




  
II.B.  DATA REPORTS 
  
California Physical Fitness Test 
Data reported are the percent of students meeting fitness standards (scoring in the healthy fitness zone on all six fitness 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. 
  

  

Year Grade Level 
School District State 

Total Female Male Total Female Male Total Female Male 
2007 5 72.1 81.1 65.3 49.9 56.2 43.8 27.1 29.9 24.4 
2008 5 83.8 89.4 79.3 50.5 58.6 43.2 28.5 31.6 25.5 
2009 5 48.9 72.2 48.7 49.4 54.3 44.7 29.1 32.3 26.1 



District Accountability Report
Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)

Spring 2009
Canyon View Elementary School

Grade 2-5

Subgroups
100 or 50 if >15%

ELA Math

2007

ELA Math

2008
% proficient +

APIParticipation Rate

>=800 or +1 Point% proficient +

Performance

2008

Annual Measurable Objectives Other Indicators
   
A  
Y 
P

2007 2008 2007 20082009 2009 20092008 20092009 2007
>=95% >=95%

2007

79 87 902100 100 925YSchoolwide 79 8983 88 925100 100 100 100

100 100(10)African American 100 100 100 100

100 100(1)American Indian 100 100

82 93 933100 99(67) 940YAsian 81 95 9489288100 100 99 100

76 81100 100(23)Filipino 75 83 8671100 100 100 100

83 76100 100(29)Hispanic / Latino 80 80 5865100 100 100 100

100 100(1)Pacific Islander 100 100 100 100

81 88 91298 100(165) 932YWhite 81 90 9389188100 99 100 99

64 77100 98(35)Low Socio-Econ 66 81 6454100 100 98 100

53 68 75498 100(53) 799YSpecial Education 52 73 8067262100 99 100 100

69 75100 100(65)English Learner 72 84 8171100 100 100 100

100()GATE 100 100100

* Includes only students in significant subgroups

Wednesday, September 16, 2009



Canyon View Elementary Annual Assessment Students - AMAO#1 - Increase 1 CELDT Level or More
Growth from Fall 2007 to Fall 2008
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Grade Level Growth 2008-2009

 

Grade 01

Canyon View Elementary

Phonological 
Awareness

Phonics Concepts of 
Print

Vocabulary & 
Word 

Structure

Comprehensio
nReading

Mean 
RIT 

Score

Mean Lexile 
Score

Writing

170 171 166 168 16693168

193 190 192 186 186388188

Fall

Spring

23 19 26 18 2029520Growth

167

186

19

180 180 176 186 174268177Winter 175

Number Sense Computation Measurement 
& Geometry

Statistics & 
Probability

Algebra
Mathematics

Mean 
RIT 

Score

Problem 
Solving

165 172 170 165 164169168

192 199 190 192 195191193

Fall

Spring

27 27 20 27 312225Growth

176 186 179 192 184178180Winter



Grade Level Growth 2008-2009

 

Grade 02

Canyon View Elementary

Word Analysis 
& Vocabulary D

Literal 
Comprehension

Interpretive 
Comprehension

Literary 
Response & 

Analysis

Reading
Mean 
RIT 

Score

Mean Lexile 
Score

184 184 183 185337184

195 196 197 198545196

Fall

Spring

11 12 14 1320813Growth

190 191 192 198509191Winter

Patterns / 
Functions / 

Algeb

Measurement Geometry & 
Spatial Sense

Data Analysis 
/ Statistics / 

and

Problem 
SolvingMathematics

Mean 
RIT 

Score

Number 
Sense & 

Operations

188 185 191 189 185182186

202 199 202 203 198198200

Fall

Spring

14 14 11 14 131614Growth

193 192 194 203 192190193Winter

Writing 
Applications & 

Genre

Mechanics Grammar 
UsageLanguage 

Usage

Mean 
RIT 

Score

Writing 
Strategies

185 184 188185185

198 201 200201200

Fall

Spring

13 17 121615Growth

194 195 196195195Winter



Grade Level Growth 2008-2009

 

Grade 03

Canyon View Elementary

Word Analysis 
& Vocabulary D

Literal 
Comprehension

Interpretive 
Comprehension

Literary 
Response & 

Analysis

Reading
Mean 
RIT 

Score

Mean Lexile 
Score

199 198 200 201602200

208 208 208 210756208

Fall

Spring

9 10 8 91548Growth

204 206 205 210717205Winter

Patterns / 
Functions / 

Algeb

Measurement Geometry & 
Spatial Sense

Data Analysis 
/ Statistics / 

and

Problem 
SolvingMathematics

Mean 
RIT 

Score

Number 
Sense & 

Operations

205 202 203 205 201199203

216 218 224 215 217211217

Fall

Spring

11 16 21 10 161214Growth

209 208 215 215 207205209Winter

Writing 
Applications & 

Genre

Mechanics Grammar 
UsageLanguage 

Usage

Mean 
RIT 

Score

Writing 
Strategies

200 202 203202202

209 212 211213211

Fall

Spring

9 10 8119Growth

207 209 208208208Winter



Grade Level Growth 2008-2009

 

Grade 04

Canyon View Elementary

Word Analysis 
& Vocabulary D

Literal 
Comprehension

Interpretive 
Comprehension

Literary 
Response & 

Analysis

Reading
Mean 
RIT 

Score

Mean Lexile 
Score

208 207 208 211760209

219 216 215 218894217

Fall

Spring

11 9 7 71348Growth

215 213 212 218828213Winter

Patterns / 
Functions / 

Algeb

Measurement Geometry & 
Spatial Sense

Data Analysis 
/ Statistics / 

and

Problem 
SolvingMathematics

Mean 
RIT 

Score

Number 
Sense & 

Operations

218 212 216 212 217208214

228 228 233 228 227228229

Fall

Spring

10 16 17 16 102015Growth

222 221 224 228 220217220Winter

Writing 
Applications & 

Genre

Mechanics Grammar 
UsageLanguage 

Usage

Mean 
RIT 

Score

Writing 
Strategies

210 211 210209210

217 217 217217217

Fall

Spring

7 6 787Growth

214 216 216216215Winter



Grade Level Growth 2008-2009

 

