.

Preliminary goals for ELL students will be written based
upon Spring MAPs results.

Goals will be finalized in Fall 2010 using CELT and CST
data.

How will implementation of tasks be measured?

2009 Single Plan for Student Achievement
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llLA. SITE-BASED LITERACY PLAN - Part 2 (Students with Disabilities)

Note: This page is only required for significant subgroups that are underperforming. If unsure, discuss with Assistant Superintendent/Supervisor.

FORMING
1st TRIMESTER TASKS

IMPLEMENTING
2nd TRIMESTER TASKS

EVALUATING AND RECOMMENDING
3rd TRIMESTER (and beyond) TASKS

SMART goals for Students with Disabilities will be written
with the focus being to have 100% of students achieving
their MAPs growth targets in Reading, Language, and
Math.

Teachers and RSP staff will analyze Winter MAPs
assessments. Students not making adequate progress
towards their learning goals will be given priorty time on
Compass Learning.

Teachers will evaluate student MAPs data as well as
progress on Compass Learning.

Preliminary goals for Students with Disabilities will be
written based upon Spring MAPs results.

Goals will be finalized in Fall 2010 using CST data.

How will implementation of tasks be measured?

2009 Single Plan for Student Achievement
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llLA. SITE-BASED LITERACY PLAN - Part 2 (GATE Students)

Note: This page is only required for significant subgroups that are underperforming. If unsure, discuss with Assistant Superintendent/Supervisor.

FORMING
1st TRIMESTER TASKS

IMPLEMENTING
2nd TRIMESTER TASKS

EVALUATING AND RECOMMENDING
3rd TRIMESTER (and beyond) TASKS

SMART goals for GATE students will be written with the
focus being to maintain 100% of GATE students scoring
advanced on MAPs and CST.

GATE students progress evaluated based upon mid-year
MAPs. Staff will collaborate to ensure that GATE students
are receiving instruction at the appropriate level.

Final evaluation of GATE SMART goals based upon
MAPs and CST data.

GATE students identified and student goals set using Fall
MAPs.

How will implementation of tasks be measured?
Winter results for MAPs submitted.

Final results of GATE SMART goals submitted.

2009 Single Plan for Student Achievement
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llLA. SITE-BASED LITERACY PLAN - Part 2 (Educationally Disadvantaged)

Note: This page is only required for significant subgroups that are underperforming. If unsure, discuss with Assistant Superintendent/Supervisor.

FORMING
1st TRIMESTER TASKS

IMPLEMENTING
2nd TRIMESTER TASKS

EVALUATING AND RECOMMENDING
3rd TRIMESTER (and beyond) TASKS

How will implementation of tasks be measured?

2009 Single Plan for Student Achievement
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llLA. SITE-BASED LITERACY PLAN - Part 2 (Additional Subgroup)

Note: This page is only required for significant subgroups that are underperforming. If unsure, discuss with Assistant Superintendent/Supervisor.

FORMING
1st TRIMESTER TASKS

IMPLEMENTING
2nd TRIMESTER TASKS

EVALUATING AND RECOMMENDING
3rd TRIMESTER (and beyond) TASKS

How will implementation of tasks be measured?
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llLA. SITE-BASED LITERACY PLAN - Part 3 (Schoolwide)

CAPACITY BUILDERS TO SUPPORT ATTAINMENT OF GOALS, FOCUSED ON RIGOR, RELEVANCE, AND RELATIONSHIP

Professional Learning and Collaboration Parent Engagement Student Engagement
to build staff capacity to support student learning for partnership in learning
Ongoing staff discussions and collaboration of MAPs data and | Share MAPs and Scantron Assessment Results with Student Conferences discussing MAPs scores and
goal setting. Principal will communicate with teachers regarding | parents. setting student goals.
the identification and monitoring progress of at-risk students.
Create collaboration time for whole staff discussions and ELL and GATE Parent Nights
vertical/horizontal grade level articulation.
Staff Training in grades 3 - 5 on the implementation of Share student MAPs goals with parents via letters or
Compass Learning emails and make MAPs/STAR resources and vocabulary
available to parents.
Parent Education Night for training on Compass
Learning to be accessed at home.
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ll.B. LEVEL TRANSITIONS (Title I Schools Only)
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IV.A. SAFE AND SUPPORTIVE SCHOOLS - SCHOOLWIDE BEHAVIORAL SUPPORT PLAN

Our school plan for student behavior begins with concise behavior limits, clear expectations, and appropriate consequences. In September and January, the
principal and teachers assemble all students to discuss and review school rules. At monthly recognition assemblies, students and staff review positive character

traits and school-wide slogans that instill appropriate behavior.
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IV.B. SAFE AND SUPPORTIVE SCHOOLS - DRUG ABUSE EDUCATION PLAN

All schools in the PUSD implement the Too Good for Drugs Tobacco, Drugs and Alcohol prevention program, which is designed around specific lessons in five
components: Goal Setting, Decision Making, Bonding with Others, Identifying and Managing Emotions, and Communicating Effectively.

