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VISION and MISSION STATEMENTS

PART I:  CURRENT SCHOOL STATUS

SCHOOL PROFILE/ DEMOGRAPHICS

Hunt  Elem ent ary  recognizes each child as unique indiv iduals,  w it h vary ing learning st y les and abilit ies.  As a st af f ,  we w ill st r ive 

t o cont inue expanding our  professional goals so as t o ensure t hat  all ch ildren w il l  learn.  We are very  proud of  our  ÒAÓ st at us 

for  t he past  n ine years,  and w il l cont inue t o supply  our  m ost  valuable resource a m eaningful and sat isfy ing elem ent ary  

educat ion exper ience.

Hunt  Elem ent ary  w il l prov ide our  developing young m inds w it h a sound educat ion,  so as t o inst i l l  a t h irst  for  knowledge t hat  

w ill prom ot e lifelong learners who w ill becom e product ive m em bers of our  societ y .

Br ief  History and Background of  the School

Hunt  Elem entary  is located in t he Cit y  of Coral Spr ings.  The school opened it s doors in  1977.  Hunt  is a neighborhood school 

and all boundary  st udent s are w it h in walk ing dist ance.  The diversit y  of t he surrounding com m unit y  m akes Hunt  a cult ural 

m elt ing pot .

Unique School St rengths for  Next  Year

Hunt  has been an A school for  t he past  9  years and has m et  Annual Year ly  Progress ( AYP)  for  t he last  5  years.

Unique School Weaknesses for  Next  Year

Addressing t he needs of  our  Whit e st udent s t o ensure t hey  cont inue m ak ing academ ic im provem ent s.

Student  Demographics

I n 2008-2009,  Hunt  Elem ent ary  had a 47%  fem ale and 53%  m ale populat ion.  The racial breakdown was 14%  Whit e;  49%  

Black;  30%  Hispanic;  2%  Asian;  .33%  Nat ive Am erican and 5%  Mult iracial.  73%  of  Hunt  st udent s received f ree or  reduced 

lunch. Our  ELL percent age was 27%  and 12%  of  our  st udent s were ESE in  2009.

Student  At tendance Rates

I n 2008-2009,  Hunt Õs at t endance rat e was 95% .

Student  Mobil i t y

I n 2008-2009,  Hunt Õs m obil i t y  rat e was 23% ,  which has decreased in  t he last  t hree years.

Student  Suspension Rates

Hunt Õs suspension rat e for  2009 was .20% ,  which has decreased in  t he last  t hree years.

Student Retentio n Rates

I n 2008,  Hunt Õs Ret ent ion rat e was 4%  which is lower  t han in  2007.



Class Size

I n 2009,  Hunt Õs class size was 16 st udent s in  K-3;  19 st udent s in  4-5.

Academic Performance of Feeder Pat tern

Forest  Glen MS- School Grade:  A;  AYP:  Did not  m eet  cr it er ia 

Coral Spr ings HS-  School Grade:  D;  AYP:  Did not  m eet  cr it er ia 

Par t nerships and Grant s

STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT DATA

Hunt  Elem ent ary  received a grant  f rom  t he Cit y  of  Coral Spr ings t o purchase spor t ing equipm ent  and nut r it ional supplem ent s 

for  our  after  school H.E.A.T Club (Hunt  Elem entary Athlet ic Team ) . The club w il l build st udent  knowledge of  var ious t eam  spor t s 

and focus on t hose charact er  t rait s t hat  creat e a well- rounded st udent  at h let e.

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

HIGHLY QUALIFIED INSTRUCTIONAL COACHES

Position Name Degree(s)/ 
Certification(s)

# of 
Years at 
Current 
School

# of Years as 
an 

Administrator
Prior Performance Record *

Principal Debra Braly  

Psychology 6-12;  
Adult  & 
Adm inist rat ion;  
Guidance & 
Counseling K-12;  
School Pr incipal 

12  22  

Pr incipal of Hunt  ES in 2008-2009  
Grade:  A
Reading Mastery:  86%
Math Mastery:  89%
Science Mastery:  54%
Writ ing Mastery:  98%
AYP:  All subgroups m et  cr it er ia
2007 -08  Grade:  A 
Reading Mastery:  80%
Math Mastery:  88%
Science Mastery:  454%
Writ ing Mastery:  95%
AYP:  All subgroups m et  cr it er ia
2006 -07  Grade:  A 
Reading Mastery:  80%
Math Mastery:  89%
Science Mastery:  47%
Writ ing Mastery:  96%
AYP:  All subgroups m et  cr it er ia