Grade 05

Canyon View Elementary

Word Analysis 
& Vocabulary D

Literal 
Comprehension

Interpretive 
Comprehension

Literary 
Response & 

Analysis

Reading
Mean 
RIT 

Score

Mean Lexile 
Score

219 216 217 217906217

224 221 222 2221,000222

Fall

Spring

5 5 5 5945Growth

223 216 218 222943219Winter

Patterns / 
Functions / 

Algeb

Measurement Geometry & 
Spatial Sense

Data Analysis 
/ Statistics / 

and

Problem 
SolvingMathematics

Mean 
RIT 

Score

Number 
Sense & 

Operations

228 225 225 224 225226226

234 237 238 236 234238236

Fall

Spring

6 12 13 12 91210Growth

231 230 232 236 228235231Winter

Writing 
Applications & 

Genre

Mechanics Grammar 
UsageLanguage 

Usage

Mean 
RIT 

Score

Writing 
Strategies

218 219 218217218

224 222 223222223

Fall

Spring

6 3 555Growth

220 221 220220220Winter



Canyon View Elementary School
CA Standards Test by Proficiency Level for ELA

Spring 2009

* include all students 11/5/2009 1:05:02 PM

55567020574540456731172025563320404033

847810080717960731007572678067786360608056

319105729511943265129245559

8004005014000000000000

00000000008102500501300

202925020203314143328300205014025250

322950202030014573344405060334850385057

4043254060456757293320202520173350252543

727175608075677186676460758050811006375100

2578552037732510456212847

10050000001000720080

000002000535007651144

166191624300130242031222710521170

303531213523290134744204661473547262938

52595058417371100734728552317134742424258

839481797695100100879572756978608189687196

6917161917661418151971201323158619192424

11030111111012121151

312101203136437844462

1515151713121110141322172621251614221017

3427313639291924274844354450443743283342

475652334762573527452519224238444638

8183836986858686848471796969667881738080

381891028810234874921037934878729810033979818495

% Advanced

Total % Proficient

Number Tested

% Far Below Basic

% Below Basic

% Basic

% Proficient

% Advanced

Total % Proficient

Number Tested

% Far Below Basic

% Below Basic

% Basic

% Proficient

% Advanced

Total % Proficient

Number Tested

% Far Below Basic

% Below Basic

% Basic

% Proficient

% Advanced

Total % Proficient

Number Tested

Hispanic or 
Latino

Filipino

Asian

All Students

2009

2008

2007

2006

2009

2008

2007

2006

2009

2008

2007

2006

2009

2008

2007

2006

Grade 5Grade 4Grade 3Grade 2



Canyon View Elementary School
CA Standards Test by Proficiency Level for ELA

Spring 2009

* include all students 11/5/2009 1:05:02 PM

4001105014093008630090

400110501409131511151165757

57381004467343643569233128822202120277

295002233373614335548315654503742532727

7131118271411181323615113532203260

366303333556429447361546169617274735987

2885963811791162131813187119152215

02000100221002023250

323802052050051123052

1151218101212513162083719161614221019

3426274140291927234646373955513743273147

516558334964603628552419214238495033

8591857590858691838275926374727981768179

22043595167197434460501793838426116337414243

000003200000000000000

6002014709025131720170132020200

1022001410201800161701722252020044

2922306014342027337541506042222940204022

% Far Below Basic

% Below Basic

% Basic

% Proficient

% Advanced

Total % Proficient

Number Tested

% Far Below Basic

% Below Basic

% Basic

% Proficient

% Advanced

Total % Proficient

Number Tested

% Far Below Basic

% Below Basic

% Basic

% Proficient

English
Learner

White (not 
of Hispanic 
origin)

Hispanic or 
Latino

2009

2008

2007

2006

2009

2008

2007

2006

2009

2008

2007

2006

2009

2008

2007

2006

Grade 5Grade 4Grade 3Grade 2



Canyon View Elementary School
CA Standards Test by Proficiency Level for ELA

Spring 2009

* include all students 11/5/2009 1:05:02 PM

40013000000309508106115

13003809091711110018181730112210

3644100311923369172631276423242630331725

243301338494545505331361827412620172835

222264419183617112336927182410332225

475601981686482676354732755595030505060

4594161647111161961111122176610181820

21100062011007002507002020

7002503011002013253810111310020

3856313338280442533333801360255020020

3622543325444022506727135025303638404020

1711158381940112513382521304020

5233694263638033756740507525305738708040

42913128325912630848102881055

% Far Below Basic

% Below Basic

% Basic

% Proficient

% Advanced

Total % Proficient

Number Tested

% Far Below Basic

% Below Basic

% Basic

% Proficient

% Advanced

Total % Proficient

Number Tested

Special Ed

Low Socio-
Economic

2009

2008

2007

2006

2009

2008

2007

2006

2009

2008

2007

2006

2009

2008

2007

2006

Grade 5Grade 4Grade 3Grade 2



Canyon View Elementary School
CA Standards Test by Proficiency Level for Grade 5 Science

Spring 2009

* include all students 11/5/2009 1:05:26 PM

192240

7110090057

3191057

400200

121413200

240252060

4871384040

121425

6086634040

257855

10600

700524

20664718

3535502135

3659382624

7194884759

6917161917

21180

623811

2310134228

3938392749

3048441512

6987834261

3818910288102

% Advanced

Total % Proficient

Number Tested

% Far Below Basic

% Below Basic

% Basic

% Proficient

% Advanced

Total % Proficient

Number Tested

% Far Below Basic

% Below Basic

% Basic

% Proficient

% Advanced

Total % Proficient

Number Tested

% Far Below Basic

% Below Basic

% Basic

% Proficient

% Advanced

Total % Proficient

Number Tested

Hispanic or 
Latino

Filipino

Asian

All Students

2009

2008

2007

2006

Grade 5



Canyon View Elementary School
CA Standards Test by Proficiency Level for Grade 5 Science

Spring 2009

* include all students 11/5/2009 1:05:26 PM

402000

2113201150

4625406750

213820220

725

296320220

288596

22060

40266

239143928

3830313154

3458541812

7188854966

22043595167

300200

300200

230106043

527850057

% Far Below Basic

% Below Basic

% Basic

% Proficient

% Advanced

Total % Proficient

Number Tested

% Far Below Basic

% Below Basic

% Basic

% Proficient

% Advanced

Total % Proficient

Number Tested

% Far Below Basic

% Below Basic

% Basic

% Proficient

English
Learner

White (not 
of Hispanic 
origin)

Hispanic or 
Latino

2009

2008

2007

2006

Grade 5



Canyon View Elementary School
CA Standards Test by Proficiency Level for Grade 5 Science

Spring 2009

* include all students 11/5/2009 1:05:26 PM

1100290

11110186

3933753538

2822251250

113366

3956251856

46941716

7110170

212282538

3144155013

382269850

28

402277850

42913128

% Far Below Basic

% Below Basic

% Basic

% Proficient

% Advanced

Total % Proficient

Number Tested

% Far Below Basic

% Below Basic

% Basic

% Proficient
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Total % Proficient

Number Tested
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Low Socio-
Economic

2009

2008

2007

2006

Grade 5



Canyon View Elementary School
CA Standards Test by Proficiency Level for Math

Spring 2009

* include all students 11/5/2009 1:05:40 PM

526770434140366759504058784220604044

7178804071624073782575506083897980808078

319105729511943265129245559

12140400000004900000000

80130201033140049000500250

40130010001433402500501300

324338202035335729023270401743100252557
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6917161917661418151971201323158619192424

32091000001112010012

41394314353132635062

748891313912227111342711745

3026264129261829272823211722312935232534

556663335757685858466567616048696457

8692897486838687857389868391928984938991

381891028810234672921037935080729810033979818495
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% Advanced
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Filipino
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2008
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2008
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2008

2007

2006

Grade 5Grade 4Grade 3Grade 2



Canyon View Elementary School
CA Standards Test by Proficiency Level for Math

Spring 2009

* include all students 11/5/2009 1:05:40 PM
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Canyon View Elementary School
CA Standards Test by Proficiency Level for Math

Spring 2009

* include all students 11/5/2009 1:05:40 PM
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II.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: • By Spring of 2009, the percent of all students achieving at the Proficient or Advanced levels on the English 

Language Arts (ELA) Sections of the California Standards Test (CST) will increase from 79.4% (2008) to 81% 
and from 89.4% (2008) to 91 in Math.  