Program Grade Level(s) Minutes
Too Good for Drugs K-5 300 minutes
Too Good for Drugs K-5 300 minutes
Red Ribbon Week K-5 300 minutes
Wellness Program K-5 180 minutes
Bullying Intervention Program K-5 30 minutes
(per week for 2-4 weeks)
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V.A. FUNDING AND GOVERNANCE - PROGRAMS/FUNDS INCLUDED IN THE SPSA

STATE/FEDERAL PROGRAMS SITE ALLOCATION (IF APPLICABLE)
Title |
Title | — Parent Involvement
ELAP: English Language Acquisition Program (Grades 4-8 only) $999
EIA-EL: Economic Impact Aid - English Learners $1,200
EIA-SCE: Economic Impact Aid - State Compensatory Education

2009 Single Plan for Student Achievement 28 of 34 2/1/10



V.B. FUNDING AND GOVERNANCE - CENTRALIZED SERVICES

Centralized Services, in the forms of administrative support and instructional support/professional development, are performed by the district office in support of
school sites. These may include:

¢ Assessment, monitoring, and reporting services ¢ Instructional materials purchase and implementation support
e English language proficiency testing e Intervention programs
o Staff development / training e Other services, as appropriate for school site support

e Salaries for teachers, instructional assistants, tutors

Program Budgeted Percentage of Total Centralized Services
9 Amount District Allocation (Description Below)
Title | $307,092 11.4% Required Indirect Costs, administration, data support, staff
development
Title | Parent Involvement $4,000 11.6% Required Indirect Costs, districtwide parent involvement
English Learner Acquisition Program (ELAP) $5,940 4.5% Required Indirect Costs
EIA - LEP $1,143,013 64.5% Required Indirect Costs, administration, Instructional Assistants,
Site Coordinators, data support, certificated and classified EL staff
development, decrease class size, ELD texts
EIA - SCE $310,706 17.5% Required Indirect Costs, administration, AVID Tutors, staff
development, district summer school for at-risk students, decrease
class size, site allocations (as determined by remaining funds)
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SCHOOL SITE COUNCIL SIGNATURES

Other Student | Term .
Principal | “12°9190M | sonool | Parent | (MS/HS) | Exp. Name Signature | Stanature
Staff Only Date > . ate
X [ [l [ [1 |00 |salEmbry % nfre
June . . 4 L aal i3 e
[1] X [1] [] [1] 2012 | Tori Popovich U_Ci-ﬁﬁ;\ Aol |} it o
I
June . .
[] X] [] [] [1 |2 |LindaBalona : //[[//D

(] [] X |0 (1 |5015  |Rovertamarcey | Robotarl\odyy 1-11-10
e 7
[ [] [] M, | (1 [5015  |AenMansied /] M fetr= s>

[1 [1 [] D [1 |%1s |DebbieNeisen |({, L(_,_—\-— i~ il-o
[1 [] [ ] [1 |00 |Heather Kostyzak : \,\ éﬁ Vu A’lD
[] [] [] X [1 |55 | Gabriela Han M I'A AU (1 - zjgc
[] [] 0| M | 0 [ |karen vincon AN In /s

[l M [] [] 11 |5 | ea“ﬁi‘%cheu f/l l/n;

[] [] [] [] []
[] [] [] [] []
[] [1] [] [] []
[] [1] [] [] []
[] [1] [] [] []
[] [] [] [] []

[] [] [] [] []

] 2 " 5 0 TOTALS (total of columns 1-3 must be equal to the total of
columns 4 and 5)

This SPSA was approved and adopted by the School Site Council on . 4)—}14—[
The signature of the Principal verifies that:

s [nformation regarding school-based programs has been provided to sife advisory commiftees or
representatives.
» Allinterested persons had the opportunily to meet to establish the SSC.
» The SSC had the opporiunity to decide whether the school would participate in a SBCP.
»  Funds have been coordinated, and supplement, but do not supplant, existing state and local fiscal
efforts.
The signature of each members of the SSC verifies that:

s  He/She has reviewed and affirmed the above listed assurances.
The signature of each Advisory Committee Chairperson/Representative indicates that:

e The represented group has been sought out, and has had the opportunity fo provide input for the
SBCP and related expenditures.

Painied Rocie EIWW
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V.C. FUNDING AND GOVERNANCE - ASSURANCES AND SIGNATURES

Page 33 0f 36

The School Site Council (88C) recommends this SPSA and proposed expenditures to the district
governing board for approval and assures the Board of the following:
1. The SSC is correctly constituted and was formed in accordance with district governing board policy,

school site bylaws, and state law.

California Education Code specifies the composition of the School Site Council as follows:

» At the elementary level: parity between (a) the principal, classroom teachers, and other school

personnel; and (b) parents or other community members selected by parents.

e At the secondary level; parity between (a) the principal, classroom teachers, and other scheal
personnel, and (b) equal numbers of students, and parents /other community members, selected
by parents and siudents.

*» At both the elementary and secondary levels classroom teachers comprise the majority of
persons represented under subdivision (a)

« At the discretion of the local governing board, the middle school may, but is not required to,
include student representation on the SSC.

« The means of selecting SSC members are not specified in law, except that members must be
chosen by peers.

No additional membership gualifications may be required. Beyond the composition requirements
stated above, no seat on the SSC may be reserved for any group or individual.

2. The SSC reviewed its responsibilities under state law and district governing board policies, including

those Board Policies related to material changes in the school plan requiring board approval.

3. The SSC reviewed the content requirements for school plans of programs included in this SPSA, and
believes all such content requirements have been met, including those found in district governing board
policies and in the LEA Plan.

4. This SPSA is based upon a thorough analysis of student academic performance. The actions proposed
herein form a sound, comprehensive, coordinated plan to reach stated school goals to improve student
academic performance.

5. The SSC has participated in the development, implementation, and monitoring cycle of the SPSA by
taking the following actions:

a. Measured the effectiveness of the improvement strategies at the school

P oo o

Sought input from school advisory committees
Reaffirmed or revised school and subgroup goals

Revised improvement strategies and expenditures
Recemmended the approved SPSA to the governing board

f.  Monitored implemantation of the SP

8. The SSC has sought and considered all recommendations from the following groups:
!‘k

Advisory Committee

Chairperson / Representative Name

Slgnature

Date

English Learner

Josh Sikora

1/ n// /i

Special Education

Pam Washburn

' ?MﬁWb’WM

:/n/:a

Title 1 (if applicable)

N/A

Library

Lynn Grindstaff

Privied Racie B

%ﬁ% -/,,5/6(/‘
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V.D.

BUDGET DEVELOPMENT FORM

SITE: Painted Rock Elementary School
PROGRAM: ELAP (Grades 4-8 only)
RESOURCE NUMBER: 6286-000
Budget Summary for ELAP (Grades 4-8 only)
2009 ENTITLEMENT: $999 AMOUNT PER STUDENT: $
PLUS CARRYOVER: $497 # OF STUDENTS:
TOTAL SITE BUDGET: $1,496 TOTAL ENTITLEMENT: $1,496
BUDGETED
EXPENDITURES
FUNCTION 1000 FUNCTION 2700 FUNCTION 3110 GRAND
OBJECT INSTRUCTIONAL  SCHOOL ADMIN  COUNSELING FUNCTION FUNCTION TOTAL
1100-014: TEACHER HOURLY $500 $ $ $ $ $500
4300-010: SUPPLIES $500 $ $ $ $ $500
5710-012: PUBLICATIONS $496 $ $ $ $ $496
$ $ $ $ $ $
$ $ $ $ $ $
TOTAL SITE BUDGET: $1496 $ $ $ $ $1496
1000 CERTIFICATED SALARIES 3000 EMPLOYEE BENEFITS 4000 BOOKS AND SUPPLIES 6000 CAPITAL OUTLAY
1100-010 TEACHER’S SAL. REGULAR 3111-000 STRS - CERTIFICATED 4100-010 TEXTBOOKS
1100-012 TEACHER SUB 3212-000 PERS — CLASSIFIED 4200-010 OTHER BOOKS 6400-030 COMP HARDWARE UNDER $500
1100-014 TEACHER HOURLY 3222-000 PERS Pickup — CLASSIFIED 4300-010 SUPPLIES 6400-031 COMP HARDWARE $500 AND OVER
1900-010 OTHER CERTIFICATED REGULAR 3312-000 FICA — CLASSIFIED 4300-011 SUBSCRIPTIONS 6400-090 EQUIPMENT UNDER $500
1900-014 OTHER CERTIFICATED HOURLY 3321-000 MEDICARE — CERTIFICATED 4300-018 SOFTWARE 6400-091 EQUIPMENT $500 AND OVER
3322-000 MEDICARE - CLASSIFIED
2000 CLASSIFIED SALARIES 3331-000 PARS - CERTIFICATED 5000 CONTRACTED SERVICES
2100-010 INSTRUCTIONAL AIDE REGULAR 3332-000 PARS - CLASSIFIED 5200-010 CONFERENCE EXPENSE
2100-012 INSTRUCTIONAL AIDE SUB 3401-000 HEALTH-CERTIFICATED 5200-011 TRAINING EXPENSE
2100-014 INSTRUCTIONAL AIDE HOURLY 3402-000 HEALTH-CLASSIFIED 5200-020 MILEAGE EXPENSE
2400-010 CLERICAL REGULAR 3501-000  UNEMPLOYMENT INS — CERTIFICATED 5600-041 MAINTENANCE CONTRACTS
2400-014 CLERICAL HOURLY 3502-000  UNEMPLOYMENT INS — CLASSIFIED 5710-012 PUBLICATIONS
2900-086 OTHER CLASSIFIED REGULAR 3601-000  WORKERS COMP INS — CERTIFICATED 5710-130 STUDY TRIPS
3602-000  WORKERS COMP INS - CLASSIFIED 5800-015 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
3802-000 PERS Recapture - CLASSIFIED 5800-086 OTHER SERVICES
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V.D.