Assis Pr incipal 
Chr ist ina 
McNair  

BA:  Elem  Ed
FAU
Med:  Ed. 
Leadership
FAU

16  5 

Asst .  Pr incipal of Hunt  ES in 2008-2009  
Grade:  A
Reading Mastery:  86%
Math Mastery:  89%
Science Mastery:  54%
Writ ing Mastery:  98%
AYP:  All subgroups m et  cr it er ia
2007 -08  Grade:  A 
Reading Mastery:  80%
Math Mastery:  88%
Science Mastery:  454%
Writ ing Mastery:  95%
AYP:  All subgroups m et  cr it er ia
2006 -07  Grade:  A 
Reading Mastery:  80%
Math Mastery:  89%
Science Mastery:  47%
Writ ing Mastery:  96%
AYP:  All subgroups m et  cr it er ia

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

Subject Area Name Degree(s)/ 
Certification(s)

# of 
Years at 
Current 
School

# of Years as a 
Coach

Prior Performance Record *

Reading Kim  
Cham ber lin 

Elem  1-6;  
Pr im ary  Ed.  K-3;  
ESOL 

10  3 

2008 -2009  Grade:  A 
Reading Mastery:  86%
Math Mastery:  89%
Science Mastery:  54%
Writ ing Mastery:  98%
AYP:  All subgroups m et  cr it er ia
2007 -08  Grade:  A 
Reading Mastery:  80%
Math Mastery:  88%
Science Mastery:  454%
Writ ing Mastery:  95%
AYP:  All subgroups m et  cr it er ia
2006 -07Grade:  A 
Reading Mastery:  80%



HIGHLY QUALIFIED TEACHERS

Non-Highly Qualif ied Inst ructors 

Staff Demographics

Teacher Mentoring Program

ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS

Coordinatio n and Integration

Note:  For  Tit le I  schools only

Math Mastery:  89%
Science Mastery:  47%
Writ ing Mastery:  96%
AYP:  All subgroups m et  cr it er ia

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

Description of Strategy
Person 

Responsible

Projected 
Completion 

Date

Not Applicable (If not, please explain 
why)

 
1.  Regular  m eet ings of new teachers with other  new 
teachers in zone, along with NESS coaches NESS Liaison Ongoing 

 
2.  Par tner ing new teachers or  t eachers new to t he school 
w it h veteran teachers

Asst .  Pr incipal;  
NESS Liaison Ongoing 

 3.Maintaining an open door policy with leadership team
Pr incipal
Asst .  Pr incipal;  
Team  Leaders

Ongoing 

Name Certification Teaching 
Assignment

Professional 
Development/Support 

to Become Highly 
Qualified

No dat a subm it t ed

Total Number 
of 

Instructional 
Staff 

% of 
First-Year 
Teachers 

% of 
Teachers 
with 1-5 
Years of 

Experience 

% of 
Teachers 
with 6-14 
Years of 

Experience 

% of 
Teachers 
with 15+ 
Years of 

Experience 

% of 
Teachers 

with 
Advanced 
Degrees 

% Highly 
Qualified 

% Reading 
Endorsed 
Teachers 

% National 
Board 

Certified 
Teachers 

% ESOL 
Endorsed 

53 0 32 40 28 7 100 4 8 83

Mentor Name Mentee 
Assigned

Rationale 
for Pairing

Planned Mentoring 
Activities

No dat a subm it t ed

Tit le I,  Part  A

Tit le I  funds are used for  parent al act iv it ies,  such as workshops,  t hat  w ill assist  parent s in helping t heir  child im prove his/ her  

academ ic per form ance. Teacher  salar ies are also funded t hrough Tit le I .

Tit le I,  Part  C- Migrant  

Tit le I,  Part  D

Tit le II

Tit le III

Tit le X- Homeless 



Supplemental Academic Inst ruct ion (SAI)

A percent age of  SAI  funds are used t o fund an inst ruct ional suppor t  st af f  person,  who prov ides academ ic suppor t  t o st udent s 

dur ing t he school day .  

Violence Prevent ion Programs

Gang Resist ance and Drug Educat ion ( GRADE)  is t aught  t o f if t h grade st udent s by  t he School Resource Off ice.  This program  is 

sponsored and funded by  t he Cit y  of  Coral Spr ings and t he Coral Spr ings Police Depar t m ent .