[X]  [  ]  

  • By Spring of 2009, all K-1 students will achieve at the Proficient level (80%) in English Language Arts (ELA) 
and Math as measured by the PUSD Language Arts and Mathematics Assessments (CSR) updated to current 
PUSD Standards-Based Report Card standards.  

[  ]  [X]  

    
ELL Goals: • By Spring of 2009, the percent of ELL students achieving at the Proficient or Advanced levels on the English 

Language Arts (ELA) Sections of the California Standards Test (CST) will increase from 72.1% (2008) to 75% 
and from 83.6% (2008) to 85% in Math. 

[  ]  [X]  

    
Student w/ Disabilities Goals: • By Spring of 2009, a minimum of 100% of the total Special Education population will be tested on the CST or 

the appropriate state-mandated assessment.  
[X]  [  ]  

  • By Spring of 2009, the percent of Students with Disabilities achieving at the Proficient or Advanced levels on 
the English Language Arts (ELA) Sections of the California Standards Test (CST) will increase from 52.1% 
(2008) to 55%.  

[X]  [  ]  

  • By Spring of 2009, the percent of Students with Disabilities achieving at the Proficient or Advanced levels on 
the math sections of the California Standards Test (CST) will increase from 72.9% (2007) to 75% in Math.  

[  ]  [X]  

    
GATE Goals: • By Spring of 2009, the percent of GATE students achieving at the Proficient or Advanced levels on the English 

Language Arts (ELA) and Math Sections of the California Standards Test (CST) will remain at 100%. 
• By Spring of 2008, the percent of GATE students achieving at the Advanced Level on the English Language 

Arts (ELA) Section will increase from 88% (2008) to 90% and will remain at 100% in Math.  

[X]  [  ]  

    
Additional Goals: By Spring of 2009, the percent of the Economically Disadvantaged subgroup achieving at the Proficient or 

Advanced levels on the English Language Arts (ELA) Sections of the California Standards Test (CST) will increase 
from 65.6% (2008) to 68% and from 81.3% (2008) to 84% in Math. 

[  ]  [X]  

   [  ]  [  ]  
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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 

School-wide SMART ELA 
Goal 

CST • Two IMPACT teachers working with 1-5 students 
• After school teacher led reading and writing 

intervention classes 
• Differentiated instruction in the classroom 
• Use of supplemental reading materials including 

software programs that reinforce mastery of grade 
level skills. 

• Dragon Reading Program 
• ELL small group instruction 
• Strong RSP ELA program  

• Continue successful programs and instructional 
practices from last year where funding is available 

• CompassLearning ELA software used with 1st, 4th, and 
5th 

• Bring back SOAR reading 
• Continue to collaborate and share new teaching 

practices and strategies that are successful  

Student w/ Disabilities 
Participation Goal 

CST • All students in SDC class tested last year where the 
previous year they all opted out. 

All SPED students are scheduled to test this year. 

Students w/ Disabilitied 
ELA Goal 

CST • Focus small group instruction within RSP class on 
individual needs 

• Use of sound supplemental materials  

• Continue to monitor student progress carefully through 
frequent formative assessment 

• Adjust programming when progress is not happening 
• Student use of CompassLearning ELA software  

GATE SMART Goal - 100% 
proficiency rate maintained 

CST • Clustering of GATE students and support given to any 
student not working up to potential 

• Continue with the expectation that gifted students have 
the high potential and at minimum should perform in the 
proficient range on CST 

• Offer support for any GATE student not working up to 
ability 

• Continue to differentiate curriculum so students have 
opportunities to explore a variety of ideas to keep 
learning exciting when required skills have been 
mastered. 

• Explore ways to move more GATE students performing 
in the proficient range to the advanced range. 

• Establish optimal growth targets for GATE students to 
assure rigor and attainment of goals. 

GATE SMART Goal - 
Proficient to Advanced 

CST • Clustering of GATE students 
• After school enrichment opportunities offered 
• Differentiated instruction that encouraged students to 

explore ideas with more depth and complexity 
• Offerings of accelerated curriculum in math 
• Encouragement to read books at independent reading 

levels 
• ALEK math program 
• Encouraging students to work outside their comfort 

zone, take risks, and explore new ideas 

• Continue with same strategies 
• CompassLearning instead of ALEK because 

CompassLearning aligns specifically with students' MAP 
scores and offers a wider variety of games and activities 
in each sub-category.  Also CompassLearning has a 
writing and ELA component as well as math. 

• Collaborate with other GATE teachers around ways to 
differentiate curriculum for high ability students.  
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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 

School-wide SMART Math 
Goal 

CST •  First year in a new adoption - Math Essentials 
• Teachers need additional time to collaborate around 

best practices using Math Essentials 
• Students need additional years in new curriculum 

format.  

• Second year in Math Essentials for teachers and 
students. 

• Allocate time at grade level team meetings for 
collaboration around best practices 

• CompassLearning for all students grades 2-5 
• Use of other Internet based software programs that 

enhance acquisition of math skills 
• Monitor growth of non-proficient students carefully 
• Differentiate instruction for non-proficient students 

during the instructional day 
• One-on-one volunteer mentor program for struggling 

math students after school.  
ELL SMART ELA and Math 
Goal 

CST • Different population of students than previous year - 
increase in CELDT Level 1 and 2 students 

• Teachers needing additional time to collaborate 
around differentiated strategies to help struggling Level 
3 students and Beginning Level 1 and 2 students in the 
classroom.  

• Use of ELAP funds to purchase CompassLearning.  
Lessons specific to weaknesses in skill level as 
measured on MAP 

• Use of other Internet based software programs to 
support acquisition of language for Level 1 and 2 
students 

• Closely monitor growth of non-proficient ELL students 
• Allocate time during grade level team meetings to check 

ELL student progress and best practices. 
• Continue to offer quality very small group instruction for 

all CELDT Level 1 and 2 students and some Level 3 
students.  

Students w/Disabilities 
Math Goal 

CST • First year in a new adoption - Math Essentials 
• SDC students did not test the previous year - all SDC 

students did test last spring so their scores were 
included and the drop in proficiency rate was 
expected.  

• Supplementing Math Essentials curriculum when 
necessary to ensure student IEP goals are met. 

• Use of Internet based software programs, including 
CompassLearning, to support acquisition of math skills 
for all underperforming students. 

• RSP students monitored through Kid Watch. 
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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 
Economically 
Disadvantaged Student 
Goals in ELA and Math 

CST • We are unable to identify who the students are so it is 
very difficult to monitor this subgroup's growth towards 
proficiency. 

• Additional contributing factors for not meeting SMART 
goals include all the possibilities listed above since this 
subgroup is spread throughout the student population.  
Also, the students in the subgroup may be a part of 
another subgroup.  

• Use of EIA funds to purchase CompassLearning.  
Lessons specific to weaknesses in skill level as 
measured on MAP. 

• Closely monitor progress towards proficiency of all non-
proficient students through Kid Watch. 

• Allocate time during team meetings to discuss best 
practices for struggling students. 

• IMPACT classes for non-proficient readers in grades 1-
3. 

• After school volunteer mentor program for struggling 
students 

• PIP offered to students (1-3) who exhibit a need for 
counseling around social and behavioral needs with the 
idea being that emotionally healthy students do better in 
school academically.  
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III. TEACHING AND LEARNING 

What are we doing to ensure students are on track to graduate college-ready? 
 
III.A. SITE-BASED LITERACY PLAN – Part 1 
  
Site Initiative(s) / Organizational Direction(s) to receive overall focus in this plan: 

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

• Personalize learning to provide multiple pathways for student success 
• Prepare all students to successfully undertake a college-ready curriculum for post-secondary success 
• Close the achievement gap for all subgroups 

Overall School-wide SMART Goal:  (SMART = Strategic, Measurable, Attainable, Results Oriented, Time Specific) 
By spring of 2010, each cohort group of students in grades 3-5 achieving at the Proficient or Advanced levels on the ELA sections of the CST will increase by 
3%. This will be an increase from 81% to 84% in 3rd grade, 79% to 82% in 4th grade, and 86% to 89% in 5th grade.  Second grade will have a target of 84% 
proficient, up from 81% in 2009. 
 
By spring of 2010, each cohort group of students in grades 3-5 achieving at the Proficient or Advanced levels on the Math sections of the CST will increase by 
3%.. This will be an increase from 84% to 87% in 3rd grade, 86% to 89% in 4th grade, and 86% to 89% in 5th grade.  Second grade will have a target of 87% 
proficient, up from 84% in 2009. 
 
By Grade Level: 
Kindergarten - By spring of 2010, 80% of all kindergarten students will score proficient in ELA as measured by a Running Record level of 4-6.  By spring of 
2010, all kindergarten students will increase their number concepts to include all numbers 1-30 as measured by Number ID test. 
 
First grade - By spring of 2010, 80% of all first graders will score proficient in ELA as measured by a Running Record level of 18 or higher.  By spring of 2010, 
80% of all first graders will be proficient in math as measured by a MAP score of 182. 
 
Second grade - By spring of 2010, 80% of all second graders will score proficient in ELA as measured by a minimum MAP score of 190 with particular attention 
to improving scores in the reading comprehension strand.  By sping of 2010, second graders will raise the percent of students proficient in math as measured by 
MAP by improving skills in the number sense and operations strand from 187 to 195. 
 
Third grade - By spring of 2010, 75% of all third graders will score 204 or higher on the ELA portion MAP with the focus of instruction on improving skills in the 
following two strands:  word analysis/vocabulary and literary response/analysis.  By spring 2010, 75% of all students will score 206 or higher on the math portion 
of MAP with the focus of instruction on improving skills in the following two strands:  number sense/operations and geometry/spatial sense. 
 
Fourth grade - By spring of 2010, 80% of all fourth graders will score proficient (211) in the Interpretive Comprehension strand of the MAP test.  By spring of 
2010, 80% of all fourth graders will score proficient (215) in the Number Sense strand of the MAP test. 
 
Fifth grade - By spring of 2010, 80% of all fifth grade students will score proficient or higher in the Reading Comprehension strand of MAP.  By spring of 2010, 
75% of all fifth graders will score proficient on the Measurement and Geometry strands of MAP. 
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SUB GROUP SUBGROUP GOAL(S) AUXILIARY SERVICES / PRACTICES TO SUPPORT GOALS 

By spring of 2010, the percent of ELL students achieving at the 
proficient or advanced level on the ELA sections of the CST will 
increase from 71% to 75%.  By spring of 2010, the percent of ELL 
students achieving at the proficient or advanced level on the math 
sections of the CST will increase from 81% to 85%.  These target 
percentages are the same as last year but represent a greater 
increase because we fell short of the goal in 2009.  

See Part 2 of Plan. English Learners 
(required) 

  
By spring 2010, 65% of students receiving special education 
services will score provicient or above on the ELA sections of the 
CST.  This represents a growth goal of 3%.  By spring of 2010, 
75% of students receiving special education services will score 
provicient or above on the math sections of the CST.  
This represents a growth goal of 3%.   

See Part 2 of Plan. Students with Disabilities 
(required) 

  
By spring 2010, the percent of GATE students achieving at the 
advanced level on the ELA sections of the CST will increase from 
91% to 93%.  The percent of GATE students scoring advanced on 
the math sections of the CST will remain at 100%.  

See Part 2 of Plan. GATE 
(required) 

  
By spring 2010, the percent of economically disadvantaged 
students achieving proficiency on the CST will increase from 54% 
to 70% in ELA and 64% to 80% in math.  This ambitious goal is a 
result of a significant slide from 2008-2009 and a sincere effort to 
make significant gains in closing this achievement gap.  

See Part 2 of Plan. Educationally 
Disadvantaged or Title I 

Students 
(required) 

  
By spring 2010, the percent of Hispanic and Latino students 
achieving proficiency on the CST will increase from 65% to 80% 
in ELA and 58% to 80% in math. This ambitious goal is a result of 
a significant slide from 2008-2009 and a sincere effort to make 
significant gains in closing this achievement gap and return to the 
level of proficiency achieved in 2008.  

See Part 2 of Plan. Additional goal(s) 
(optional) 
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III.A. 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: 
 

• Alignment of instruction, strategies, materials, and assessment for learning – to content standards 
• Research-based instructional strategies 
• Responsiveness to needs of struggling, as well as high-performing, students 
• Avoidance of isolation or segregation of student subgroups 

  
FORMING 

1st TRIMESTER TASKS 
IMPLEMENTING 

2nd TRIMESTER TASKS 
EVALUATING AND RECOMMENDING 
3rd TRIMESTER (and beyond) TASKS 

Kindergarten: 
 
Assessment: 
 
• Alphabet ID (Upper and Lower) administered as 

needed. 
 
• Alphabet Sounds administered as needed. 
 
• Running Records administered as needed. 
 
• Concepts About Print administered at start of 

year for identification purposes. 
 
• Number ID testing to show strengths and 

weaknesses. 
 
• Number Value testing. 
 

Kindergarten: 
 
• Assessments continued as needed. 
 
• Reading groups leveled based on assessment 

results. 
 
• Whole group reading lessons shared reading 
 
• Read aloud to children 
 
• Buddy reading 
 
• Introduce weekly sight words 
 
• Use California Math Programs worksheets and 

lessons 
 
• Increase student success at number 

identification 
 
• Understanding number value from 1-30  

Kindergarten: 
 
Assessments continue to show growth: 
 
• Alphabet ID as needed 
 
• Running Records 
 
• Sight word recognition 
 
• Phonemic Awareness 
 
• Number ID 
 
• 6.  Number value  
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FORMING 

1st TRIMESTER TASKS 
IMPLEMENTING 

2nd TRIMESTER TASKS 
EVALUATING AND RECOMMENDING 
3rd TRIMESTER (and beyond) TASKS 

First grade: 
 
- Assessment: 
 
 1.  MAP testing 
 
 2.  Running Records - administered as needed. 
 
 3.  SRI 
 
 4.  Reading Counts 
 
- Identify students for IMPACT  

First grade: 
 
- Assessments continued as needed including winter 
MAP testing 
 
- Homogeneous and heterogeneous reading groups 
 
- Shared reading 
 
- Retelling 
 
- Scholastic Reading Inventory 
 
- Reading Counts 
 
- CompassLearning 
 
- Using differentiated activities from Math 
Expressions 
 
- Excel Math 
 
- BrainPop Jr. 
 
- Monitor student growth in IMPACT - identify next 
steps if growth is not happening  

First grade: 
 
Analyze results from: 
 
- Spring MAP testing 
 
- Running Records 
 
- SRI 
 
- Reading Counts 
 
- Evaluate student growth through IMPACT  
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FORMING 

1st TRIMESTER TASKS 
IMPLEMENTING 

2nd TRIMESTER TASKS 
EVALUATING AND RECOMMENDING 
3rd TRIMESTER (and beyond) TASKS 

Second grade: 
 
- Acquire a baseline from Fall MAP data 
 
- Teach Houghton Mifflin literature lessons 
 
- Teach Math Expressions 
 
- Work as a team to develop ELA and math lessons 
using DesCarte Skills/Concepts RIT 191-200 
 
- Administer Houghton Mifflin Beginning of Year 
Assessment 
 
- Administer Unit 3 Math Expressions test 
 
- Identify students for IMPACT  

Second grade: 
 
- Winter MAP testing - review results and check 
progress made toward goals 
 
- Administer Houghton Mifflin Mid-Year Assessment 
 
- Administer district assessment - Trimester 
Benchmark off Math Central 
 
- Implement RIT score based ELA and math lessons 
in a rotational format for remediation, practice, and 
challenge  -Monitor student growth in IMPACT - 
identify next steps if growth is not happening. 
 
 

Second grade: 
 
- Spring MAP testing - Evaluate progress. 
 
- Reshuffle ELA and math groups based on Winter 
MAP scores 
 
- Continue RIT specific instruction in ELA and math 
 
- Evaluate student progress based on results of 
Houghton Mifflin End of Year Assessment, Math 
Central Benchmark, and Unit Tests 
 
- Evaluate student growth through IMPACT  

Third grade: 
 
 - Use unit assessments from Houghtin Mifflin which 
are given approximately twice each trimester. 
 
 - Use writing prompt assessments and collaborate 
as a team to grade and assess areas of weakness. 
 
 - Use unit tests from Math Expressins and 
reteaching test as needed. 
 
 - Review results from fall MAP testing and 
determine focus areas. 
 
- Identify students for IMPACT  

Third grade: 
 
 - Continue tasks from first trimester 
 
 - Review progress toward goals from winter MAP 
testing 
 
 - Monitor student growth in IMPACT - identify next 
steps if growth is not happening.  

Third grade: 
 
 - Final MAP scores from spring testing will be used 
to assess achievement of student goals. 
 
- Evaluate student growth through IMPACT  
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FORMING 

1st TRIMESTER TASKS 
IMPLEMENTING 

2nd TRIMESTER TASKS 
EVALUATING AND RECOMMENDING 
3rd TRIMESTER (and beyond) TASKS 

Fourth grade: 
 
 - With differentiated instruction, we will focus on the 
students scoring at and below 208 on MAP in the 
Interpretive Comprehension strand by providing 
supplemental reading opportunities, including 
Scholastic News and StoryWorks, small group 
instruction and modeling. 
 
 - Using Houghton Mifflin Expressions test 
generator, extra practice worksheets, and 
CompassLearning, we will provide differentiated 
instruction to students who performed at the basic 
MAP level in Place Value, Fractions, and Decimal 
stand.  

Fourth grade: 
 
Timely testing, using a combination of Scholastic 
Diagnostic tests, computerized formative 
assessments and teacher observation, will be used 
to gage student progress with a goal of reaching a 
winter MAP target of 211. 
 
Fourth grade will articulate and problem solve to 
meet the needs of basic performing students using 
small group instruction and one-on-one tutoring 
guided by ongoing assessment using the Houghton 
Mifflen test generator and CompassLearning data.  

Evaluate data from spring MAP testing to determine 
if SMART goals were met in ELA and math.  

Fifth grade: 
 
- Administer fall MAP testing.  Evaluate results. 
 
- Differentiate reading groups 
 
- Guided reading 
 
- Use of SRI data to guide instruction 
 
- Establish alternative math groups 
 
- Form algorithmic impact study groups  

Fifth grade: 
 
- Administer winter MAP testing and evaluate 
progress toward SMART goals. 
 
- Continued collaboration with team 
 
- Continue tasks from first trimester.  

Fifth grade: 
 
- Administer spring MAP testing and evaluate data to 
determine if SMART goals were met. 
 
- Administer year-end SRI 
 
- Analyze impact groups.  

   
  

How will implementation of tasks be measured? 
- Students making progress toward end-of-year proficiency 
target and individual growth goal. 
 
- Students not making progress and/or falling behind in 
performance compared to peers are identified and next 
steps are planned; IMAPCT, TAG, etc. 
 
- Parent conferences held, progress reports shared with 
parents, and at-risk students are highlighted.  

- Winter MAP tests are completed and data is evaluated to 
determine progress toward goals. 
 
- Questions are asked:  Is student proficiency improving?  
Are we half way or more towards are SMART goals?  Are 
at-risk students making significant progress?  Are we 
closing the achievement gap with are identified subgroups; 
economically disadvantaged and Hispanic/Latino?  

- Spring MAP tests are completed and data is evaluated to 
determine if school-wide and team SMART goals were 
met. 
 
- Define first steps for 2010-2011 so programs are in place 
earlier in the year.  
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III.A. 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 

- CELDT testing. 
 
- Hand score CELDT tests of ELL students who may 
be ready for redesignation based on proficiency on 
CST.  Meeting held with teachers at the end of first 
trimester to verify proficient  performance in 
classroom 
 
- Evaluate subgroup's performance on CST and 
determine if 2009 SMART goals were met.  Write 
new SMART goal. 
 
- Use of ELAP funds to purchase 
 
CompassLearning, a differentiated software program 
linked to student MAP scores stored with 
NWEA. Program aimed to target specific areas of 
skill weakness and give students student friendly 
and interesting lessons and games to build skills and 
raise proficiency. 
 
- Maximize efficiency in computer lab with number of 
computers, schedule, and PTA funded CRA so lab 
will be available for immediate use when 
CompassLearning is available. 
 
- Work with Foundation to fund a primary IMPACT 
teacher to offer a level two, intense instruction in 
reading four times a week for non-proficient students 
in grades 1-3. 
 
- Level one and two students receive small group 
instruction with ELL instructional assistant 
 
- Hold 1st ELAC meeting 
 
 

- CompassLearning becomes available, staff is 
trained, implementation and monitoring of 
effectiveness. 
 
- Monitor student growth in IMPACT program. 
 
