








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/




I1.B. DATA REPORTS

Shoal Creek Elementary School

Demographic Summary

for 2009-10 School Year

Address: 11775 Shoal Creek Dr.
San Diego, CA 92128
Principal: Libby Keller

Year of Construction: 1998

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

Kg 15t ond 3rd 4th 5th Special Day Class
96 103 111 100 106 94 33
Enrollment History:
Numbers reflect enrollment totals as of October 21, 2009.
2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
635 636 610
Student Demographics:
Percent of total school population. (Based on October 21, 2009 enroliment totals)
Asian Filipino Hispanic African-American Caucasian Other
22% 5% 7% 3% 56% 7%
Percent of total school population. (Based on October 21, 2009 enroliment totals)
Limited English Free/Reduced Lunch
14% 7%
Staff Demographics
Percent of credentialed teachers. (Based on October 2009 CBED’s)
Asian Filipino Hispanic African-American Caucasian Other
8% 3% 0% 0% 89% 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 42.3 50.0 37.3 499 56.2 43.8 27.1 29.9 24.4
2008 5 41.8 39 45.1 50.5 58.6 43.2 28.5 31.6 25.5
2009 5 52 62.5 42.6 49.4 54.3 447 29.1 32.3 26.1




District Accountability Report
Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)
Spring 2009
Shoal Creek 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 | 83 83 79 86 89 84 | Y| 910 912 | 895
Subgroups
100 or 50 if >15%

African American (10f 100 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100
American Indian X 100 100 100 100
Asian (98] 99 100 98 99 100 98 87 87 81 89 89 20 Y | 940 938 | 921
Filipino (24 100 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 85 87 83 88 96 92
Hispanic / Latino G4 87 100 =~ 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 67 59 61 70 72 68
Pacific Islander (0] 100 100 0 100 100 0
White @7 o7 99 100 | 100 99 100 84 84 81 88 92 85 | Y| 910 918 | 906
Low Socio-Econ (25 80 100 93 100 | 100 93 68 50 44 59 54 48
Special Education 6] g5 99 100 | 99 99 100 | 67 55 48 66 64 48 758 655
English Learner (65) o7 100 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 7 7 65 73 81 78
GATE ( 100 100 100 100

* Includes only students in significant subgroups

Wednesday, September 16, 2009




Shoal Creek Elementary

Grade Level Growth 2008-2009

Grade 00
Readi Mean | Mean Lexile | Phonological Phonics Concepts of | Vocabulary & |Comprehensio]  Writing
eading RIT Score Awareness Print Word n
Score Structure
Fall 154 32 157 153 160 152 149 153
Winter 164 131 165 166 169 171 158 164
Spring 169 146 170 167 173 171 168 166
Growth 15 114 13 14 13 19 19 13
Math ti Mean Problem Number Sense | Computation |Measurement = Statistics & Algebra
athematics | prT Solving & Geometry = Probability
Score
Fall 158 160 157 156 158 161 154
Winter 166 166 159 168 169 166 167
Spring 170 169 165 174 173 166 170
Growth 12 9 8 18 15 5 16




Shoal Creek Elementary
Grade Level Growth 2008-2009

Grade 01
Readi Mean | Mean Lexile | Phonological Phonics Concepts of | Vocabulary & |Comprehensio]  Writing
eading RIT Score Awareness Print Word n
Score Structure
Fall 165 76 165 167 164 167 162 164
Winter 176 289 177 178 177 182 174 178
Spring 185 327 189 188 189 182 179 184
Growth 20 251 24 21 25 15 17 20
Math ti Mean Problem Number Sense | Computation |Measurement = Statistics & Algebra
athematics | prT Solving & Geometry = Probability
Score
Fall 167 167 166 174 165 163 165
Winter 180 180 180 187 177 184 181
Spring 186 186 186 192 185 184 186
Growth 19 19 20 18 20 21 21




Shoal Creek 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 179 262 179 177 179 182
Winter 192 511 193 192 192 197
Spring 196 533 196 196 195 197
Growth 17 271 17 19 16 15
. Mean Number Patterns / | Measurement | Geometry & | Data Analysis ~ Problem
Mathematics . . I~ :
RIT Sense & Functions / Spatial Sense |/ Statistics / Solving
Score | Operations Algeb and
Fall 184 179 185 183 190 186 183
Winter 194 189 195 193 196 200 191
Spring 199 196 200 197 201 200 198
Growth 15 17 15 14 1 14 15
L Mean Writing Writing Mechanics Grammar
asguage RIT Strategies | Applications & Usage
sage Score Genre
Fall 183 183 183 182 184
Winter 193 194 193 194 193
Spring 200 200 199 200 201
Growth 17 17 16 18 17




Shoal Creek 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 195 519 194 195 194 195
Winter 200 640 200 200 199 204
Spring 203 657 204 201 204 204
Growth 8 138 10 6 10 9
Mathemati Mean Number Patterns / | Measurement | Geometry & | Data Analysis ~ Problem

arnematics| prr Sense & Functions / Spatial Sense |/ Statistics / Solving

Score | Operations Algeb and
Fall 198 196 199 198 199 201 196
Winter 205 202 205 204 210 206 203
Spring 208 205 209 208 210 206 209
Growth 10 9 10 10 1 5 13

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

Fall 197 197 196 197 198
Winter 202 203 201 203 203
Spring 206 206 205 208 206
Growth 9 9 9 11 8




Shoal Creek 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 208 746 207 207 208 210

Winter 211 823 211 210 212 213

Spring 213 827 215 211 212 213

Growth 5 81 8 4 4 3

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

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

Fall 212 209 215 212 212 213 210

Winter 218 214 219 217 224 221 217

Spring 222 220 224 222 227 221 220

Growth 10 11 9 10 15 8 10

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

Fall 210 210 208 211 210

Winter 214 213 212 215 214

Spring 216 215 214 218 216

Growth 6 5 6 7 6




Shoal Creek 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 214 860 216 214 212 216

Winter 219 937 223 218 217 221

Spring 221 959 223 218 221 221

Growth 7 99 7 4 9 5

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

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

Fall 223 221 227 222 224 221 223

Winter 226 224 228 225 226 232 226

Spring 231 232 230 231 235 232 228

Growth 8 11 3 9 1 1 5

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

Fall 216 216 215 216 216

Winter 220 220 220 220 219

Spring 221 220 222 222 220

Growth 5 4 7 6 4




Shoal Creek Elementary Annual Assessment Students - AMAO#1 - Increase 1 CELDT Level or More