Nut r i t ion Programs

First  grade st udent s are prov ided a dent al hygiene program  dur ing t he year .  This is prov ided by a local dent ist .

Housing Programs

Head Start

Adult  Educat ion

Career and Technical Educat ion

Job Training

Other

Response to Inst ruct ion/ Intervent ion (Rt I)

I dent ify  t he school-based Rt I  Leadership Team .

Descr ibe how t he school-based Rt I  Leadership Team  funct ions ( e.g.  m eet ing processes and roles/ funct ions) .

Descr ibe t he role of  t he school-based Rt I  Leadership Team  in t he developm ent  and im plem ent at ion of  t he school im provem ent  plan

School-based RtI Team

ESE Specialist -  Leader  of  t he t eam  and prov ides t he t eam  w it h focus;  Assist ant  Pr incipal-  Adm inist rat ive suppor t ;  Guidance 

Counselor -  To assist  in  addressing t he em ot ional needs of  t he st udent s;  Speech/ Language Pat hologist -  To prov ide input  and 

int ervent ions;  Reading Coach-  Academ ic int ervent ions and inst ruct ional suppor t ;  School Psychologist -  Test ing and diagnost ic 

inform at ion;  ESE Teacher-  To prov ide int ervent ions and assist  w it h decision m ak ing;  Classroom  Teacher  ( as needed) -  Prov ide 

inform at ion on indiv idual st udent s and updat e on int ervent ions used.

The Rt I  Leadership Team  m eet s regular ly  t o address t eacher  concerns about  indiv idual st udent s.  The t eam  m eet s once a 

week ,  w it h indiv idual t eachers,  t o prov ide ev idence based in t ervent ions t o use in  t he classroom  and t o evaluat e t he 

ef fect iveness of  int ervent ions already in place.  Student  data (FCAT, BAT, Mini-Assessm ent s,  et c. )  is rev iewed t o det erm ine if  

progress is being m ade.  Fur t her  in t ervent ions are in t roduced t o assist  w it h  addressing t he st udent Õs needs.

A m em ber  of t he Rt I ,  at t ends t he m onthly  School Adv isory  Council ( SAC)  m eet ings and prov ides input  int o t he developm ent  of 

t he School I m provem ent  Plan (SI P) .

Descr ibe t he dat a m anagem ent  syst em  used t o sum m ar ize t iered dat a.

RtI Implementation

Baseline Dat a:  Benchm ark Assessm ent  Test  ( BAT 1 & 2 for  Reading and Math) ;  FCAT from  prev ious years;  

Progress Monit or ing:  Mini-Assessm ent s,  Pract ice FCAT t est s

Diagnost ic Assessm ent :  DAR; ERDA

End of Year :  FCAT

Dat a is collect ed on an ongoing basis.  Rt I  t eam  has access t o al l  st udent  dat a on our  school dat abase.



 

School Wide FloridaÕs Cont inuous Improvement  Model 

Descr ibe t he plan t o t rain st aff  on Rt I .

Professional developm ent  on t he Rt I  process w ill be prov ided for  t he ent ire st af f  dur ing facult y  m eet ings.  Sm all group 

sessions w il l  be held dur ing t eachersÕ com m on planning t im e and aft er  school.  These sessions w it h  occur  t hrough out  t he 

school year  and as t he Rt I  t eam  deem s necessary .

Data Disaggregation 2008-2009 FCAT Data

What  st rengt hs and weaknesses were ident if ied in  t he 2009 dat a by  grade level,  subj ect  area,  and clust ers/ st rands?

Instructional Calendar Development

What  is t he process for  developing,  im plem ent ing,  and m onit or ing an I nst ruct ional Focus Calendar  for  reading,  wr it ing,  m at hem at ics,  

and science?

Which inst ruct ional Benchm arks w ill be given pr ior it y  focus,  based on need,  for  each content  area ( reading,  wr it ing,  m athem at ics,  

and science) ?

What  is t he process t o ensure inst ruct ion is based on indiv idual st udent sÕ needs,  as opposed t o t he m ast er  schedu le? 

How does t he school incorporat e appl ied and in t egrat ed courses t o help st udent s see t he relat ionsh ips bet ween subj ect s and 

relevance t o t heir  fut ure?

How does t he school incorporat e st udent sÕ academ ic and career  planning,  as well as prom ot e st udent  course select ions,  so t hat  

st udent sÕ course of  st udy is personally  m eaningful? 

Plan

St rengt hs:  98%  of  st udent s m eet  st andards in wr it ing.  The num ber  of  5t h graders achiev ing a Level 3 and higher  in Science 

has increased.

Weakness:  I n 5t h grade,  t he lowest  cont ent  area in Mat h is Dat a Analysis.

I n  grades 3rd and 5 t h  word analysis was t he lowest  cont ent  area in  Reading.

Grade level I nst ruct ional Focus Calendars ( I FC)  were draft ed in Apr il 2009 for  t he follow ing school year .  The I FCs w ill be 

rev ised in Sept em ber  2009 as det erm ined by  disaggregat ed FCAT and SAT dat a result s f rom  2008-2009.  They w ill also be 

cor relat ed t o t he new dist r ict  I FCs.  I FCs are being updat ed on an ongoing basis depending on st udent  dat a.

Adm inist rat ion ensures t hat  I FCs are im plem ent ed t hrough rev iew ing classroom  t eachersÕ lesson plan books,  classroom  walk -  

t hrough and grade level d iscussion of  st udent  dat a.  Teachers who st ruggle t o im plem ent  I FCs w it h f idelit y  are given a m ent or  

t eacher ,  are prov ided oppor t unit ies t o observe ef fect ive t eaching and are m onit ored for  im provem ent s.

Reading:  Word Analysis w ill be given pr ior it y  focus,  especially  in 3rd and 5t h grades.

Math:  Data Analysis w ill be given pr ior it y  focus,  especially  in 5th grade.  Algebraic Think ing will also be given pr ior it y  focus,  

especially  in 3rd grade.

Once FCAT scores were released,  st udent  learn ing gains were det erm ined and classroom  placem ent  was adj ust ed as 

necessary .  St udent s were also placed in  a rem ediat ion group or  a supplem ent al reading program  for  addit ional assist ance 

dur ing t he school day .

Teachers develop t heir  lesson plans t o ensure t hat  inst ruct ion is relevant  t o all st udent s.  Teachers use a var iet y  of  cur rent  

resources t o enhance t he cur r iculum  and it s relevance.

Hunt  Elem ent ary  is an elem ent ary  school and all st udent s are enrolled in all t he sam e required core courses.

Direct the Instructional Focus

How are lesson plans and inst ruct ional delivery  al igned across grade levels and subj ect  areas?

DO

¥ Grade level t eachers collaborat ively  creat e I FCs and lesson plans.

¥ Learning com m unit ies are scheduled for  t eachers t o share best  pract ices.



How are inst ruct ional focus lessons developed and delivered?

How w il l inst ruct ional focus lessons be rev ised and m onit ored?

¥ Resources used are consist ent  t hroughout  grade levels.

¥ Lessons were developed by  grade level t eachers according t o dist r ict  I FCs.

¥ Grade level t eachers det erm ined t he lessons used based of f  st udent  needs and benchm arks.

¥ Lessons are t aught  dur ing a com m on grade level inst ruct ional block

¥ I nst ruct ional lessons are t aught  at  t he beginning of  each cont ent  area t im e.

¥ Focus lessons are t aught  by  t he cont ent  area t eachers.

¥ Dat a collect ed and ot her  lesson assessm ent s w il l  det erm ine t he need t o rev ise focus lessons.

¥ Teacher  and adm inist rat ors w il l  use st udent  dat a t o det erm ine lesson ef fect iveness.

¥ Classroom  Walk -Through w il l  be used t o assess focus lessons.

Assessment

Descr ibe t he t ypes of  ongoing form at ive assessm ent s t o be used dur ing t he school year  t o m easure st udent  progress in  core,  

supplem ental,  and int ensive inst ruct ion/ int ervent ion.

How are assessm ent s used t o ident ify  st udent s reaching m ast ery  and t hose not  reaching m ast ery?

Maintenance

How is ongoing assessm ent  and m aint enance of  Benchm ark  m ast ery  for  each grade level and cont ent  area built  in t o t he 

I nst ruct ional Focus Calendar?

Descr ibe t he process and schedule for  t eam s t o rev iew progress m onit or ing dat a ( sum m at ive and m ini assessm ent s)  t o ident ify  t he 

required inst ruct ional m odif icat ions t hat  are needed t o increase st udent  achievem ent .

Monitoring

Descr ibe t he Pr incipalÕs and Leadersh ip Team Õs roles as inst ruct ional leaders and how t hey  w il l  be cont inuously  involved in t he 

t eaching and learn ing process.

CHECK

¥ Mini-  Assessm ent s;  Benchm ark  Assessm ent  Test  ( 1 & 2) ;  Cont ent  Area t est s 

¥ Assessm ent s w il l  be adm in ist ered at  t he end of  a focus lesson and as necessary  af t er  rem ediat ion.

¥ Mast ery  is set  at  80% . Teachers have agreed,  st udent s who have m ast ered a lesson at  t h is level have a f irm  

underst anding of  t he benchm ark  t aught .

¥ Percent age of  st udent s not  m eet ing m ast ery  w il l  det erm ine t he need t o redirect  t he focus lessons.

¥ Sm all groups are form ed t o m eet  st udent  needs.

¥ Teachers w it h high levels of  m ast ery ,  share best  pract ices w it h t heir  t eam  m em bers.

¥ St udent s who have m ast ered a benchm ark  are prov ided w it h enr ichm ent  act iv it ies t o challenge t heir  underst anding.

¥ St udent s are prov ided w it h sm all group inst ruct ion according t o t heir  level of  underst anding.

¥ Grade levels m eet  on a week ly  basis,  at  which t im e,  t hey  rev iew dat a and m ake m odif icat ions t o inst ruct ion as needed.

¥ Grade levels m eet  w it h adm inist rat ion on an ongoing basis t o discuss grade level and indiv idual t eacher  dat a.

¥ School dat a is discussed at  m ont hly  facult y  m eet ings t o m onit or  t he progress of  t he School I m provem ent  Plan goals.

¥ Rem ediat ion groups are developed and updat ed ( t hrough out  t he year )  by  adm inist rat ion and leadership t eam  based of f  

st udent  dat a.

¥ Supplem ent al Reading groups are form ulat ed t o m eet  st udent sÕ academ ic needs.  

¥ Sm all group inst ruct ion in classroom s is used t o dif ferent iat e inst ruct ion.

¥ Reading coach prov ides classroom  t eachers w it h st rat egies t o im prove st udent  achievem ent .

¥ Reading coach and adm inist rat ion do Classroom  walk -  through to m onitor  curr iculum . 

Supplemental and Intensive Instruction/Interventions

ACT



Professional Learning Communit ies

NCLB Public School Choice

Note:  For  Tit le I  schools only

Not if icat ion of (School in Need of I m provem ent )  SI NI  Status 
No Attached Notification of (School in Need of Improvement) SINI Status  
 
Public School Choice wit h Transpor tat ion ( CWT)  Not if icat ion  
No Attached Public School Choice with Transportation (CWT) Notification  
 
Not if icat ion of (School in Need of I m provem ent )  SI NI  Status 

I dent ify  t he core,  supplem ent al,  and int ensive inst ruct ion and int ervent ions.

How are supplem ent al and int ensive inst ruct ion/ int ervent ions and t ut or ials st ruct ured t o re- t each non-m ast ered t arget  areas?

How does t he school ident ify  st af fÕs professional developm ent  needs t o im prove t heir  inst ruct ional st rat egies? 

Which st udent s w il l be t arget ed for  supplem ent al and int ensive inst ruct ion/ int ervent ions?

How w il l  t he ef fect iveness of  t he in t ervent ions be m easured t hroughout  t he year?

Enrichment

Descr ibe alt ernat ive inst ruct ional delivery  m et hods t o suppor t  accelerat ion and enr ichm ent  act iv it ies.

Descr ibe how st udent s are ident if ied for  enr ichm ent  st rat egies.

¥I nt ervent ion m at er ials accom pany ing st at e adopt ed t ex t s are used t o re- t each non-m ast ered t arget  areas.

¥Grade levels analyze dat a t o ident ify  st af f  developm ent  needed as a t eam .

¥School dat a det erm ines professional developm ent  needed at  a school level t o increase st udent  achievem ent .

¥Classroom  walk -  t hrough helps adm inist rat ion direct  t eachers t oward proper  professional developm ent  t o m eet  st udent  

needs.

¥TeacherÕs analyze st udent  dat a t o det erm ine t heir  personnel professional developm ent  needs.  

¥St udent s who score a Level 1  or  Level 2  on t he FCAT are t arget ed for  supplem ent al inst ruct ion.

¥St udent s who score below t he 50t h percent i le on t he SAT receive int ervent ion program s.

¥St udent s ent er ing k indergar t en w it h l it t le knowledge of  let t ers/ sounds w ill receive int ensive inst ruct ion/ int ervent ions.

¥Through progress m onit or ing and observat ions st udent s who consist ent ly  dem onst rat e academ ic dif f icu lt y  receive 

rem ediat ion dur ing school hours.

¥Aft er  school academ ic cam ps are of fered t o st udent s t arget ed t o m ake learning gains and t hose not  m ak ing m ast ery .

¥Suppor t  personnel,  prov iding supplem ent al inst ruct ion,  w il l m eet  w it h grade level t eam s t o discuss st udent  progress,  

st rat egies and in t ervent ions used.  Unsuccessful st rat egies w il l be replaced w it h alt ernat ive int ervent ions.

¥St rat egies are discussed and put  in place t o cor rect  fact ors t hat  h inder  successful im plem ent at ion of  st rat egies ( scheduling,  

et c.)

¥St udent  dat a is analyzed t o det erm ine ef fect ive of  in t ervent ions and t o ensure proper  placem ent .

¥St udent s who exceed m ast ery  are placed in dist r ict  approved enr ichm ent  program s ( Glencoe Mat h,  et c. )

¥Teachers w it h  enr iched st udent s develop lessons t o m eet  st udent  academ ic needs.

¥FCAT and ot her  assessm ent  result s t hat  dem onst rat e consist ent  prof iciency  are used t o det erm ine placem ent  in  an enr iched 

academ ic program .

¥Parent s are in form ed of  t he expect at ions for  t he st udent  in  t he h igher  level course,  and t heir  cont inued parent al 

involvem ent  and suppor t  are encouraged.

PLC Organization (grade level, 
subject, etc.) PLC Leader

Frequency of 
PLC Meetings Schedule (when)

Primary Focus of PLC (include Lesson 
Study and Data Analysis)

 K-1;  2-3;  4-5 Team  Leaders Monthly Wednesday dur ing 
com m on planning t im e 

Work ing collaborat ively  t o research 
appropr iate intervent ion and enr ichm ent  
st rategies to increase student  
achievem ent ;  analyze t he effect iveness of 
t he I nst ruct ional Focus Calendars;  
intervent ion and enr ichm ent  st rategies 



No Attached Supplemental Educational Services (SES) Notification 
 

Pre-School Transit ion

Postsecondary Transit ion

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

St udent s in our  PLACE program , who are eligible for  k indergar t en,  are given t he oppor t unit y  t o v isit  a k indergar t en classroom . 

To st ar t ,  t he PLACE st udent  at t ends Special ( ar t ,  m usic,  et c. )  w it h t he k indergar t en classroom . They are gradually  worked int o 

a par t  of  t he k indergar t enÕs classroom s daily  rout ine.  PLACE st udent s eat  lunch in t he cafet er ia daily ,  so t hey  have t he 

exper ience of  going t hrough t he cafet er ia l ine and get t ing t heir  lunches,  which m akes it  easier  for  t hem  t o adj ust  when t hey  

are k indergar t ners.

When PLACE st udent s are regist ered for  k indergar t en,  t hey  are g iven a let t ers and sounds t est  t o assess t heir  reading 

readiness.



 

PART II:  EXPECTED IMPROVEMENTS

Reading Goal

Needs Assessment: Based on School Grade and Adequat e Year ly  Progress Dat a:

Did t he t ot al percent  prof icient  increase or  decrease? What  is t he percent  change?

What  clust ers/ st rands,  by  grade level,  showed decrease in prof iciency?

Did all st udent  subgroups m eet  AYP t arget s? I f  not ,  which subgroups did not  m eet  t he t arget s?

Did 50%  or  m ore of  t he lowest  25%  m ake learn ing gains? What  is t he percent  of  t he lowest  25%  of  
st udent s m ak ing learning gains?

Did 50%  or  m ore of  t he t ot al num ber  t est ed m ake learn ing gains? What  is t he percent  of  st udent s 
m ak ing learning gains?

 

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

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement

I n grades 3- 5, 86%  of students achieved m astery on the 
2009 adm inist rat ion of the FCAT Reading Test . 

I n grades 3- 5, 86%  of the students will achieve m astery 
for Reading 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 Stu dents  in  gr ades K- 3 will 
be taught  using the 
McGraw- Hill Treasures 
readin g pr ogr am and 4- 5 will 
use the Trophies Basal 
readin g pr ogr am. Students 
will be grouped according to 
their  abilit y and assessed 
usi ng  the end of story/ unit  
t est s,  as well as,  receive 
supplemental inst ruct ion 
using the Direct  I nst ruct ion 
pr ogr am. 

Principa l; