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VISONand MISSONSTATEMENTS

Hunt Elementary recognizes each child as unique individuals, with varying learning styles and abilities. As a staff, we will strive
to continue expanding our professional goals so as to ensure that all children will learn. We are very proud of our Q\Ostatus
for the past nine years, and will continue to supply our most valuable resource a meaningful and satisfying elementary
education experience.

Hunt Elementary will provide our developing young minds with a sound education, so as to instill a thirst for knowledge that
will promote lifelong learners who will become productive members of our society.

PART I: CURRENT SCHOOL STATUS

SCHOOL PROFILE/ DEMOGRAPHICS

Brief History and Background of the School

Hunt Elementary is located in the City of Coral Springs. The school opened its doors in 1977. Hunt is a neighborhood school
and all boundary students are within walking distance. The diversity of the surrounding community makes Hunt a cultural
melting pot.

Unique School Strengths for Next Year

Hunt has been an A school for the past 9 years and has met Annual Yearly Progress (AYP) for the last 5 years.

Unique School Weaknesses for Next Year

Addressing the needs of our White students to ensure they continue making academic improvements.

Student Demographics

In 2008-2009, Hunt Elementary had a 47% female and 53% male population. The racial breakdown was 14% White; 49%
Black; 30% Hispanic; 2% Asian; .33% Native American and 5% Multiracial. 73% of Hunt students received free or reduced
lunch. Our ELL percentage was 27% and 12% of our students were ESE in 2009.

Sudent Attendance Rates
In 2008-2009, Hunt® attendance rate was 95%.

Student Mobility

In 2008-2009, Hunt® mobility rate was 23%, which has decreased in the last three years.

Student Suspension Rates

Hunt® suspension rate for 2009 was .20%, which has decreased in the last three years.

Student Retention Rates

In 2008, Hunt® Retention rate was 4% which is lower than in 2007.



Class Sze
In 2009, Hunt@® class size was 16 students in K-3; 19 students in 4-5.
Academic Performance of Feeder Pattern

Forest Glen MS- School Grade: A; AYP: Did not meet criteria
Coral Springs HS- School Grade: D; AYP: Did not meet criteria

Partnerships and Grants

Hunt Elementary received a grant from the City of Coral Springs to purchase sporting equipment and nutritional supplements
for our after school H.E.A.T Club (Hunt Elementary Athletic Team). The club will build student knowledge of various team sports

and focus on those character traits that create a well-rounded student athlete.

STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT DATA

Note: The following links will open in a separate browser window.
School Grades Trend Data

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Trend Data

Florida Comprehensive Assessment Test (FCAT) Trend Data

HIGHLY QUALIFIED ADMINISTRATORS

# of
Degree(s)/ Years at

Certification(s) Current

School

# of Years as
an
Administrator

Position Name

Prior Performance Record *

Psychology 6-12;
Adult &
Administration;
Guidance &
Counseling K-12;
School Principal

Principal Debra Braly 12 22

Principal of Hunt ES in 2008-2009
Grade: A

Reading Mastery: 86%

Math Mastery: 89%

Science Mastery: 54%

Writing Mastery: 98%

AYP: All subgroups met criteria
2007 -08 Grade: A

Reading Mastery: 80%

Math Mastery: 88%

Science Mastery: 454%

Writing Mastery: 95%

AYP: All subgroups met criteria
2006 -07 Grade: A

Reading Mastery: 80%

Math Mastery: 89%

Science Mastery: 47%

Writing Mastery: 96%

AYP: All subgroups met criteria

BA: Elem Ed
FAU

Med: Ed. 16 5
Leadership
FAU

Christina

Assis Principal McNair

Asst. Principal of Hunt ES in 2008-2009
Grade: A

Reading Mastery: 86%

Math Mastery: 89%

Science Mastery: 54%

Writing Mastery: 98%

AYP: All subgroups met criteria
2007 -08 Grade: A

Reading Mastery: 80%

Math Mastery: 88%

Science Mastery: 454%

Writing Mastery: 95%

AYP: All subgroups met criteria
2006 -07 Grade: A

Reading Mastery: 80%

Math Mastery: 89%

Science Mastery: 47%

Writing Mastery: 96%

AYP: All subgroups met criteria

* Note: Prior Performance Record (including prior School Grades and AYP information along with the associated school year)

HIGHLY QUALIFIED INSTRUCTIONAL COACHES

# of
Degree(s)/ Years at |# of Years as a

Certification(s) Current Coach

School

Subject Area Name

Prior Performance Record *

Elem 1-6;
Primary Ed. K-3; 10 3
ESOL

Kim

Reading Chamberlin

2008 -2009 Grade: A

Reading Mastery: 86%

Math Mastery: 89%

Science Mastery: 54%

Writing Mastery: 98%

AYP: All subgroups met criteria
2007 -08 Grade: A

Reading Mastery: 80%

Math Mastery: 88%

Science Mastery: 454%
Writing Mastery: 95%

AYP: All subgroups met criteria
2006 -07Grade: A

Reading Mastery: 80%




Math Mastery: 89%

Science Mastery: 47%
Writing Mastery: 96%
AYP: All subgroups met criteria

* Note: Prior Performance Record (including prior School Grades and AYP information along with the associated school year)

HIGHLY QUALIFIED TEACHERS

Projected . .
R Person : Not Applicable (If not, please explain
Description of Strategy Responsible Completion why)
Date

1. Regular meetings of new teachers with other new . .

teachers in zone, along with NESS coaches NESS Liaison Ongoing

2. Partnering new teachers or teachers new to the school Asst. Principal; o .

with veteran teachers NESS Liaison ngoing

Principal
3.Maintaining an open door policy with leadership team Asst. Principal; [Ongoing
Team Leaders
Non-Highly Qualified Instructors
Professional
e ae Teaching Development/Support
Name Certification Assignment to Become Highly
Qualified

No data submitted

Saff Demographics
% of % of % of % of o .
Total Number % of Teachers Teachers Teachers Teachers B % Reading /o National
of First-Y ith 1-5 ith 6-14 ith 15+ ith | oo Highly| £ yorsed | (Board | %o ESOL
Instructional |~''St-Year wi wi wi wi Qualified ndorse Certified |Endorsed
Teachers Years of Years of Years of Advanced Teachers
Staff h h h Teachers
Experience Experience Experience Degrees

53 0 32 40 28 7 100 4 8 83

Teacher Mentoring Program
Mentee Rationale Planned Mentoring
Mentor Name Assigned for Pairing Activities

No data submitted

ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS

Coordinatio n and Integration

Note: For Title | schools only

Title I, Part A

Title | funds are used for parental activities, such as workshops, that will assist parents in helping their child improve his/her
academic performance. Teacher salaries are also funded through Title I.