Growth from Fall 2007 to Fall 2008
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Monday, March 09, 2009
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Shoal Creek 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 108 | 102 | 103 | 99 1151 106 | 102 | 104 117 | 108 | 99 | 101 124 1 1111109 ] 99
Total % Proficient 85 ] 86 | 76 | 83 74 | 72 | 68 | 61 80 | 86 | 90 | 85 79 | 78 | 87 | 87
% Advanced 56 | 54 | 35 | 53 34129123129 57 | 60 | 68 | 69 43 ] 38| 48| 53
% Proficient 30 ] 32 | 411 30 40 | 42 | 45 | 32 23 1 26 | 22 | 16 36 | 411 39 ] 34
% Basic 8 9 17 1 10 16 ] 19 ] 22| 23 1] 11 6 9 15116 ] 9
% Below Basic 6 3 4 4 8 8 7 10 6 1 4 2 5 2 2 4
% Far Below Basic 1 2 3 3 3 2 4 7 3 2 0 4 2 4 2
Asian Number Tested 381 23|25 22 27 | 38 | 24 | 26 28 1 26 | 38 | 23 33132 ]33] 34
Total % Proficient 97 | 78 | 84 | 86 85 ] 82 ]| 67 | 69 86 | 88 | 95 | 87 91 | 94 | 88 | 82
% Advanced 63 | 61 | 48 | 64 59 1 451 29 | 35 61 ] 73 | 66 | 65 61 | 47 | 61 | 47
% Proficient 34 | 17 | 36 | 23 26 | 37 | 38 | 35 25 1151 29 | 22 30 | 47 ] 27 | 35
% Basic 0 13 ] 8 14 4 16 | 8 19 7 12 ] 3 13 6 3 9 6
% Below Basic 0 4 8 0 7 3 17 | 8 7 0 3 0 3 0 3 9
% Far Below Basic 3 4 0 0 4 0 8 4 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 3
Filipino Number Tested 8 8 4 5 6 7 7 3 7 6 6 7 11 6 6 9
Total % Proficient 75 | 100 | 100 | 100 67 | 711 71 ] 33 86 | 100 | 100 | 100 73 | 67 | 83 | 78
% Advanced 50 | 38 | 25 ] 60 17 | 14 | 14 86 | 33 | 67 | 86 27 33 ] 33
% Proficient 25 163 ]| 75] 40 50 | 57 ] 57 | 33 0 | 67| 33 ] 14 45 | 67 | 50 | 44
% Basic 251 0 0 0 331291291 33 141 0 0 0 9 | 3317 | 22
% Below Basic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 33 0 0 0 0 18] O 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 8 8 10 7 7 10 7 10 12 5 8 9 8 13 5 8
Latino Total % Proficient 75 | 50 | 60 | 57 43 | 60 | 0 | 60 67 | 60 | 100 | 44 63 | 69 | 60 | 88
% Advanced 38 | 38 | 40 | 57 43 | 20 30 42 1 20 | 75 | 11 13 ] 31 ] 20| 88

*include all students 11/5/2009 2:33:54 PM



Shoal Creek 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 8| 13]20] o 0o 4] o [ 30 25 |40 | 25 | 33 50 |38 ]40] o
Latino % Basic 13| 25 | 20 | 14 57|30 |71] o 17 40 ] o | 22 38|15 20| 13
% Below Basic 13[13]10]o0 o | 10] 14| 30 oo ol o | 15 20
% FarBelowBasic | 0 | 13 | 10 | 29 o o] 1a] 10 17l o] o2 olo]olo
White (not |Number Tested 53 | 59 | 57 | 56 74 | 50 | 56 | 57 64 | 70 | 47 | 54 68 | 59 | 65 | 48
g:i:iiﬁfa“ic Total % Proficient | 81 | 92 | 75 | 88 74 | 66 | 77 | 61 81| 87 | 83 | 87 79 | 76 [ 92 | 90
% Advanced 51 | 56 | 30 | 46 27 | 24 | 27 | 26 56 | 60 | 68 | 78 44 | 30| 45 | 48
% Proficient 30 | 36 | 46 | 41 47 | 42| 50 | 35 25 27| 15] 9 35 | 37 | 48 | 42
% Basic 9| 7]23]5 15 [ 20 | 18 | 30 9 1011 ] 7 15[ 19| 6
% Below Basic 9 l2]o]7 g [10] 4] 7 s|1]s6]2 4 ool a4
% Far Below Basic 0 0 2 0 3 4 2 2 2 1 0 4 1 5 2
English  |Number Tested 9 |17 ] 15 21 16 [ 15|17 | 13 191511117 101513 6
Learner It tal % Proficient | 100| 65 | 80 | 81 63 | 60 | 24 | 31 63 | 73 | 82 | 47 70 | 53 | 62 | 50
% Advanced 44 | 35 | 33 | 38 25 | 33 8 53 |40 | 45 | 12 40 | 13 17
% Proficient 56 | 29 | 47 | 43 38 | 27 | 24 | 23 11 [ 33|36 |35 30 |40 | 62 ] 33
% Basic o |18]13]19 19 [ 33 | 24 | 38 21 | 20 | 18 | 29 30 |33 ]31] 17
% Below Basic ole]7]o 6 | 7 |35 31 1M1l 7lo]s o| 7] s |33
% FarBelowBasic | 0 | 12| o [ o 3lol1s]o 5| o] ols ol 7]o]o

*include all students 11/5/2009 2:33:54 PM



Shoal Creek 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 9 4 5 3 5 8 5 6 10 6 7 8 9 7 6 8
Economic I tal % Proficient | 67 | 50 | 40 | 67 o |[50] o33 60 | 67 | 71 | 25 89 | 57 | 67 | 63
% Advanced 44 20 | 67 13 17 60 | 17 | 43 | 13 s6 | 14 | 17 | 25