BUDGET DEVELOPMENT FORM

SITE: Painted Rock Elementary School
PROGRAM: EIA - Economic Impact Aid (English
Learners)
RESOURCE NUMBER: 7091-000
Budget Summary for EIA - Economic Impact Aid (English Learners)
2009 ENTITLEMENT: $1,200 AMOUNT PER STUDENT: $
PLUS CARRYOVER: $9,673 # OF STUDENTS:
TOTAL SITE BUDGET: $10,873 TOTAL ENTITLEMENT: $10,873
BUDGETED
EXPENDITURES
FUNCTION 1000 FUNCTION 2700 FUNCTION 3110 GRAND
OBJECT INSTRUCTIONAL  SCHOOL ADMIN  COUNSELING FUNCTION FUNCTION TOTAL
1100-014: TEACHER HOURLY $10873 $ $ $ $ $10,873
$ $ $ $ $ $
$ $ $ $ $ $
TOTAL SITE BUDGET: $10,873 $ $ $ $ $10,873
1000 CERTIFICATED SALARIES 3000 EMPLOYEE BENEFITS 4000 BOOKS AND SUPPLIES 6000 CAPITAL OUTLAY
1100-010 TEACHER’S SAL. REGULAR 3111-000 STRS - CERTIFICATED 4100-010 TEXTBOOKS
1100-012 TEACHER SUB 3212-000 PERS — CLASSIFIED 4200-010 OTHER BOOKS 6400-030 COMP HARDWARE UNDER $500
1100-014 TEACHER HOURLY 3222-000 PERS Pickup — CLASSIFIED 4300-010 SUPPLIES 6400-031 COMP HARDWARE $500 AND OVER
1900-010 OTHER CERTIFICATED REGULAR 3312-000 FICA — CLASSIFIED 4300-011 SUBSCRIPTIONS 6400-090 EQUIPMENT UNDER $500
1900-014 OTHER CERTIFICATED HOURLY 3321-000 MEDICARE — CERTIFICATED 4300-018 SOFTWARE 6400-091 EQUIPMENT $500 AND OVER
3322-000 MEDICARE - CLASSIFIED
2000 CLASSIFIED SALARIES 3331-000 PARS - CERTIFICATED 5000 CONTRACTED SERVICES
2100-010 INSTRUCTIONAL AIDE REGULAR 3332-000 PARS - CLASSIFIED 5200-010 CONFERENCE EXPENSE
2100-012 INSTRUCTIONAL AIDE SUB 3401-000 HEALTH-CERTIFICATED 5200-011 TRAINING EXPENSE
2100-014 INSTRUCTIONAL AIDE HOURLY 3402-000 HEALTH-CLASSIFIED 5200-020 MILEAGE EXPENSE
2400-010 CLERICAL REGULAR 3501-000  UNEMPLOYMENT INS — CERTIFICATED 5600-041 MAINTENANCE CONTRACTS
2400-014 CLERICAL HOURLY 3502-000  UNEMPLOYMENT INS — CLASSIFIED 5710-012 PUBLICATIONS
2900-086 OTHER CLASSIFIED REGULAR 3601-000  WORKERS COMP INS — CERTIFICATED 5710-130 STUDY TRIPS
3602-000  WORKERS COMP INS - CLASSIFIED 5800-015 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
3802-000 PERS Recapture - CLASSIFIED 5800-086 OTHER SERVICES
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VI. ADDENDUM

2009 Single Plan for Student Achievement 34 of 34 2/1/10