- Level one and two students continue to receive 
small group instruction with ELL instructional 
assistant 
 
- Evaluate progress of ELL students after winter 
MAP testing to determine if there is progress toward 
SMART goal. 
 
- 2nd ELAC meeting to discuss CELDT score results 
and offer suggestions for ways parents can help 
raise student achievement at home.  Parent input 
into to program structure encouraged. 
 
 

- Ongoing evaluation of effectiveness of 
CompassLearning. Continue staff trainings to 
increase effectiveness and use.  Share successes 
with each other. 
 
- Continue to monitor student growth in IMPACT 
program. 
 
- Level one and two students continue to receive 
small group instruction with ELL instructional 
assistant 
 
- Evaluate data from spring MAP testing 
 
- 3rd ELAC meeting to inform parents 
of reclassification process and conduct a site needs 
assessment for planning of next year's ELL program. 
Parent input is again encouraged. 
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How will implementation of tasks be measured? 

- Spring 2009 CST results 
 
- Teacher observation and input 
 
- Fall MAP scores 
 
- Hand-scored Fall 2009 CELDT results 
 
 

- Teacher observation and input. 
 
- Winter MAP results show good progress toward 
SMART goals 
 
- ELL students in IMPACT program making good 
progress 
 
- Fall 2009 CELDT results  

- Teacher observation and input. 
 
- Spring MAP results show SMART goal was met. 
 
- ELL students in IMPACT program made significant 
progress towards proficiency 
 
- Spring 2010 CST results 
 
- Fall 2010 hand-scored CELDT results 
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III.A. 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 

Use of Supplemental Programs in Reading: 
 - Read Well 
 - Read Naturally 
 - computer based programs 
 - Word Maker 
 - Working Phonics 
 - Brain Pop/Brain Pop Jr. 
 
Use of Supplemental Programs in Writing: 
 - Reasoning and Writing 
 - Word-of-the-Week (vocabulary) 
 - computer based programs 
 - Write Out Loud 
 - Kidspiration/Inspiration 
 
Use of Supplemental Programs in Math: 
 - Lightning Rod Math 
 - Touch Math 
 - computer based programs 
 - Math Blasters 
 - Brain Pop/Brain Pop Jr. 
 
Support and accommodate general education 
curriculum to meet student needs in spelling, 
vocabulary, Reading Rush/Reading Olympics, 
Author's Faire, and Math Expressions. 
 
 
Small group instruction 
 
 
Create curriculum to meet student need 
 
   

Tasks from 1st trimester continued. 
 
Results of winter MAP testing reviewed.  Areas of 
need used to direct instruction. 
 
CompassLearning used to focus and differentiate 
instruction  

Tasks from 1st trimester continued. 
 
Results of spring MAP testing reviewed.  
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How will implementation of tasks be measured? 

- Progress made toward meeting IEP goals. 
 
- Observation and input from classroom teacher.  

- Progress made toward meeting IEP goals. 
 
- Observation and input from classroom teacher. 
 
- Review of winter MAP testing results 
 
- Ongoing formative assessment in RSP classroom  

- Progress made toward meeting IEP goals. 
 
- Observation and input from classroom teacher. 
 
- Review of spring MAP testing results 
 
- Ongoing formative assessment in RSP classroom  
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III.A. 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 

- Hold yearly parent meeting: 
 - Discuss differentiated instruction in 
 the classroom. 
 - Request for parent volunteers to head 
 GATE enrichment programs; theater, 
 math club, and robotics class. 
 
- Evaluate results of MAP and CST data  

- GATE testing for 2nd-5th graders to determine 
student identification 
- Continued differentiated instruction in the 
classroom 
- Enrichment activities held after school for GATE 
students: 
 - Theater group 
 - Math Club 
 - Robotics class 
- Establish a lunch club to increase social interaction 
for GATE students  

- Results of GATE testing will identify new GATE 
students who will be placed in GATE cluster classes 
for the following year. 
- Continued differentiated instruction in classroom. 
- Enrichment activities continued. 
- Continue to sponsor and refine lunch club 
parameters. 
- Evaluate student performance on spring MAP 
tests.  

   
  

How will implementation of tasks be measured? 
- Parent volunteers for after school GATE 
enrichment activities identified. 
 
- Evidence of differentiated instruction in GATE 
cluster classes.  

- Good participation in GATE enrichment classes. 
 
-Good participation by GATE students in 
lunch club 
 
- Evidence of differentiated instruction in GATE 
cluster classes.  

- Continued participation in GATE enrichment 
activities after school. 
- Increased participation in lunch club from non-
GATE students to encourage social interaction 
 
- Evidence of differentiated instruction in GATE 
cluster classes. 
 
- Evidence from spring MAP data that SMART goal 
was most likely met. 
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III.A. 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 

 - Use of EIA funds to purchase CompassLearning, a 
differentiated software program linked to student MAP 
scores stored with NWEA.  Program aimed to target 
specific areas of skill weakness and give students student 
friendly and interesting lessons and games to build skills 
and raise proficiency. 
- Maximize efficiency in computer lab with number of 
computers, schedule, and PTA funded CRA so lab will be 
available for immediate use when CompassLearning is 
available. 
- Evaluation of CST data with staff to conclude that a more 
aggressive approach needs to be used to close this 
achievement gap that has grown considerably over the 
past year. 
- Work with Foundation to fund a primary IMPACT teacher 
to offer a level two, intense instruction in reading four 
times a week for non-proficient students in grades 1-3. 
- Work closely with families who are struggling with family 
issues that interfere with student performance 
- School psychologist to meet with families as needed.  

- CompassLearning becomes available, staff is trained, 
implementation and monitoring of effectiveness. 
- Monitor student growth in IMPACT program. 
- Continue to work closely with families who are struggling 
with family issues that interfere with student performance. 
- TAG students who continue to struggle 
- School psychologist to meet with families as needed. 
- Evaluate progress of economically disadvantaged 
students after winter MAP testing to determine if there is 
progress toward SMART goal. 

- Ongoing evaluation of effectiveness of 
CompassLearning. Continue staff trainings to increase 
effectiveness and use.  Share successes with each other. 
- Continue to monitor student growth in IMPACT program. 
- Continue to work closely with families who are struggling 
with family issues that interfere with student performance. 
- TAG students who continue to struggle 
- School psychologist to meet with families as needed. 
- Evaluate data from spring MAP testing  

   
  

How will implementation of tasks be measured? 
- Non-proficient 1st through 3rd graders are 
identified for IMPACT and classes begin. 
 
- Evidence of differentiated instruction for non-
proficient students in classroom 
 
- Meetings with struggling families has occurred as 
needed.  

- Students in IMPACT are making good progress. 
 
- Winter MAP results show non-proficient students 
making progress towards goals and the rate of 
proficiency is increasing. 
 
- Differentiated instruction for non-proficient students 
continues to be evident in the classroom 
 
- Meetings with struggling families continues 
to occur as needed.  

- Students in IMPACT make significant gains 
 
- Spring MAP results show achievement gap is 
closing and meeting SMART goal for this subgroup 
likely 
 
- Differentiated strategies used in the classroom 
have proven effective in raising student proficiency 
 
- Number of meetings this year with struggling 
families is documented feedback shows families feel 
supported by school community.  
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III.A. 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 

Hispanic/Latino: 
 
- Identified subgroup as increasing achievement gap in 
2008-2009 instead of moving toward closing the gap. 
- Staff agreement that this subgroup needs to be an area 
of focus this year and a more aggressive approach needs 
to be taken to return even to the proficiency rate in 2007-
2008. 
- Identify the students and share with teachers. 
- Make sure first through third graders are identified for 
IMPACT. 
- Work with ELL instructional assistant if student is still in 
program.  

- Continue monitoring progress carefully, especially after 
winter MAP testing. 
 
- Continue with IMPACT 
 
- Continue with ELL program if appropriate 
 
- Identify students who are not make progress and define 
next steps.  

- Continue monitoring progress carefully. 
 
- Continue support through IMPACT 
 
- Continue support through ELL if appropriate 
 
- Evaluate results of spring MAP testing to determine 
progress toward SMART goals.  

   
  

How will implementation of tasks be measured? 
- Non-proficient 1st through 3rd graders are 
identified for IMPACT and classes begin. 
 
- Evidence of differentiated instruction for non-
proficient students in classroom 
 
- Meeting was held with ELL instructional assistant 
and ELL coordinator to discuss progress being 
made with Hispanic/Latino students and strategies 
to assist students in meeting goals.  

- Hispanic/Latino students in IMPACT are making 
good progress. 
 
- Winter MAP results show Hispanic/Latino students 
making progress towards goals and the rate of 
proficiency is increasing. 
 
- Differentiated instruction for non-proficient students 
continues to be evident in the classroom 
 
- Second trimester meeting is held after winter MAP 
testing with ELL instructional assistant and ELL 
coordinator to discuss progress being made with 
Hispanic/Latino students and strategies to assist 
students in meeting goals.  

- Hispanic/Latino students in IMPACT made 
significant progress. 
 
- Spring MAP results show Hispanic/Latino students 
making progress towards goals, meeting SMART 
goal for this subgroup likely, and achievement gap is 
closing. 
 
- Differentiated instruction for non-proficient students 
continues to be evident in the classroom 
 
- Third trimester meeting is held after spring MAP 
testing with ELL instructional assistant and ELL 
coordinator to discuss progress made with 
Hispanic/Latino students and next steps.  
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III.A. SITE-BASED LITERACY PLAN – Part 3  (Schoolwide) 
  
CAPACITY BUILDERS TO SUPPORT ATTAINMENT OF GOALS, FOCUSED ON RIGOR, RELEVANCE, AND RELATIONSHIP 

Professional Learning and Collaboration 
to build staff capacity 

Parent Engagement 
to support student learning 

Student Engagement 
for partnership in learning 

1. Establish a teacher leadership team - meet monthly. 
 
2. Hands-on staff training using new technology and programs; 
CompassLearning, SQL, TIM, Brain Pop and Brain Pop Jr. 
 
3. Increased collaboration through designated team/grade level 
meeting times. 
 
4. Teachers involved in TLCs to share at staff meetings. 
 
5 Teachers doing alternative evaluations to share at staff 
meeting.  

1. PTA and Foundation focuses on supporting SPSA 
School-wide goals for improving student achievement 
through the coordinated funding of educational 
programs. 
 
2. Foundation 
 
3. PTA 
 
4. SSC 
 
5. Family Math Night 
 
6. Family Science Night 
 
7. Family Literacy Night 
 
8. Family Art Night 
 
9. Parent/Teacher Conferences 
 
10. Open House 
 
11. Back to School Night 
 
12. Parent Led GATE Activities 
 
13. Parent Led GATE Math club 
 
14. Parent Led GATE Robotics Club 
 
15. Parent participation on Field Trips 
 
16. Parent/Teacher committee to establish a science 
room with standards based science activities and 
experiments for all grade levels. 
 
17. PTA, Foundation, Teachers and Principal 
concentrate effort in communication to all students and 
parent community through multiple formats (electronic 
reader board, ConnectEd messages, electronic weekly 
news bulletin, and personal phone calls when 
appropriate). 

1. Dragon Reading 
 
2. Buddies 
 
3. Student Council 
 
4. Participation in after school activities; example - 
environmental club (Roots and Shoots) 
 
5. Student participation in writing academic goals 
based upon MAPs and CST performance.  
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CAPACITY BUILDERS TO SUPPORT ATTAINMENT OF GOALS, FOCUSED ON RIGOR, RELEVANCE, AND RELATIONSHIP 
Professional Learning and Collaboration 

to build staff capacity 
Parent Engagement 

to support student learning 
Student Engagement 

for partnership in learning 
 
18. A concerted effort will be made to make sure that 
parent groups reflect the cultural diversity of the school. 
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III.B. LEVEL TRANSITIONS (Title I Schools Only) 
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IV.A. SAFE AND SUPPORTIVE SCHOOLS - SCHOOLWIDE BEHAVIORAL SUPPORT PLAN 
 
Canyon View students are aware of behavior expectations as they are clearly stated in our handbook, which is distributed to all students and parents at the 
beginning of the year .We have incorporated the Six Pillars of Good Character throughout our school. Our rules are discussed in class, through behavior 
assemblies and communicated to parents, whose signatures are required in support of our policy. We have zero tolerance when it comes to violence and hateful 
language. Students receive “Character Adjustment Tickets”” for minor infractions, while more serious behaviors warrant a referral to the principal. These strategies 
are presented in library presentations. Our Student Services Specialists present lessons in the classroom and also meet with students individually or in small 
groups to talk about social skills. Also, every morning on the intercom, a Project Wisdom message is read which helps the student make good choices. Our noon 
duties have attended inservices on helping students with conflict. Before and after school, we have a group of students who serve as Gatekeepers, reminding their 
classmates of appropriate behavior. Students receive Good Character Catches and a weekly drawing at Friday Flag brings a positive reward. Teachers provide 
incentives to the students in the classroom. 
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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 
Project Wisdom K – 5 5 minutes per day 
Red Ribbon Week K – 5 60 minutes 
Student Services Specialist 1-3 5 hours per day 
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V.A. FUNDING AND GOVERNANCE – PROGRAMS/FUNDS INCLUDED IN THE SPSA 
  

STATE/FEDERAL PROGRAMS SITE ALLOCATION (IF APPLICABLE) 

Title I   

Title I – Parent Involvement  

ELAP: English Language Acquisition Program (Grades 4-8 only) $2,898 

EIA-EL: Economic Impact Aid - English Learners $4,240 

EIA-SCE: Economic Impact Aid - State Compensatory Education  
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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 
• English language proficiency testing • Intervention programs 
• Staff development / training • Other services, as appropriate for school site support 
• Salaries for teachers, instructional assistants, tutors   
  

Program Budgeted 
Amount 

Percentage of Total 
District Allocation 

Centralized Services 
(Description Below) 

Title I $307,092 11.4% Required Indirect Costs, administration, data support, staff 
development 

Title I 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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V.D. BUDGET DEVELOPMENT FORM 
 
SITE: Canyon View Elementary School   
PROGRAM: ELAP (Grades 4-8 only)   
RESOURCE NUMBER: 6286-000   

Budget Summary for ELAP (Grades 4-8 only) 
2009 ENTITLEMENT: $2,898 AMOUNT PER STUDENT: $   
PLUS CARRYOVER: $1,382 # OF STUDENTS:    
TOTAL SITE BUDGET: $4,280 TOTAL ENTITLEMENT: $4,280   

  BUDGETED 
EXPENDITURES   

OBJECT FUNCTION 1000 
INSTRUCTIONAL 

FUNCTION 2700 
SCHOOL ADMIN 

FUNCTION 3110 
COUNSELING FUNCTION  FUNCTION  GRAND 

TOTAL 
4300-018 - SOFTWARE $3688 $ $ $ $ $3688 
2100-014: INSTRUCTIONAL AIDE HOURLY $592 $ $ $ $ $592 
 $ $ $ $ $ $ 

TOTAL SITE BUDGET: $4280 $ $ $ $ $4280 
          

  
1000         CERTIFICATED SALARIES 
1100-010   TEACHER’S SAL. REGULAR 
1100-012   TEACHER SUB 
1100-014   TEACHER HOURLY 
1900-010   OTHER CERTIFICATED REGULAR 
1900-014   OTHER CERTIFICATED HOURLY 
  
2000         CLASSIFIED SALARIES 
2100-010   INSTRUCTIONAL AIDE REGULAR 
2100-012   INSTRUCTIONAL AIDE SUB 
2100-014   INSTRUCTIONAL AIDE HOURLY 
2400-010   CLERICAL REGULAR 
2400-014   CLERICAL HOURLY 
2900-086   OTHER CLASSIFIED REGULAR 
  

3000         EMPLOYEE BENEFITS 
3111-000   STRS – CERTIFICATED 
3212-000   PERS – CLASSIFIED 
3222-000   PERS Pickup – CLASSIFIED 
3312-000   FICA – CLASSIFIED 
3321-000   MEDICARE – CERTIFICATED 
3322-000   MEDICARE - CLASSIFIED 
3331-000   PARS - CERTIFICATED 
3332-000   PARS – CLASSIFIED 
3401-000   HEALTH-CERTIFICATED 
3402-000   HEALTH-CLASSIFIED 
3501-000   UNEMPLOYMENT INS – CERTIFICATED 
3502-000   UNEMPLOYMENT INS – CLASSIFIED 
3601-000   WORKERS COMP INS – CERTIFICATED 
3602-000   WORKERS COMP INS - CLASSIFIED 
3802-000   PERS Recapture - CLASSIFIED 

4000         BOOKS AND SUPPLIES 
4100-010   TEXTBOOKS 
4200-010   OTHER BOOKS 
4300-010   SUPPLIES 
4300-011   SUBSCRIPTIONS 
4300-018   SOFTWARE 
  
5000         CONTRACTED SERVICES 
5200-010   CONFERENCE EXPENSE 
5200-011   TRAINING EXPENSE 
5200-020   MILEAGE EXPENSE 
5600-041   MAINTENANCE CONTRACTS 
5710-012   PUBLICATIONS 
5710-130   STUDY TRIPS 
5800-015   PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
5800-086   OTHER SERVICES 

6000         CAPITAL OUTLAY 
  
6400-030   COMP HARDWARE UNDER $500 
6400-031   COMP HARDWARE $500 AND OVER 
6400-090   EQUIPMENT UNDER $500 
6400-091   EQUIPMENT $500 AND OVER 
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V.D. BUDGET DEVELOPMENT FORM 
 
SITE: Canyon View Elementary School   
PROGRAM: EIA - Economic Impact Aid (English 

Learners)   
RESOURCE NUMBER: 7091-000   

Budget Summary for EIA - Economic Impact Aid (English Learners) 
2009 ENTITLEMENT: $4,240 AMOUNT PER STUDENT: $   
PLUS CARRYOVER: $1,998 # OF STUDENTS:    
TOTAL SITE BUDGET: $6,238 TOTAL ENTITLEMENT: $6,238   

  BUDGETED 
EXPENDITURES   

OBJECT FUNCTION 1000 
INSTRUCTIONAL 

FUNCTION 2700 
SCHOOL ADMIN 

FUNCTION 3110 
COUNSELING FUNCTION  FUNCTION  GRAND 

TOTAL 
4300-018 - SOFTWARE $6,238 $ $ $ $ $6238 
 $ $ $ $ $ $ 
 $ $ $ $ $ $ 

TOTAL SITE BUDGET: $6,238 $ $ $ $ $6,238 
          

  
1000         CERTIFICATED SALARIES 
1100-010   TEACHER’S SAL. REGULAR 
1100-012   TEACHER SUB 
1100-014   TEACHER HOURLY 
1900-010   OTHER CERTIFICATED REGULAR 
1900-014   OTHER CERTIFICATED HOURLY 
  
2000         CLASSIFIED SALARIES 
2100-010   INSTRUCTIONAL AIDE REGULAR 
2100-012   INSTRUCTIONAL AIDE SUB 
2100-014   INSTRUCTIONAL AIDE HOURLY 
2400-010   CLERICAL REGULAR 
2400-014   CLERICAL HOURLY 
2900-086   OTHER CLASSIFIED REGULAR 
  

3000         EMPLOYEE BENEFITS 
3111-000   STRS – CERTIFICATED 
3212-000   PERS – CLASSIFIED 
3222-000   PERS Pickup – CLASSIFIED 
3312-000   FICA – CLASSIFIED 
3321-000   MEDICARE – CERTIFICATED 
3322-000   MEDICARE - CLASSIFIED 
3331-000   PARS - CERTIFICATED 
3332-000   PARS – CLASSIFIED 
3401-000   HEALTH-CERTIFICATED 
3402-000   HEALTH-CLASSIFIED 
3501-000   UNEMPLOYMENT INS – CERTIFICATED 
3502-000   UNEMPLOYMENT INS – CLASSIFIED 
3601-000   WORKERS COMP INS – CERTIFICATED 
3602-000   WORKERS COMP INS - CLASSIFIED 
3802-000   PERS Recapture - CLASSIFIED 

4000         BOOKS AND SUPPLIES 
4100-010   TEXTBOOKS 
4200-010   OTHER BOOKS 
4300-010   SUPPLIES 
4300-011   SUBSCRIPTIONS 
4300-018   SOFTWARE 
  
5000         CONTRACTED SERVICES 
5200-010   CONFERENCE EXPENSE 
5200-011   TRAINING EXPENSE 
5200-020   MILEAGE EXPENSE 
5600-041   MAINTENANCE CONTRACTS 
5710-012   PUBLICATIONS 
5710-130   STUDY TRIPS 
5800-015   PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
5800-086   OTHER SERVICES 

6000         CAPITAL OUTLAY 
  
6400-030   COMP HARDWARE UNDER $500 
6400-031   COMP HARDWARE $500 AND OVER 
6400-090   EQUIPMENT UNDER $500 
6400-091   EQUIPMENT $500 AND OVER 
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VI. ADDENDUM 