% Proficient 22|50 |20 ] o o 3] o017 o |s0]20]13 33 | 43| 50 | 38

% Basic 2lo]o]ss3 8o | 13 | 40| 17 30 | 33 | 20 | 38 11 [ 20 | 33 | 13

% Below Basic 11]25]20] o 20[38f20] o olo]ol1s o |14 o[25

% FarBelowBasic | 0 | 25 [ 40| o o | o] 40/ s0 10]lo]ol]o2s olo]olo

Special Ed |Number Tested 20| 22 10] 15 24 | 12 | 23 | 19 31 |19 | 10] 19 19 [ 19|15 10
Total % Proficient | 50 | 50 | 60 | 47 38 | 42|57 26 52 | 47 | 50 | 63 37 | 53 | 40 | 50

% Advanced 30 [36]20] 27 8 |33 22] 16 35 | 26 | 40 | 53 26|26 7 | 10

% Proficient 20 [ 23 | 40 | 20 29| 8 |35 11 16 [ 21 |10 11 11 [ 26 | 33 | 40

% Basic 1523 o] 7 25| 8 |26 16 23 | 42 | 10 | 11 26 | 16 | 40 | 10

% Below Basic 30|14 ]| 10] 27 29 [33] 9 | 21 16| o |40 11 26 |11 ] 7 | 20

% FarBelowBasic | 5 | 5 | 30 | 20 g8 |17 ] 9 | 37 10l11]o]l1s 1121113 20

*include all students 11/5/2009 2:33:54 PM



Shoal Creek Elementary School
CA Standards Test by Proficiency Level for Grade 5 Science

Spring 2009
Grade 5
N N N N
AEHHE
All Students |Number Tested 1231 110 | 109 | 98
Total % Proficient 64 | 64 | 66 | 66
% Advanced 17 1 13| 20 | 21
% Proficient 47 | 51 | 46 | 45
% Basic 29 1 30 | 27 | 26
% Below Basic 6 3 4 6
% Far Below Basic 1 4 4 2
Asian Number Tested 32 1 32 | 33| 34
Total % Proficient 88 ]| 69 | 70 | 59
% Advanced 19 116 | 36 | 32
% Proficient 69 | 53 | 33 | 26
% Basic 9 | 28| 24] 26
% Below Basic 0 3 3 12
% Far Below Basic 3 0 3 3
Filipino Number Tested 11 6 6 9
Total % Proficient 45 | 33 | 67 | 67
% Advanced 9
% Proficient 36 | 33 | 67 | 67
% Basic 45 | 67 | 33 | 22
% Below Basic 9 0 0 11
% Far Below Basic 0 0 0 0
Hispanic or |[Number Tested 8 12 5 8
Latino Total % Proficient | 38 | 50 | 40 | 63
% Advanced 8 13

*include all students 11/5/2009 2:34:16 PM



Shoal Creek Elementary School
CA Standards Test by Proficiency Level for Grade 5 Science

Spring 2009
Grade 5

N N N N

AEHHE

Hispanic or |% Proficient 38 | 42 | 40 | 50
Latino % Basic 63 | 33 | 40 [ 25
% Below Basic 0 8 20 | 13

% Far Below Basic 0 8 0 0

White (not |Number Tested 68 | 59 | 65 | 47
g:i:iiﬁf'a“ic Total % Proficient | 62 | 68 | 69 | 70
% Advanced 19114 | 18 ] 21

% Proficient 43 | 54 | 51 ] 49

% Basic 29 1 251 251 26

% Below Basic 9 2 3 2

% Far Below Basic 0 5 3 2

English Number Tested 9 14 | 13 6
Leamer  Irotal % Proficient | 67 | 43 | 15 | 33
% Advanced 111 14 17

% Proficient 56 | 29 | 15 | 17

% Basic 33 143 ]| 541 33

% Below Basic 0 14 1 23 | 17

% Far Below Basic 0 0 8 17

*include all students 11/5/2009 2:34:16 PM



Shoal Creek Elementary School
CA Standards Test by Proficiency Level for Grade 5 Science

Spring 2009
Grade 5

N N N N

AEHHE

Low Socio- [Number Tested 9 6 6 8
Economic v tal % Proficient | 67 | 50 | 17 | 38
% Advanced 33 25

% Proficient 33|50 | 17 | 13

% Basic 33133 ]50] 38

% Below Basic 0 17 ] 33 0

% Far Below Basic 0 0 0 25

Special Ed |Number Tested 18 1 18 | 16 | 10
Total % Proficient 22 1 44| 25 | 30

% Advanced 6 17 10

% Proficient 17 1 28 | 25 | 20

% Basic 50 | 33 | 56 | 40

% Below Basic 22 6 0 10

% Far Below Basic 6 17 1 19 | 20

*include all students 11/5/2009 2:34:16 PM



Shoal Creek 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 108 | 102 | 103 | 99 1151 106 | 101 | 104 117 | 108 | 99 | 101 124 1 1111109 ] 99
Total % Proficient 87 | 88 | 86 | 88 80 | 90 | 86 | 79 84 | 88 | 88 | 87 80 | 78 |1 89 | 85

% Advanced 74 | 53 | 59 57 | 66 | 58 | 49 60 | 63 | 72 | 77 35 ]| 37 | 58 | 54

% Proficient 19 | 15 ] 33 | 29 23 | 24| 28 | 30 24 125 ] 16 ] 10 45 | 41 | 31 | 31

% Basic 4 7 8 5 14 ]| 4 7 11 9 7 7 8 12|16 ] 6 7

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

% Far Below Basic 1 1 3 5 0 3 3 6 3 1 1 2 5 4 3 2

Asian Number Tested 381 23|25 22 27 | 38 | 24 | 26 28 1 26 | 38 | 23 33132 ]33] 34
Total % Proficient 92 | 83 | 838 | 91 89 192 ] 79 ] 92 89 ]| 92 | 89 | 96 94 | 88 | 91 | 82

% Advanced 87 | 78 | 56 | 77 78 171171 ] 69 82162 79] 87 70 | 47 1 79 | 59

% Proficient 5 4 | 32| 14 11 | 21 8 | 23 7 31| 11 9 24 | 41 | 12 | 24

% Basic 5113 ] 8 9 11 51131 4 7 8 8 4 0 9 9 0

% Below Basic 3 4 4 0 0 3 8 4 4 0 3 0 3 3 0 18

% Far Below Basic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0

Filipino Number Tested 8 8 4 5 6 7 7 3 7 6 6 7 11 6 6 9
Total % Proficient | 100] 88 | 75 | 100 50 | 100 ] 100 | 100 100 | 83 | 100 | 86 73 | 83 | 100] 89