Title I, Part C- Migrant

Title I, Part D

Title Il

Title Il

Title X- Homeless




Supplemental Academic Instruction (SAl)

A percentage of SAI funds are used to fund an instructional support staff person, who provides academic support to students
during the school day.

Violence Prevention Programs

Gang Resistance and Drug Education (GRADE) is taught to fifth grade students by the School Resource Office. This program is
sponsored and funded by the City of Coral Springs and the Coral Springs Police Department.

Nutrition Programs

First grade students are provided a dental hygiene program during the year. This is provided by a local dentist.

Housing Programs

Head Start

Adult Education

Career and Technical Education

Job Training

Other

Response to Instruction/ Intervention (Rtl)

rSchool-based RtI Team

Identify the school-based Rtl Leadership Team.

ESE Specialist- Leader of the team and provides the team with focus; Assistant Principal- Administrative support; Guidance
Counselor- To assist in addressing the emotional needs of the students; Speech/Language Pathologist- To provide input and
interventions; Reading Coach- Academic interventions and instructional support; School Psychologist- Testing and diagnostic
information; ESE Teacher- To provide interventions and assist with decision making; Classroom Teacher (as needed)- Provide
information on individual students and update on interventions used.

Describe how the school-based Rtl Leadership Team functions (e.g. meeting processes and roles/functions).

The Rtl Leadership Team meets regularly to address teacher concerns about individual students. The team meets once a
week, with individual teachers, to provide evidence based interventions to use in the classroom and to evaluate the
effectiveness of interventions already in place. Student data (FCAT, BAT, Mini-Assessments, etc.) is reviewed to determine if
progress is being made. Further interventions are introduced to assist with addressing the student® needs.

Describe the role of the school-based Rtl Leadership Team in the development and implementation of the school improvement plan

A member of the Rtl, attends the monthly School Advisory Council (SAC) meetings and provides input into the development of
the School Improvement Plan (SIP).

r RtI Implementation

Describe the data management system used to summarize tiered data.

Baseline Data: Benchmark Assessment Test (BAT 1 & 2 for Reading and Math); FCAT from previous years;
Progress Monitoring: Mini-Assessments, Practice FCAT tests

Diagnostic Assessment: DAR; ERDA

End of Year: FCAT

Data is collected on an ongoing basis. Rtl team has access to all student data on our school database.




Describe the plan to train staff on Rtl.

Professional development on the Rtl process will be provided for the entire staff during faculty meetings. Small group
sessions will be held during teachersGcommon planning time and after school. These sessions with occur through out the
school year and as the Rtl team deems necessary.

School Wide Forida® Continuous Improvement Model

rPlan

Data Disaggregation 2008-2009 FCAT Data

What strengths and weaknesses were identified in the 2009 data by grade level, subject area, and clusters/strands?

Strengths: 98% of students meet standards in writing. The number of 5th graders achieving a Level 3 and higher in Science
has increased.

Weakness: In 5th grade, the lowest content area in Math is Data Analysis.
In grades 3rd and 5th word analysis was the lowest content area in Reading.

Instructional Calendar Development

What is the process for developing, implementing, and monitoring an Instructional Focus Calendar for reading, writing, mathematics,
and science?

Grade level Instructional Focus Calendars (IFC) were drafted in April 2009 for the following school year. The IFCs will be
revised in September 2009 as determined by disaggregated FCAT and SAT data results from 2008-2009. They will also be
correlated to the new district IFCs. |IFCs are being updated on an ongoing basis depending on student data.

Administration ensures that |FCs are implemented through reviewing classroom teachersOesson plan books, classroom walk-
through and grade level discussion of student data. Teachers who struggle to implement IFCs with fidelity are given a mentor
teacher, are provided opportunities to observe effective teaching and are monitored for improvements.

Which instructional Benchmarks will be given priority focus, based on need, for each content area (reading, writing, mathematics,
and science)?

Reading: Word Analysis will be given priority focus, especially in 3rd and 5th grades.

Math: Data Analysis will be given priority focus, especially in 5th grade. Algebraic Thinking will also be given priority focus,
especially in 3rd grade.

What is the process to ensure instruction is based on individual studentsOneeds, as opposed to the master schedule?
Once FCAT scores were released, student learning gains were determined and classroom placement was adjusted as

necessary. Students were also placed in a remediation group or a supplemental reading program for additional assistance
during the school day.

How does the school incorporate applied and integrated courses to help students see the relationships between subjects and
relevance to their future?

Teachers develop their lesson plans to ensure that instruction is relevant to all students. Teachers use a variety of current
resources to enhance the curriculum and its relevance.

How does the school incorporate studentsGacademic and career planning, as well as promote student course selections, so that
studentsOcourse of study is personally meaningful?

Hunt Elementary is an elementary school and all students are enrolled in all the same required core courses.

rDO

Direct the Instructional Focus

How are lesson plans and instructional delivery aligned across grade levels and subject areas?

¥ Grade level teachers collaboratively create IFCs and lesson plans.
¥ Learning communities are scheduled for teachers to share best practices.




¥ Resources used are consistent throughout grade levels.

How are instructional focus lessons developed and delivered?

¥ Lessons were developed by grade level teachers according to district IFCs.

¥ Grade level teachers determined the lessons used based off student needs and benchmarks.
¥ Lessons are taught during a common grade level instructional block

¥ Instructional lessons are taught at the beginning of each content area time.

¥ Focus lessons are taught by the content area teachers.

How will instructional focus lessons be revised and monitored?

¥ Data collected and other lesson assessments will determine the need to revise focus lessons.
¥ Teacher and administrators will use student data to determine lesson effectiveness.
¥ Classroom Walk-Through will be used to assess focus lessons.

rCHECK

Assessment

Describe the types of ongoing formative assessments to be used during the school year to measure student progress in core,
supplemental, and intensive instruction/intervention.

¥ Mini- Assessments; Benchmark Assessment Test (1 & 2); Content Area tests
¥ Assessments will be administered at the end of a focus lesson and as necessary after remediation.

How are assessments used to identify students reaching mastery and those not reaching mastery?

¥ Mastery is set at 80%. Teachers have agreed, students who have mastered a lesson at this level have a firm
understanding of the benchmark taught.

¥ Percentage of students not meeting mastery will determine the need to redirect the focus lessons.

¥ Small groups are formed to meet student needs.

¥ Teachers with high levels of mastery, share best practices with their team members.

Maintenance

How is ongoing assessment and maintenance of Benchmark mastery for each grade level and content area built into the
Instructional Focus Calendar?

¥ Students who have mastered a benchmark are provided with enrichment activities to challenge their understanding.
¥ Students are provided with small group instruction according to their level of understanding.

Describe the process and schedule for teams to review progress monitoring data (summative and mini assessments) to identify the
required instructional modifications that are needed to increase student achievement.

¥ Grade levels meet on a weekly basis, at which time, they review data and make modifications to instruction as needed.
¥ Grade levels meet with administration on an ongoing basis to discuss grade level and individual teacher data.
¥ School data is discussed at monthly faculty meetings to monitor the progress of the School Improvement Plan goals.

Monitoring

Describe the Principal® and Leadership Team® roles as instructional leaders and how they will be continuously involved in the
teaching and learning process.

¥ Remediation groups are developed and updated (through out the year) by administration and leadership team based off
student data.

¥ Supplemental Reading groups are formulated to meet studentsGacademic needs.

¥ Small group instruction in classrooms is used to differentiate instruction.

¥ Reading coach provides classroom teachers with strategies to improve student achievement.

¥ Reading coach and administration do Classroom walk- through to monitor curriculum.

rACT

Supplemental and Intensive Instruction/Interventions




Identify the core, supplemental, and intensive instruction and interventions.

How are supplemental and intensive instruction/interventions and tutorials structured to re-teach non-mastered target areas?

¥Intervention materials accompanying state adopted texts are used to re-teach non-mastered target areas.

How does the school identify staff@ professional development needs to improve their instructional strategies?

¥Grade levels analyze data to identify staff development needed as a team.

¥School data determines professional development needed at a school level to increase student achievement.
¥Classroom walk- through helps administration direct teachers toward proper professional development to meet student
needs.

¥Teacher® analyze student data to determine their personnel professional development needs.

Which students will be targeted for supplemental and intensive instruction/interventions?

¥Students who score a Level 1 or Level 2 on the FCAT are targeted for supplemental instruction.

¥Students who score below the 50th percentile on the SAT receive intervention programs.

¥Students entering kindergarten with little knowledge of letters/sounds will receive intensive instruction/interventions.
¥Through progress monitoring and observations students who consistently demonstrate academic difficulty receive
remediation during school hours.

¥After school academic camps are offered to students targeted to make learning gains and those not making mastery.

How will the effectiveness of the interventions be measured throughout the year?

¥Support personnel, providing supplemental instruction, will meet with grade level teams to discuss student progress,
strategies and interventions used. Unsuccessful strategies will be replaced with alternative interventions.

¥Strategies are discussed and put in place to correct factors that hinder successful implementation of strategies (scheduling,
etc.)

¥Student data is analyzed to determine effective of interventions and to ensure proper placement.

Enrichment

Describe alternative instructional delivery methods to support acceleration and enrichment activities.

¥Students who exceed mastery are placed in district approved enrichment programs (Glencoe Math, etc.)
¥Teachers with enriched students develop lessons to meet student academic needs.

Describe how students are identified for enrichment strategies.

¥FCAT and other assessment results that demonstrate consistent proficiency are used to determine placement in an enriched
academic program.

¥Parents are informed of the expectations for the student in the higher level course, and their continued parental
involvement and support are encouraged.

Professional Learning Communities

PLC Organization (grade level, Frequency of Primary Focus of PLC (include Lesson

subject, etc.) PLC Leader PLC Meetings Schedule (when) Study and Data Analysis)
Working collaboratively to research
appropriate intervention and enrichment
K-1: 2-3: 4-5 Team Leaders Monthly Wednesday during strategies to increase student

common planning time achievement; analyze the effectiveness of
the Instructional Focus Calendars;
intervention and enrichment strategies

NCLB Public School Choice
Note: For Title | schools only

Notification of (School in Need of Improvement) SINI Status
No Attached Notification of (School in Need of Improvement) SINI Status

Public School Choice with Transportation (CWT) Notification
No Attached Public School Choice with Transportation (CWT) Notification

Notification of (School in Need of Improvement) SINI Status



No Attached Supplemental Educational Services (SES) Notification

Pre-School Transition

Students in our PLACE program, who are eligible for kindergarten, are given the opportunity to visit a kindergarten classroom.
To start, the PLACE student attends Special (art, music, etc.) with the kindergarten classroom. They are gradually worked into
a part of the kindergarten® classrooms daily routine. PLACE students eat lunch in the cafeteria daily, so they have the
experience of going through the cafeteria line and getting their lunches, which makes it easier for them to adjust when they

are kindergartners.
When PLACE students are registered for kindergarten, they are given a letters and sounds test to assess their reading

readiness.

Postsecondary Transition

Note: Required for High School- Sec. 1008.37( 4), F.S.



PART Il: EXPECTED IMPROVEMENTS

Reading Goal

Needs Assessment: Based on School Grade and Adequate Yearly Progress Data:
Did the total percent proficient increase or decrease? What is the percent change?
What clusters/strands, by grade level, showed decrease in proficiency?

Did all student subgroups meet AYP targets? If not, which subgroups did not meet the targets?