% Advanced 63 | 75| 25 ] 40 33171157 86 | 67 | 100 ] 86 36 | 33 ] 33 | 56

% Proficient 38 | 13 ] 50 | 60 17 | 29 | 43 | 100 14 | 17 ] O 0 36 | 50 | 67 | 33

% Basic 0 13125 0 501 0 0 0 0 171 0 14 27 |17 ] O 11

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

Hispanic or |[Number Tested 8 8 10 7 7 10 7 10 12 5 8 9 8 13 5 8
Latino Total % Proficient 75 ]| 63 | 70 | 57 57 | 70 | 57 | 70 75 ] 60 | 75 | 56 63 | 77 | 80 | 88
% Advanced 38 | 50 | 50 | 43 29 | 70 | 29 | 40 33140 ]| 63 ] 33 15 | 40 | 38

*include all students 11/5/2009 2:34:28 PM



Shoal Creek 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 38 | 13| 20| 14 29| o |29 30 a2 20| 13| 22 63 | 62 | 40 | 50
Latino % Basic o l13]20] 14 14 10| o | 20 8 |40 ] 25 11 ss|15] 0] o
% Below Basic 525 0] o 29[ 10]1a] o s ool oo ol

% FarBelowBasic | 0 | o | 10 | 29 o | 10]20] 10 s o] ol2 o|s]2]o

White (not |Number Tested 53 | 59 | 57 | 56 74 | 50 | 56 | 57 64 | 70 | 47 | 54 68 | 59 | 65 | 48
g:i:iiﬁfa“ic Total % Proficient | 83 | 95 | 93 | 91 82 |90 | 91| 79 83 | 90 [ 85 | 87 81 | 75 | 80 | 81
% Advanced 76 | 54 | 57 57 | 62| 61| 46 56 | 66 | 62 | 78 25 | 37 | 55 | 48

% Proficient 21 | 19 | 39 | 34 26 | 28 | 30 | 33 27 24|23 9 56 | 37 | 34 | 33

% Basic 6 |2]4]4 11 a5 |14 B IERERE 10]19] 6|13

% Below Basic s|2]212 712215 B ENER R s|a2]3]2

% FarBelowBasic | 2 | 2 [ 2 | 4 o|a]z2]2 3|1 210 6| 5] 2]4

English  |Number Tested 9 |17 ] 15 21 16 [ 15|17 | 13 191511117 101513 6
Learner I tal % Proficient | 78 | 65 | 87 | 90 81 |80 |53] 77 84 | 73 | 73 | 71 80 | 53 | 92 | 50
% Advanced 56 | 59 | 60 | 52 50 | 47 | 41| 46 58 | 47 | 36 | 41 30 | 27 | 38 | 50

% Proficient 2] 6 |27] 38 31 | 33 | 12 | 31 26 | 27 | 36 | 29 50 |27 ]s4] o

% Basic 111813 10 6 | 7 |12 23 5 |27 ] 18] 12 o |33]s]o

% Below Basic 111l o]o 131324 0 s o]o]s 20| 7] o] so0

% FarBelowBasic | 0 | o [ o | o ofo]112]o s o] oln2 ol 7]o]o

*include all students 11/5/2009 2:34:28 PM



Shoal Creek 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 9 4 5 3 5 8 5 6 10 6 7 8 9 7 6 6
Economic I tal % Proficient | 56 | 50 | 40 | 67 40 | 50 | 20 | 50 9 | 67 | 57 | 50 78 | 57 | 83 | 33
% Advanced 44 | 50 | 40 | 67 38 17 60 | 33 | 43 | 25 33|20 ] 17 ] 33

% Proficient Mlolofo 40 [ 13 ] 20| 33 30 | 33| 14 | 25 a4 2967 | o

% Basic 11l o] o33 40 [13]20] o o |17 ]20] 13 22 o |17

% Below Basic 3350 [20] o 20[38f20] o o [17]14]13 o of17]ss3

% FarBelowBasic | 0 | o [40] o o | o] 40/ s0 10]lo]ol]o2s o |1a] o |17

Special Ed |Number Tested 20| 22 10] 15 24 | 12 | 23 | 19 31 |19 | 10] 19 19 [ 19|16 | 10
Total % Proficient | 55 | 73 | 50 | 47 50 | 50 | 74 | 42 61 | 53 | 50 | 63 42 | 58 | 56 | 20

% Advanced 45 | 59 | 40 | 20 25 | 42 | 57 | 11 32| 32]40] 58 11 [ 26 | 19 | 10

% Proficient 10141027 25| 8 |17 | 32 2921 10] 5 32| 32]38] 10

% Basic 5 |5 ]10]13 33| 8] o1 19 26 | 10| 11 21 | 21 | 13 | 30

% Below Basic 3518 10] 7 1717 4|16 1016 ]3| 16 5 | o] 13] 30

% FarBelowBasic | 5 | 5 | 30 | 33 0o |25]13] 32 105 [10] 11 32|21 ]19] 20

*include all students 11/5/2009 2:34:29 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: Student proficiency on the "Writing Strategies" section of the ELA portion of the Spring '09 CST will increase by a [1] [X]
minimum of five points in cohort analysis of grades 2-5.

ELL Goals: 80% of ELL students will improve their overall CELDT score by 10 points or more from Fall 2008 to Fall 2009. [1] [X]

Student w/ Disabilities Goals: |80% of students with DIS services only (Speech) will achieve proficiency on both ELA and Math portions of the X [1]
Spring '09 CST.

80% of special day students and resource in grades 3-5 will improve their standardized test score by a minimum 10 [1 [X]
points on both ELA and Math portions of the Spring '09 CST or CMA (excluding those who take CAPA).

GATE Goals: 100% of the GATE students will achieve Proficient or Advanced level on both ELA and Math portions of the Spring [1] [X]
'09 CST.

Additional Goals: Asian Subgroup: 95% of Asian students will achieve proficiency in ELA and in Mathematics on the Spring '09 CST. [1] [X]
Kindergarten: By June 2009, 80% of Kindergarten students will be reading strategically at Running Record Level 6 [X] [1]
or above at an independent (94% of higher) level.

First Grade: By the end of the 2008-09 school year, 80% of the first grade students will show proficiency on the on- X] [1]
demand writing assessment utilizing a four-point scoring rubric.

Second Grade: By the end of the 2008-09 school year, 80% of second grade students will achieve proficiency or [X] [1]
higher in the "reading comprehension" subtest of the Spring '09 CST.

Third Grade: By the end of the 2008-09 school year, 80% of third grade students will achieve proficiency or higher [1] [X]
in the "reading comprehension" subtest of the Spring '09 CST.

Fourth Grade: The academic focus will be on improving student learning in writing skills. 80% of fourth grade [X] [1]
students will achieve proficiency or higher in the writing subtest of the Spring '09 CST.

Fifth Grade: 80% of fifth grade students will achieve proficiency or higher on the math portion of the Spring '09 CST. [X] [1]

2009 Single Plan for Student Achievement 9 of 31 2/1/10



GOALS MET AND SCHOOL-WIDE AREAS OF STRENGTH

Finding
(Evidence / Fact)

Data Source
(Report or Measure)

Possible Reasons/Contributing Factors

Possible Next Steps

Students in third grade
showed a 12% increase in
writing strategies.

Spring 2009 CST ELA

Third grade teachers focused on writing strategies through
the use of Houghton Mifflin and Write Source materials, as
well as grade level team planning and data analysis.

While the 12% increase is significant, the overall proficiency
was only 74%. The grade level team will analyze
instructional practice and support materials as they align
with standards and adjust as needed. Teachers will
participate in ELA-targeted staff development (led by district
personnel and site staff). Teachers will work with students to
create individual learning goals and closely monitor progress
towards goals.

100% of students with
speech only DIS services
achieved proficiency in ELA
and Math.

Spring 2009 CST ELA
and Math

Across all grade levels, students with speech-only services
demonstrated proficiency in both ELA and Math. Speech-
only students primarily receive services for articulation;
language disability does not have a negative impact on
their achievement.

Teachers will continue to analyze and adjust instruction to
ensure student proficiency. Teachers will participate in
targeted staff development (led by district personnel and site
staff).

80% of Kindergarten
students read strategically
at RR6 or above by the end
of the school year.

Teacher Running Record
data

High level of instruction and intervention for at-risk students
contributed to the achievement.

Teachers will continue to analyze and adjust instruction to
ensure student proficiency. Teachers will participate in
targeted staff development (led by district personnel and site
staff).

80% of first grade students
demonstrated proficiency
on the on-demand writing
assessment at the end of
the year.

Teacher on-demand
writing data

High level of instruction and intervention for at-risk students
contributed to the achievement.

Teachers will work together to ensure consistent scoring of
student work and interpretation of the scoring rubric.
Teachers will participate in ELA-targeted staff development
(led by district personnel and site staff). Teachers will work
with students to create individual learning goals and closely
monitor progress towards goals.

81% of second grade
students scored proficient
or higher on the reading
comprehension subtest of
the CST.

Spring 2009 CST ELA

High level of instruction and intervention for at-risk students
contributed to the achievement.

Teachers will continue to analyze and adjust instruction to
ensure student proficiency. Teachers will participate in ELA-
targeted staff development (led by district personnel and site
staff). Teachers will work with students to create individual
learning goals and closely monitor progress towards goals.

82% of fourth grade
students scored proficient
or higher on the writing
skills subtest of the Spring
2009 CST.

Spring 2009 CST ELA

High level of instruction and intervention for at-risk students
contributed to the achievement.

Teachers will continue to analyze and adjust instruction to
ensure student proficiency. Teachers will participate in ELA-
targeted staff development (led by district personnel and site
staff). Teachers will work with students to create individual
learning goals and closely monitor progress towards goals.

84% of fifth grade students
scored proficient or higher
on the math portion of the

Spring 2009

Spring 2009 CST Math

High level of instruction and intervention for at-risk students
contributed to the achievement.

Teachers will continue to analyze and adjust instruction to
ensure student proficiency. Teachers will participate in
targeted staff development (led by district personnel and site
staff). Teachers will work with students to create individual
learning goals and closely monitor progress towards goals.
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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

Students in grade four
showed a 1% increase in
CST ELA and students in
grade five showed a 3%
increase in ELA.

Spring 2009 CST ELA

While student cohort groups did demonstrate an increase | Analysis of student-by-student growth is needed to

in ELA proficiency on CST, they did not meet the goal of determine true cohort achievement. Teachers will continue
5% growth. Comparing grade level scores from year-to- to analyze and adjust curriculum to align with standards.

year does not yield a true cohort report because of
changes in enrollment.

Teachers will participate in targeted staff development (led
by district personnel and site staff). Teachers will work with
students to create individual learning goals and closely
monitor progress towards goals.

98% of GATE students
demonstrated proficiency
on both CST ELA and
Math.

Spring 2009 CST

One GATE student scored below basic on both ELA and Close monitoring of the student as well as increased

Math. He was on home hospital for the entire 2008-09 supports and intervention are needed to ensure his return to

school year, battling leukemia. He did not receive direct proficiency.

instruction in a classroom from February 2008-August
2009. He is expected to demonstrate proficiency in the
Spring 2010 CST.

91% of Asian students
demonstrated proficiency in
CST math and 81%
proficiency in CST ELA.

Spring 2009 CST

Asian students showed 3% growth in math, but did not Analysis of student-by-student growth is needed to
reach the goal of 95% proficiency. Asian students showed |determine interventions for each child. Teachers will

a decline in ELA proficiency. While this is a significant continue to provide Avenues instruction in the classroom.
subgroup with 90 students, several newcomers scoring far | Students will work with the ELL IA in small group settings.

below basic along with several Asian SDC students have a
significant impact on the overall proficiency level.

53% of third grade students
scored proficient or higher
on the reading
comprehension subtest of
the CST.

Spring 2009 CST ELA

Greater number of students moving into Shoal Creek Analysis of student-by-student growth is needed to

and/or the district during the third grade year had some determine individual student needs. Teachers will continue

impact on overall achievement. Lack of grade level

35 days) contributed to the decline in achievement.

to analyze and adjust curriculum to align with standards.
cohesiveness in instruction as well as teacher attendance |Impact support and interventions will be developed and

(two teachers of five were on extended leave in excess of |implemented. Teachers will participate in targeted staff
development (led by district personnel and site staff).
Teachers will work with students to create individual learning
goals and closely monitor progress towards goals.
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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:

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

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

Student proficiency on the "Reading Comprehension" section of the ELA portion of the Spring '10 CST will increase by a minimum of five percent in cohort analysis of grades 2-5.

SUB GROUP

SUBGROUP GOAL(S)

AUXILIARY SERVICES / PRACTICES TO SUPPORT GOALS

English Learners
(required)

ELL students will demonstrate a 7% or greater increase in proficiency in
both ELA and Math of the Spring 2010 CST.

Asian students will increase in proficiency in both ELA and Math of the
Spring 2010 CST by 10% or greater

Small groups with ELL IA

Small groups with Avenues curriculum
Small groups with math instruction
Guided reading with classroom teacher

Small groups with ELL 1A

Small groups with Avenues curriculum
Small groups with math instruction
Guided reading with classroom teacher

Students with Disabilities

SDC students will increase in proficiency in both ELA and Math of the

Analysis of student performance on standardized testing and

(required) Spring 2010 CST, CMA, or CAPA by 5% or greater. recommendation for CMA or CAPA participation as determined by IEP
team; blending of SDC students into general education classrooms daily
to provide models of appropriate academic behavior and exposure to
increased academic vocabulary

GATE 100% of the GATE identified students will achieve proficiency in both Individual Learning Plans created with specific student goals;
(required) ELA and Math of the Spring 2010 CST. differentiated instruction with emphasis on higher-order thinking skills and

advanced concepts; small group instruction

Educationally
Disadvantaged or Title |
Students
(required)

Educationally disadvantaged students will increase in proficiency in both
ELA and Math of the Spring 2010 CST, CMA, or CAPA by 5% or greater.

Individual Learning Plans created by teacher and student with specific
goals; small group instruction; close monitoring of achievement on MAPs
and site-based assessment
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SUB GROUP

SUBGROUP GOAL(S)

AUXILIARY SERVICES / PRACTICES TO SUPPORT GOALS

Additional goal(s)
(optional) .

Kindergarten - By June 2010, 80% of Kindergarten students will
show proficiency in on-demand writing in end-of-year
assessments.

First Grade - By June 2010, 80% of first grade students will be
reading strategically at Running Record Level 18/20 or higher at
an independent (94% of higher) level.

Second Grade - 85% of second grade students will score
proficient or higher on the "word analysis and vocabulary
development" subtest of the Spring CST ELA.

Third Grade - Third grade students will increase proficiency on
the "word analysis and vocabulary development" and "reading
comprehension" subtests of the Spring CST ELA by 15%.
Fourth Grade - Fourth grade students will increase proficiency
on the "reading comprehension" subtest of the Spring CST ELA
by 10%.

Fifth Grade - Fifth grade students will increase proficiency on
the "written conventions" subtest of the Spring CST ELA by 10%

Use of Lucy Calkins writing methods, shared writing, modeled
writing, whole group practice on no excuse words; choice
writing, and small group instruction

Use of daily guided reading instruction, "Read It, Read It, Read
It" program, focused vocabulary instruction, writing
conferences, parent partners in reading

Use of daily guided reading instruction, Reading Counts
assessments, Frayer Model with strategic word lists, Houghton
Mifflin materials

Use of scaffolded learning and review, strategic word study and
focused instruction based on student assessment data, creation
of word study groups, SRI, Reading Counts, MAPs RIT
information

Use of scaffolded learning and review, strategic word study and
focused instruction based on student assessment data,
Houghton Mifflin materials

Use of scaffolded learning and review, strategic writing
instruction based on student assessment data, Houghton Mifflin
materials, increased opportunity for writing practice
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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

Annual plan created for grade level meetings, vertical
team meetings, at-risk meetings, committee meetings, and
Individual Learning Plans (ILPs)

Data analysis from 2008-09 MAPs and CST as well as
site-based assessments

School-wide, grade level, and subgroup goals created and
plan for addressing goals developed

ILPs written for each student.

At-Risk and Watch students identified and intervention
plan developed.

Professional Development plan developed and
implemented based on analysis of data and site-identified
needs: provide release time for teachers to collaborate
within the school day; provide two training sessions with
Gail Adams (reading comprehension and vocabulary);
provide resource materials to enhance instruction; provide
opportunities at routine staff meetings for grade level and
vertical team collaboration; provide web-based
professional development opportunities

Grade level team meetings at least twice monthly; vertical
teams meet at least once per trimester; at-risk meetings at
least once per trimester; Individual Learning Plans
discussed with individual students at least once per
trimester

Data analysis from winter assessments; work with peers to
determine if assessments are adequate to provide needed
information on student progress; adjust and adapt as
needed

Progress toward school-wide, grade level, and subgroup
goals monitored (on-going); utilize plan to inform
classroom instruction, adjusting as needed based upon
formal and informal student assessment; align goals with
student needs; mid-year assessments administered

Individual Learning Plans updated and reviewed for all
students; progress on student goals reviewed and sent
home with progress reports

Review interventions and accommodations made for each
identified child; monitor progress

Continue professional development plan, assess and
revise as needed: provide release time for teachers to
collaborate within the school day; provide one training
sessions with Gail Adams (to be determined by January
meeting); provide resource materials to enhance
instruction; provide opportunities at routine staff meetings
for grade level and vertical team collaboration; provide
web-based professional development opportunities

Grade level team meetings at least twice monthly; vertical
teams meet at least once per trimester; at-risk meetings at
least once per trimester; Individual Learning Plans
discussed with individual students at least once per
trimester

Data analysis from spring assessments; work with peers
to determine if assessments are adequate to provide
needed information on student progress; adjust and adapt
as needed; make recommendations for 2010-2011
assessment plan

School-wide, grade level, and subgroup goals evaluated
for achievement; review effectiveness of site plan to
address all goals; end-of-year assessments administered

Use of Individual Learning Plans evaluated; adjust and
adapt as needed; make recommendations for 2010-2011
application

Review interventions and accommodations made for each
identified child; evaluate progress and notate on end of
year ILP; adjust and adapt as needed; make
recommendations for 2010-2011 intervention plan; note
specific student data on "pink" and "blue" placement forms

Evaluate effectiveness of additional training and support;
make recommendations for 2010-2011 professional
development plan
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How will implementation of tasks be measured?

Grade level, vertical team, at-risk , and committee
meetings placed on calendar

CST, MAPs (end of year 2009 and fall 2009), and site-
based assessments recorded and utilized in creating goals

School-wide, grade level, and subgroup goals written and
incorporated into SPSA

ILPs written for each student and distributed to parents at
first trimester conferences

Student Watch and At-Risk lists compiled and
interventions planned. List reviewed and updated regularly
at grade level and staff meetings

Staff development calendar posted on Learning Point for
all teachers to review

Notes from grade level meetings submitted to
principal and maintained in common binder for easy
reference

MAPSs and site-based assessments utilized to create
intervention groups; on-going assessment to revise
groupings as needed, changes documented in meeting
notes

Goals reviewed regularly; progress on goals reported at
grade level meetings and documented in meeting notes

ILPs reviewed with each student at end of second
trimester; sent home with progress report

Second trimester grade level meetings to discuss
interventions and progress of watch and at risk students;
progress documented in grade level meeting notes

UBC (defacto teacher advisory committee) reviews staff
development calendar and make recommendations and
adjustments; UBC solicits teacher presenters for identified
needs and topics of interest

Notes from grade level meetings submitted to principal
and maintained in common binder for easy reference

MAPs and site-based assessments utilized to create
intervention groups; on-going assessment to revise
groupings as needed, changes documented in meeting
notes; preliminary plan for 2010-2011 placed in meeting
notes binder

Goals reviewed regularly; progress on goals reported at
grade level meetings and documented in meeting notes;
preliminary plan for 2010-2011 placed in meeting notes

binder

ILPs reviewed with each student at end of third trimester;
sent home with progress report; suggested changes in ILP
form and process for 2010-2011 documented in meeting
notes

Third trimester grade level meetings to discuss
interventions and progress of watch and at risk students;
progress documented in grade level meeting notes

Teacher survey to evaluate staff development plan
administered, summarized, and distributed to teachers for
review; suggested changes for 2010-2011 documented in
meeting notes
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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

How will implementation of tasks be measured?
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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

How will implementation of tasks be measured?
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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

How will implementation of tasks be measured?
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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?
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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

Data analysis from 2008-09 MAPs and CST as well as
site-based assessments for Asian subgroup of students.

Goal written to address Asian subgroup of students;
emphasis on overall improvement of both ELA and Math
CST

Individual Learning Plan developed for each Asian
subgroup student; specific areas of need identified and
intervention plan created; Avenues Impact teacher
provided for beginning, early intermediate, and
intermediate students

Data analysis from winter assessments for Asian
subgroup of students

Progress toward goal monitored

Individual Learning Plans updated and reviewed for all
Asian subgroup students; progress on goals reviewed and
sent home with progress reports; review interventions and
accommodations made for each child, adjust as needed;
Avenues impact teacher review effectiveness of
intervention with classroom teachers; modify groups as
needed

Data analysis from spring assessments for Asian
subgroup of students

Goal evaluated for achievement

Achievement of individual goals evaluated; review
interventions and accommodations and evaluate
effectiveness of the individual plan

How will implementation of tasks be measured?

CST, MAPs (end of year 2009 and fall 2009) and site-
based assessments recorded and utilized in creating goal

Sub-group goal written and incorporated into SPSA

ILPs written for each student in subgroup and distributed
to parents at first trimester conference

MAPs and site-based assessments utilized to create
intervention groups, including Asian students as needed;
on-going assessment to revise groupings as needed;
changes documented in meeting notes

Goal reviewed regularly at grade level and vertical team
meetings; progress on goals reported at grade level
meetings and documented in meeting notes

ILPs reviewed with each student at end of second
trimester and sent home with progress report

Avenues Impact added for at-risk ELL students, including
Asian subgroup and progress in curriculum tracked

Notes from grade level meetings submitted to principal
and maintained in common binder for easy reference

Goal reviewed regularly at grade level and vertical team
meetings; progress on goals reported at grade level
meetings and documented in meeting notes; preliminary
plan for 2010-2011 placed in meeting notes binder

ILPs reviewed with each student at end of third trimester
and sent home with progress report; suggested changes
for 2010-2011 documented in meeting notes

Avenues Impact continued for at-risk ELL students,
including Asian subgroup and progress in curriculum
tracked
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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
to build staff capacity

Parent Engagement
to support student learning

Student Engagement
for partnership in learning

Grade level teams will work to create a cohesive plan that
addresses CA standards with regard to the site SMART
goal and specific grade level goal.

Vertical teams and cross-grade level teams will meet to
coordinate consistency in grade-level expectations in
language arts, math, and science based on standards.
Particular emphasis will be placed on reading
comprehension standards and the school-wide reading
comprehension plan.

Grade level teams will meet regularly to evaluate progress
toward grade level goal, school wide goal, address needs
of individual students, address needs of targeted
subgroups, and to support each other in the exchange of
effective reading, writing, math, and science strategies.
The expertise of the SCES staff, district staff, and outside
resources will be shared in staff training a minimum of five
times this year. Topics and needs will be determined
through teacher, staff, and administrative input.

Principal will inform the community of site goals, the
ILP process, and the commitment of the staff toward
that end through the monthly newsletter, Principal
Chat, PTA, Foundation, Back to School Night,
Spring Open House, and Site Council meetings.
Parents will be asked to complete a year-end survey
about general school culture and climate.

Parent volunteer coordinator (PTA) will work with
staff to provide multiple opportunities for classroom
support.

Students will complete an Individual Learning Plan
each fall and review in winter and spring.
Teachers will utilize a variety of strategies and
techniques to engage students in curriculum,
differentiating appropriately.

Students in special day classes will start each
morning in a general education "homeroom."
They will attend assemblies, programs, and field
trips with their morning class. The blending model
will encourage the special day students to interact
with students beyond their class and will provide
opportunities for general education students to
demonstrate sensitivity and compassion.
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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

In August and January, the principal assembles all of the students to discuss and review the school rules and behavior expectations. At the weekly Friday Flag
assemblies, students and staff review the six character traits from Character Counts! and school-wide slogans that instill appropriate behavior. Affirmations that are
enthusiastically recited at the weekly assemblies include “Work hard. Be kind,” “Treat others the way you want them to treat you,” “If there is a problem, we look for
a solution," "If there is a better way, we find it," "If a teammate needs help, we give it," and "If we need help, we ask.” The Student Handbook and District Discipline
Policies and Procedures are distributed each fall and to new enrollees throughout the year.

As our mission statement reads, “Every student will have the opportunity to acquire the knowledge, skills and attitudes needed to develop a positive self-worth,
make informed choices, and function effectively in a diverse society.” To that end, our PIP program and counseling services (paid for by the site) offer a variety of
opportunities in individual, small group and whole-class lessons settings to focus on the necessary social/emotional skills to be successful citizens.

Students who demonstrate exceptional achievement as identified by their teacher or who have been caught by an adult doing something good are invited to sign
the Principal’s Pride poster. Additionally, students who demonstrate exceptional achievement in adhering to the six character traits receive an "Otterly Terrific" from
staff. Six "Otterly Terrific" recipients are chosen at random each Friday Flag and receive a certificate and ice cream coupon. Consequences for improper behavior
include Low Level Referral Forms, which are given for minor offenses to the school rules and are part of the site Positive Behavior Support plan. The forms go
home to be signed by the parent and returned. Behavior referrals are given to students who violate school rules on a more severe degree, such as fighting.
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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

Student Safety Program K-4 120 minutes
Individual/small group counseling K-5 As needed

Tobacco Use Prevention Education 4 120 minutes
Character Counts! and Red Ribbon Week K-5 300 minutes

Primary Interaction Program (PIP) K-3 360 minutes

Caring Connections Pre-K-5 varies

Character Counts! K-5 varies
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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) $2,499
EIA-EL: Economic Impact Aid - English Learners $3,600
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
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

Principal c%?j:;ﬁ::“ SEEo:f;l Parent ESIJI;SIEEE; %EE Name B Signature Sigé‘;;”re
[] [] [] X] [] 2010 Octavian Popaluca é‘éagﬁ_' //g/gam
] [] [] X (1 |20t0 Beth Sperry Bteh Soncy 1/12/)0
[] [] [] X (1 l2011 Eric Scofield % 1f1e) 1o
00 o w0 [ uewene il e oy Vil
TN TN I N VRN R e wm\m il
[ X [ (] (1 |2011 Conne Houk 7 ) 1/12/Pp
] X [] [1 [] 2010 Debi Norris /)é[} /-/Z -0
[] Xi [] [] (1 |2010 Joanne Woodard S / < C\ et 2 I
[] [] ] [] [1 2011 Cindy O'Donnell /&WJ_\(O M i- 1210
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[] [] [1] [1] []
[l [] [1] [] [1]
1 3 1 5 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 01-12-10.
The signature of the Principal verifies that:

Information regarding school-based programs has been provided to site advisory committees or representatives.

All interested persons had the opportunity to meet to establish the SSC.

The SSC had the opportunity 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:

He/She has reviewed and affirmed the above listed assurances.

The signature of each Advisory Committee Chairperson/Representative indicates that:
The represented group has been sought out, and has had the opportunity to provide input for the SBCP and related expenditures.
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V.C. FUNDING AND GOVERNANCE - ASSURANCES AND SIGNATURES

The School Site Council (SSC) recommends this SPSA and proposed expenditures to the district goverhing board for approval and assures the Board
of the following:

1. The S8C is correctly constituted and was formed in accordance with district governing board policy, school site bylaws, and state law.
Califernia 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.

» At the secondary level: parity between (a) the principal, classroom teachers, and other school personnel, and {b} equal numbers of students, and
parents /other community members, selected by parents and students.

e  Atboth the elementary and secondary levels classroom teachers comprise the majority of persons represented under subdivision (a)

*  Atthe discretion of the local governing board, the middle school may, but is not required to, inciude 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 qualifications 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 taw 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 parformance.
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
Sought input from school advisory committees
Reaffirmed or revised school and subgroup goals
Revised improvement strategies and expenditures
Recommended the approved SPSA to the governing board
f.  Monitored implementation of the SP
6. The SSC has sought and considered all recommendations from the following groups:

@ oo0go

Advisory Committee Chairperson / Representative Name . ) Signature Date
English Learner Harish Divakaran /,/1%\/ //\' ﬁ /%1- é_[}fﬂg/ I~ ] / j{/&:y‘@
Special Education Coreen Gardella ﬁ:}_% M //I/-;_/ow/o
Title 1 (if applicable) N/A P ’

Library Octavian Popaluca %L&/\ /%’v?/:&f-o'
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V.D.

BUDGET DEVELOPMENT FORM

SITE: Shoal Creek Elementary School
PROGRAM: ELAP (Grades 4-8 only)
RESOURCE NUMBER: 6286-000
Budget Summary for ELAP (Grades 4-8 only)
2009 ENTITLEMENT: $2,499 AMOUNT PER STUDENT: $
PLUS CARRYOVER: $1,944 # OF STUDENTS:
TOTAL SITE BUDGET: $4,443 TOTAL ENTITLEMENT: $4,443
BUDGETED
EXPENDITURES
FUNCTION 1000 FUNCTION 2700 FUNCTION 3110 GRAND
OBJECT INSTRUCTIONAL  SCHOOL ADMIN  COUNSELING FUNCTION FUNCTION TOTAL
1100-014: TEACHER HOURLY $3000 $ $ $ $ $3000
2100-014: INSTRUCTIONAL AIDE HOURLY $1000 $ $ $ $ $1000
4300-010: SUPPLIES $443 $ $ $ $ $443
$ $ $ $ $ $
$ $ $ $ $ $
TOTAL SITE BUDGET: $4443 $ $ $ $ $4443
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: Shoal Creek Elementary School
PROGRAM: EIA - Economic Impact Aid (English
Learners)
RESOURCE NUMBER:  7091-000
Budget Summary for EIA - Economic Impact Aid (English Learners)

2009 ENTITLEMENT: $3,600 AMOUNT PER STUDENT: $

PLUS CARRYOVER: $6,170 # OF STUDENTS:
TOTAL SITE BUDGET:  $9,770 TOTAL ENTITLEMENT: $9,770

BUDGETED
EXPENDITURES

FACTONIGe  ENCTONZOD  FNCTONZNO  cvoron runcron R0
1100-014: TEACHER HOURLY $6000 $ $ $ $ $6000
1100-012: TEACHER SUB $2970 $ $ $ $ $2970
2100-014: INSTRUCTIONAL AIDE HOURLY $800 $ $ $ $ $800
$ $ $ $ $ $
TOTAL SITE BUDGET: $9770 $ $ $ $ $9770

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
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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
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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
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