Did 50% or more of the lowest 25% make learning gains? What is the percent of the lowest 25% of
students making learning gains?

Did 50% or more of the total number tested make learning gains? What is the percent of students
making learning gains?

Based on the Needs Assessment, Identify Area(s)

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement
for Improvement

In grades 3-5, 86% of students achieved mastery on the
2009 administration of the FCAT Reading Test.

In grades 3-5, 86% of the students will achieve mastery
for Reading on the 2010 FCAT Reading Test

Process Used to
Determine Effectiveness
of Action Step

Person Responsible
for Monitoring the
Action Step

Action Step Evaluation Tool

Students in grades K-3 will
be taught using the
McGraw- Hill Treasures
reading program and 4-5 will
use the Trophies Basal
reading program. Students
will be grouped according to
their ability and assessed
using the end of story/unit
tests, as well as, receive
supplemental instruction
using the Direct Instruction
program.

Principal; Reading
Coach; Classroom
Teacher

Review test data to ensure
student mastery of tested
benchmarks

Data points from database

Students in 3rd/4th/5th
grade will be mentored by a
GoachOon a regular basis
to review student goals,
test scores, and student
strategies to prepare for the
FCAT assessment.

Principal; Asst.
Principal; Reading
Coach; Classroom
Teacher

Review with teachers Student Goal Sheet
student goals and mentoring

schedule

Students in grades 3-5 not
meeting proficiency on the
Benchmark Assessment Test
(BAT) in reading will be
remediated in small groups.
These groups will be
developed based on the
Sept. scores as well as the
Nov. scores.

Principal

Review BAT data scores and|BAT scores

create remediation groups

Based on the Needs Assessment, Identify Area(s)
for Improvement

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement

In grades 3-5, 79% of students achieved learni ng gains
on the 2009 administration of the FCAT Reading Test.

In grades 3-5, 80% of students will achieve learning
gains on the 2010 FCAT Reading Test.

Person Responsible
for Monitoring the
Action Step

Action Step

Process Used to
Determine Effectiveness
of Action Step

Evaluation Tool

Students in grades K-5 will
participate in the Scholastic
Reading Program where they
read books based on their
IRL level and take
comprehension assessments
on the computer. Scholastic
reports will be reviewed on a
regular basis and students
will be rewarded monthly.

Principal; Asst.
Principal; Reading
Coach; Media
Specialist

Review student Scholastic
Reports for comprehension
percentage; level of book
read and length of time
between comprehension
tests taken.

Scholastic Student Report




Camp.

2 Students in 3-5th grade
who score a Level 1 and
Level 2 on Reading FCAT -
SSS will have an opport unity|
to participate in Reading

Principal; Classroom
Teacher

Review FCAT data to ensure
proper placement in camp
group.

Assessment data reports

comprehension and skill

3 Students in K-5 will receive

practice via CCC software.

Principal; Asst.
Principal; Reading
Coach; Classroom
Teacher

Review CCC data reports to
monitor daily progress and
reading gains.

CCC reports Today® Session
and Level/Session and
Performance

for Improvement

Based on the Needs Assessment, Identify Area(s)

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement

Reading Test.

Based on the 2009 FCAT Reading data, 78% of the
lowest 25% achieved learni ng gains on the 2009 FCAT

Students in the bottom quartile, 78% of the students will
achieve learning gains on the 2010 FCAT Reading Test.

Action Step

Person Responsible
for Monitoring the
Action Step

Process Used to
Determine Effectiveness
of Action Step

Evaluation Tool

1 Students in grades 3-5

considered to be in the
lowest 25%, will be

These groups will be

Nov. scores.

meeting proficiency on the
Benchmark Assessment Test
(BAT) in reading and are

remediated in small groups.

developed based on the
Sept. scores as well as the

not [Principal; Asst.

Principal

Review BAT data scores for
low quartile students and
place in appropriate
remediation group

BAT data reports

Students in grades K-5 who
are reading below grade
level will receive a double
dose of reading instruction
via Direct Instruction.

Principal; Reading
Coach; DI Instructors

Review DI pacing chart s and
test data.

Provide DI teachers with
feedback and further
training.

DI folders with pacing
charts and fluency/mastery
tests data

Students in grades 3-5 who
are reading below grade
level will build fluency skills
through the Great Leaps

Principal; Reading
Coach

Review Great Leaps pacing
charts and provide feedback
and further training

Great Leaps folders with
pacing chart of student
progress

program.

Professional Development Aligned with Objective:

Target Strategy for Person
Objective Addressed Content/Topic Facilitator Da%e Follow-up/ Responsible
Monitoring for Monitoring
In grades 3-5, 86% of the Effective implementation Lesson Plans; Reading
students will achieve mastery . . September |Classroom Visits; X
for Reading on the 2010 FCAT of the Treasures Reading |Reading Coach 2009 Focused Walk- anch,
; components Principal
Reading Test. Throughs
In grades 3-5, 86% of the . . . .
students will achieve mastery Fg;i?gxﬁolnmaﬁlﬁ;ncigtatIon (Rice;:grl\r?gAsst August Lesson Plans; Principal;
for Reading on the 2010 FCAT N © 12009 Classroom Visits Reading Coach
N Calendars Principal
Reading Test.

For Schools with Grades 6-12, Describe the Plan to Ensure the Responsibility of Teaching Reading for Every

Teacher

Hunt Elementary goes K-5

Budget:

Description of Resources

Funding Source

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

Available Amount

SRA Direct Instruction Materials

SAC Funds

$4,800.00

Technology

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Total: $4,800.00

Available Amount

No Data

No Data

$0.00

Total: $0.00




Professional Development

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount
$0.00
Total: $0.00

No Data No Data

Available Amount
$1,140.00
$1,170.00

Total: $2,310.00
Final Total: $7,110.00

Description of Resources Funding Source

PTA Funds
Title |

Camp Instructors

Workshop Facilitators

End of Reading Goal

Mat hematics Goal

Needs Assessment: Based on School Grade and Adequate Yearly Progress Data:
Did the total percent proficient increase or decrease? What is the percent change?
What clusters/strands, by grade level, showed decrease in proficiency?

Did all student subgroups meet AYP targets? If not, which subgroups did not meet the targets?

Did 50% or more of the lowest 25% make learning gains? What is the percent of the lowest 25% of
students making learning gains?

Did 50% or more of the total number tested make learning gains? What is the percent of students
making learning gains?

Based on the Needs Assessment, Identify Area(s)

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement
for Improvement

In grades 3-5, 89% of students achieved mastery on the
2009 FCAT Math assessment.

In grades 3-5, 89% of students will achieve mastery on
the 2010 administration of the FCAT Math test.

Person Responsible |Process Used to
Action Step for Monitoring the Determine Effectiveness |Evaluation Tool
Action Step of Action Step

1 Students in grades K-5 will |Principal; Asst. Grade level teams will meet |Mini- Assessments; common
be taught using the Principal; Reading to review results of assessments correlate to
Harcourt Brace and/ or Coach assessments on an ongoing [standards
Saxon Math series. Students| basis to determine progress
will be assessed, remediated toward mastery of
and retaught via the 5 math benchmarks
strands.

2 Parents and students in K-5 |Principal; Reading Collect attendance logs and |Attendance sheets and
will have the opportunity to [Coach; Asst. Principal |parent feedback sheets feedback sheets
participate in a, grade level
appropriate, Math
Workshop, which provides
hands-on Math activities to
reinforce various math
concepts.

3 Students in 3rd/4th/5th Principal; Asst. Review with teachers, Student goal sheet;
grade will be mentored by a [Principal; Reading student goals and mentoring(Assessment data
GoachOon a regular basis [Coach; Classroom schedule
to review student goals, Teacher
test scores, and student
strategies to prepare for the
FCAT Math assessment.

Based on the Needs Assessment, Identify Area(s)

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement
for Improvement

In grades 3-5, 70% of students will achieve learning
gains on the 2010 FCAT Math test.

In grades 3-5, 68% of students achieved learni ng gains
on the 2009 administration of the FCAT Math test.

Process Used to
Determine Effectiveness
of Action Step

Person Responsible
for Monitoring the
Action Step

Action Step Evaluation Tool

Students in grades K-5 w
will have the opportunity to
enhance/reinforce math
skills via CCC (Computer
Curriculum Corporatio n)

Principal; Asst.
Principal; Reading
Coach; Classroom
Teacher

Review CCC data reports to
monitor student® progress
daily and math gains.

CCC reports: Today®
Session, Level/Session and
Performance




software.

(BAT) in math will be

These groups will be
developed based on the

Nov. scores.

2 Students in grades 3-5 not
meeting proficiency on the
Benchmark Assessment Test

remediated in small groups.

Sept. scores as well as the

Principal

Review BAT data scores and
create remediation groups

BAT scores

for Improvement

Based on the Needs Assessment, Identify Area(s)

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement

Based on the 2009 FCAT Math data, 68% of the bottom
quartile showed learning gains.

68% or more of the bottom quartile will make learning
gains on the 2010 Math FCAT test.

Person Responsible

Process Used to

by student data.

the progress of the lowest
quartile consistently; revise
interventions as indicated

Coach

Principal; Reading

Action Step for Monitoring the Determine Effectiveness |Evaluation Tool
Action Step of Action Step
1 Identify and closely monitor |Principal; Asst. Database of student Increase in student

assessment scores; record
of strategies utilized

achievement on
assessments

2 Students in K-5 that need

Princpal; Asst.

Grade level teams will review|

Progress of students on

additional assistance with a |Principal; Reading data on common assessments
specific math sub strand (as|Coach; Classroom assessments and group
determined by data) will be |Teacher students to remediate
remediated in a small group
setting.
Professional Development Aligned with Objective:
Target Strategy for Person
Objective Addressed Content/Topic Facilitator Date Follow-up/ Responsible
Monitoring for Monitoring
In grades 3-5, 89% of Effective Reading Principal:
students will achieve mastery [I[mplementation of c X August Classroom Visits; Lesson R .
A . X oach; Asst. Reading Coach;
on the 2010 administration of |Instructional Focus Principal 2009 Plans Asst. Principal
the FCAT Math test. Calendar :
In grades 3-5, 70% of CCC Reports: Today® Principal; Asst
students will achieve learning [Analyzing CCC Math Asst. Principal September [Session, Level/Session & Principal" .
gains on the 2010 FCAT Math |reports ’ 2009 Performance and Strand R
test. report Reading Coach

Budget:

Description of Resources

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

Funding Source

Available Amount

Saxon Math Refill kits

School Budget

$11,174.00

Technology
Description of Resources

Funding Source

Total: $11,174.00

Available Amount

No Data

No Data

$0.00

Professional Development

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Total: $0.00

Available Amount

No Data

No Data

$0.00

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Total: $0.00

Available Amount

Workshop Facilitators

Camp Instructor

Title 1
PTA Fund

$1,092.00
$285.00

Total: $1,377.00
Final Total: $12,551.00

End of Mathematics Goal




Science Goal

Needs Assessment: Based on School Grade Data:
Did the total percent proficient increase or was the percent proficient maintained?

What clusters/strands showed decrease in proficiency?

Based on the Needs Assessment, Identify Area(s)

£ Objective Linked to Area of Improvement
or Improvement

Based on 2009 FCAT Science data, 54% of 5th grade
students achieved level 3 and above.

Given instruction based on the Sunshine State
Standards, 56% of 5th grade students will score at level
3 and above on the 2010 FCAT Science Assessment.
Process Used to
Determine Effectiveness
of Action Step

Person Responsible
for Monitoring the
Action Step

Action Step Evaluation Tool

1 Students in K-5th grade will |Principal; Asst. Judgin g the level of quality [Project Rubric
demonst rate their Principal; Classroom and understanding shown in
knowledge of the scientific |Teacher; Reading projects submitted
process by participating in |Coach
the school wide Science
Fair.

2 Provide targeted 5th grade |Principal; Classroom Teachers will review/analyze|Assessment correlated to
students with hands-on lab |Teacher assessment data of the Science standards
experiments and engaging students attending camp
activities in a weekly after
school Science Camp.

Students in K-5 will receive |Principal; Asst. Review grad e level data on |Mini- Assessments; grade
instruction on the six Principal a regular basis to determine [level assessments

Science Strands through

progress toward mastery of

correlated to standards

focused lessons correlated benchmarks
to the Science Instructional
Focus Calendar.
Professional Development Aligned with Objective:
Target Strategy for Person
Objective Addressed Content/Topic Facilitator Dage Follow-up/ Responsible
Monitoring | for Monitoring
Given instruction based on the Sunshine |Effective Readin Classroom Principal: Readin
State Standards, 56% of 5th grade Implementation of .g August [ ... p ; 9
. - Coach; Asst. Visits; Lesson [Coach; Asst.
students will score at level 3 and above |Instructional Focus Principal 2009 Plans Principal
on the 2010 FCAT Science Assessment. Calendar p P

Budget:

Evidence-based Program(s)/Material(s)
Available Amount
$0.00
Total: $0.00

Description of Resources Funding Source

No Data No Data

Technology
Available Amount
$0.00
Total: $0.00

Description of Resources Funding Source

No Data No Data

Professional Development

Available Amount
$0.00
Total: $0.00

Description of Resources Funding Source

No Data No Data

Available Amount
$285.00

$1,326.00

Total: $1,611.00
Final Total: $1,611.00

Description of Resources Funding Source

PTA Funds
Title |

Camp Instructor

Workshop Facilitators




End of Science Goal

Writing Goal

Needs Assessment: Based on School Grade Data:

Did the total percent proficient increase or was the percent proficient maintained?

What clusters/strands showed decrease in proficiency?

Based on the Needs Assessment, Identify Area(s)
for Improvement

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement

On the 2009 administration of the FCAT Writing test, 98%
of the students in 4th grade scored level 3.5 or above in
Writing.

On the 2010 administration

98% of the 4th grade students will achieve a 3.5 or

above.

of the FCAT Writing test,

Person Responsible
for Monitoring the
Action Step

Action Step

Process Used to
Determine Effectiveness
of Action Step

Evaluation Tool

practice prompts on a Classroom Teacher
regular basis. Instruction will
be tailored to meet the
needs of individual and

groups of students.

1 Students in grades K-5 will |Reading Coach; Student writing samples are |Progress between samp les
participate in a school wide |Classroom Teacher reviewed and students are |and different student
writing program which chosen to be showcased choices
rewards students for
exemplary writin g sKkills.

2 Students in 4th grade will Principal; Reading Student writing samples will |Progress between writing
practice specific writing Coach be reviewed and scored samples
formats while incorporating based off FCAT Writes
the six writing traits rubrics

3 Students will respond to Reading Coach; Writin g samples will be Progress between writing

scored before and after
individual or small group
instruction

samples on specific writin g
skills

Professional Development Aligned with Objective:

Target Strategy for Person
Objective Addressed Content/Topic Facilitator Da%e Follow-up/ Responsible
Monitoring for Monitoring
On the 2010 administration of the FCAT |Effective implementation ) . . T
Writing test, 98% of the 4th grade Instructional Focus Readmg Cc_)ach, August jLesson Plans_,_ Prmu_pal,
. X Asst. Principal [2009 Classroom Visits|Reading Coach
students will achieve a 3.5 or above. Calendars

Budget:

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

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Available Amount

No Data No Data

$0.00

Technology
Description of Resources

Funding Source

Total: $0.00

Available Amount

No Data No Data

$0.00

Professional Development

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Total: $0.00

Available Amount

No Data No Data

$0.00

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Total: $0.00

Available Amount

Camp Instructor

Workshop Facilitators Title |

PTA Funds

$285.00
$156.00

Total: $441.00

Final Total: $441.00

End of Science Goal




Parent Involvement Goal

Needs Assessment: Based on information from School Grade and Adequate Yearly Progress Data:
Were parent involvement activities and strategies targeted to areas of academic need?
Based on information from surveys, evaluations, agendas, or sign-ins:

Was the percent of parent participation in school activities maintained or increased from the prior
year?

Generally, what strategies or activities can be employed to increase parent involvement?

Based on the Needs Assessment, Identify Area(s)

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement
for Improvement

Parent training sign-in sheets from 2008-2009 indicate Increase parent participation at parent workshops to
only 40% of parents attended at least on workshop 45% of parents.
Person Responsible |Process Used to
Action Step for Monitoring the Determine Effectiveness |Evaluation Tool
Action Step of Action Step
1 Publicize events using Asst. Principal Collect sign-in sheets Sign- in sheets

multiple methods

2 Provide interpreters at Principal; Volunteer Collect Sign- In Sheets Sign- In sheets
workshops in parent® native|Coordinator
language

3 Provide workshop Asst. Principal Collect Sign-In Sheets Sign- In Sheets

participants with
refreshments before
attending training.

Professional Development Aligned with Objective:

Strategy for Person

Objective Addressed Content/Topic Facilitator Tg;gt:t Follow-up/ Respf(:::slble
Monitoring I

Monitoring

No data submitted

Budget:

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

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

No Data No Data $0.00
Total: $0.00

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount
No Data No Data $0.00

Total: $0.00
Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount
No Data No Data $0.00

Total: $0.00

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

Refreshments PTA Funds $1,000.00
Total: $1,000.00
Final Total: $1,000.00

End of Parent Involvement Goal




Other Goals

No Other Goals were submitted for this school




FINAL BUDGET

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

i . Available
Goal Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Reading SRA Direct Instruction Materials SAC Funds $4,800.00
Mathematics Saxon Math Refill kits School Budget $11,174.00

Total: $15,974.00

Goal Description of Resources Funding Source Available
Amount
No Data No Data No Data $0.00
Total: $0.00
Goal Description of Resources Funding Source A‘I’\;"zgrlﬁ
No Data No Data No Data $0.00
Total: $0.00
oter .. |
Goal Description of Resources Funding Source A‘:\;“:S:\?:
Reading Camp Instructors PTA Funds $1,140.00
Reading Workshop Facilitators Title | $1,170.00
Mathematics Workshop Facilitators Title 1 $1,092.00
Mathematics Camp Instructor PTA Fund $285.00
Writing Camp Instructor PTA Funds $285.00
Writing Workshop Facilitators Title | $156.00
Science Camp Instructor PTA Funds $285.00
Science Workshop Facilitators Title | $1,326.00
Parental Involvement Refreshments PTA Funds $1,000.00

Total: $6,739.00
Final Total: $22,713.00

Differentiated Accountability

School-level Differentiated Accountability Compliance

]' Intervene Ji Correct Il |i Prevent Il |1 Correct | |1 Prevent | J' NA

No Attached school’s Differentiated Accountability Checklist of Compliance

School Advisory Council

School Advisory Council (SAC) Membership Compliance

The majority of the SAC members are not employed by the school district. The SAC is composed of the principal and an appropriately
balanced number of teachers, education support employees, students (for middle and high school only), parents, and other business
and community citizens who are representative of the ethnic, racial, and economic community served by the school.

+ Yes. Agree with the above statement.

Projected use of SAC Funds Amount

SRA Direct Instruction Materials 4800

Describe the Activities of the School Advisory Council for the Upcoming Year

¥SAC allocates funds for programs/ materials used to increase student achievement and support SIP objectives.

¥SAC holds monthly meetings to monitor the progress of the implementation of the SIP.

¥SAC compiles a yearly school needs assessment, that encourages parents to provide their opinion about the school®
effectiveness.



¥SAC analyzes/monitors the school® data to ensure school goals are being achieved.
¥SAC will review/revise SIP based on BAT and other assessment data.

SAC Members
Members
1) Debra Braly, Principal
2) Lynette Mohammed, SAC Chair
3) Latonya Coldros, Teacher
4) Nelson Artieda, Teacher
5) Dawn Rice, Business Member
6) Karen Carey, Parent
7) Gail Abramowitz, Parent
8) Nancy Cooke, Parent
9) Maria Pachecho, Parent
10) Officer Alex Reyes, Community Member
11) Nancy Barnett, School Support Personnel
12) Mitzi MunizBueno, School Support Personnel
13) Jennifer Cooper, School Support Personnel

14) Merry Gaeta, Union Steward



AYP DATA

2008-2009 Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Report - Page 2

Broward JAMES S. HUNT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 1971

Number of students enrolled in the grades tested: Did the School
Read: 435 2008-2009 make Adequate YES
A : . 1.
Click here to see Number of students in each group Math: 435 |School Grade!: Yearly Progress?

This section shows the percent tested and performance for each group used to determine AYP (Parts a and c2). This section shows the This section shows the perce
improvement for each group used |of students "on track"” to be
to determine AYP via safe harbor |proficient used to determine
(Part b2). AYP via the growth model.

o
Percent of Percent of s/:uz;nts % of
Reading Math grSO:bzflzrmrga:; 68% scoring at |[Improved Increased E;ulg‘ints Safe E;ulg‘im’s Safe |on track |Growth ztnu?re:;ks Grow
Group Tested 95% of |Tested 95% of level in g9 or above grade |performance in Graduation grade Harbor grade Harbor|to be model to be mode
” . > - o 3 . o N
the students? |the students? Reading? level in Math?  [Writing by 1%? Rate3by 1%7? level in Reading| o e1'in Math il:|f0f|5|em reading proficient math
Reading Math . in math
reading
2009 Y/IN 2009 YIN 2009 Y/IN 2009 Y/N 2008 [2009 | Y/N 2007 2008|Y/N|2008{2009|Y/N 2008{2009|Y/N 2009 Y/N 2009 Y/IN

TOTAL* 99 Y 99 Y 83 Y 84 Y Y NA |24 17 NA 16 16 NA 83 NA 77 NA

WHITE 99 Y 100 Y 91 Y 88 Y NA NA [18 |9 NA 11 |12 |NA 88 NA 73 NA

BLACK 99 Y 98 Y 77 Y 80 Y Y NA |29 23 NA 25 20 NA 79 NA 78 NA

HISPANIC 99 Y 100 Y 83 Y 85 Y NA NA |24 17 NA 8 15 NA 85 NA 77 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

AMERICAN INDIAN NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 98 Y 98 Y 80 Y 82 Y Y NA |26 20 NA 18 18 NA 80 NA 76 NA

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 100 Y 100 Y 77 Y 73 Y NA NA |35 23 NA 29 27 NA 81 NA 70 NA

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES 98 Y 98 Y NA NA NA NA NA NA

2007-2008 Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Report - Page 2 Broward JAMES S. HUNT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 1971

Number of students enrolled in the grades tested: i

’ Read; 423 |2007-2008 make Adequate  |ves
. H . 1.
Click here to see Number of students in each group Math: 423 |School Grade: Yearly Progress?

This section shows the percent tested and performance for each group used to determine AYP (Parts a and c2). This section shows the This section shows the perce
improvement for each group used |of students "on track" to be
to determine AYP via safe harbor |proficient used to determine
(Part b2). AYP via the growth model.
Percent of Percent of Z/:ugints % of

Reading Math g?ﬂ:hzsz”"rgaj; 62% scoring at |Improved Increased :teulg‘?vms Safe S;‘::‘ims Safe |on track |Growth ?nuff;cl: Grow

Group Tested 95% of |Tested 95% of level in 9 or above grade |[performance in Graduation grade Harbor grade Harbor|to be model to be mod

? ? ? i 2 3 i
the students? the students? Reading? level in Math? Writing by 1% ? Rate3by 1% 7? level in Reading level in Math %roflc\em reading oroficient matt
Reading Math ! . in math
reading
2008 Y/IN 2008 YIN 2008 Y/N 2008 YIN 2007|2008 |Y/N 2006 2007|Y/N|2007|2008| Y/N 2007|2008|Y/N 2008 Y/IN 2008 YIN

TOTAL* 99 Y 99 Y 76 Y 84 Y Y NA |24 24 NA 15 16 NA 74 NA 80 NA

WHITE 100 Y 97 Y 82 Y 89 Y NA NA |23 18 NA 12 11 NA 73 NA 86 NA

BLACK 99 Y 99 Y 71 Y 75 Y Y NA |29 |29 |NA 19 |25 NA 73 NA 75 NA

HISPANIC 99 Y 100 Y 76 Y 92 Y Y NA |21 24 NA 11 8 NA 74 NA 80 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

AMERICAN INDIAN NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 99 Y 98 Y 74 Y 82 Y Y NA |28 |26 |NA 18 18 NA 75 NA 78 NA

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 100 Y 99 Y 65 Y 71 Y 87 94 Y NA |32 35 NA 23 29 NA 73 NA 75 NA

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES 100 Y 97 Y 68 Y 69 Y NA NA 32 NA 31 NA 73 NA 71 NA

2006-2007 Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Report - Page 2 Broward JAMES S. HUNT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 1971

Number of students enrolled in the grades tested: i

: . . Read: 433 [2006-2007 ﬂ'gk?ifigﬁiie ves
. 1.
Click here to see Number of students in each group Math: 433 |School Gradel: Vearly Progress?

This section shows the percent tested and performance for each group used to determine AYP (Parts a and c2). This section shows the This section shows the perce
improvement for each group used |of students "on track" to be
to determine AYP via safe harbor |proficient used to determine
(Part b2). AYP via the growth model.

9
Percent of Percent of s/:uzfenls % of
Reading Math irlzubzs(;nnrgagé 56% scoring at |Improved Increased :teulg‘ims Safe S;uls‘j/ms Safe |on track |Growth z;u(tjreanctks Grow
Group Tested 95% of |Tested 95% of level in 9 or above grade |performance in Graduation grade Harbor grade Harbor|to be model {0 be od
2 2 i ? iti % ? 3 i i
the students? the students? Reading? level in Math? Writing by 1% ? Rate®by 1% 7? level in Reading level in Math :anroflc\ent reading oroficient matt
Reading Math in math
reading
2007 Y/IN 2007 Y/N 2007 Y/N 2007 Y/IN 2006 |2007 | Y/N 2005 2006|Y/N|2006|2007|Y/N 2006|2007|Y/N 2007 Y/IN 2007 Y/N

TOTAL4 99 Y 99 4 76 Y 85 Y 4 NA [21 |25 |NA 19 |15 |NA 72 NA 80 NA

WHITE 100 Y 99 Y 77 Y 88 Y NA NA |12 24 NA 14 12 NA 74 NA 87 NA

BLACK 99 Y 100 Y 71 Y 81 Y Y NA |25 32 NA 24 19 NA 66 NA 75 NA

HISPANIC 99 Y 98 Y 79 Y 89 Y 91 NA NA |25 21 NA 18 11 NA 77 NA 86 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

AMERICAN INDIAN NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 99 Y 98 Y 72 Y 82 Y 93 Y NA |25 30 NA 24 18 NA 69 NA 76 NA

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 100 Y 98 Y 68 Y 77 Y 92 87 N NA |26 |31 |NA 29 |23 NA 70 NA 79 NA

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES 100 Y 97 Y NA NA NA NA NA NA

Broward School District

JAMES S. HUNT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2008-2009

- : - Grade
Readin Math Writing|Science|;
9 9 Points
Earned
Writing and Science: Takes into account the

% Meeting High % scoring 3.5 and above on Writing and the

Standards % scoring 3 and above on Science.

86 % 89% 98% 54% 327 . S . .

(FCAT Level 3 ° ° 0 Sometimes the District writing and/or science

and Above) average is substituted for the writing and/or
science com ponent.
3 ways to make gains:
% of Students 1 Improve FCAT Levels
Making Learning [79% 68% 147 1 Maintain Level 3, 4, or 5
i 1 Improve more than one year within Level




lor2

Adequate
Progress of

Adequate Progress based on gains of lowest
25% of students in reading and math. Yes,

0 0
Lowest 25% in 78% (YES) |68% (YES) 146 if 50% or more make gains in both reading
the School? and math.
Points Earned 620
Percent Tested -
- 99% Percent of eligible students tested
Grade based on total points, adequate
School Grade A progress, and % of students tested
Broward School District
JAMES S. HUNT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
2007-2008
- . - Grade
Reading Math Writing(Science Points
Earned
Writing and Science: Takes into account the
% Meeting High % scoring 3.5 and above on Writing and the
Standards o o o o % scoring 3 and above on Science.
(FCAT Level 3 80% 88% 95% 45% 308 Sometimes the District writing and/or science
and Above) average is substituted for the writing and/or
science component.
3 ways to make gains:
% of Students 1 Improve FCAT Levels
Making Learning |69% 70% 139 1 Maintain Level 3, 4, or 5
Gains 1 Improve more than one year within Level
1or?2
Adequate Adequate Progress based on gains of lowest
Progress of o o 25% of students in reading and math. Yes,
Lowest 25% in 62% (YES) [65% (YES) 127 if 50% or more make gains in both reading
the School? and math.
Points Earned 574
fercent Tested Percent of eligible students tested
= 99%
Grade based on total points, adequate
School Grade A progress, and % of students tested
Broward School District
JAMES S. HUNT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
2006-2007
- . - Grade
Reading Math Writing(Science Points
Earned
Writing and Science: Takes into account the
% Meeting High % scoring 3.5 and above on Writing and the
Standards o o o o % scoring 3 and above on Science.
(FCAT Level 3 80% 89% 96% 47% 312 Sometimes the District writing and/or science
and Above) average is substituted for the writing and/or
science component.
3 ways to make gains:
% of Students 1 Improve FCAT Levels
Making Learning |72% 71% 143 1 Maintain Level 3, 4, or 5
Gains 1 Improve more than one year within Level
lor2
Adequate Adequate Progress based on gains of lowest
Progress of o o 25% of students in reading and math. Yes,
Lowest 25% in 67% (YES) |76% (YES) 143 if 50% or more make gains in both reading
the School? and math.
Points Earned 598
Percent Tested -
- 99% Percent of eligible students tested
School Grade A Grade based on total points, adequate

progress, and % of students tested




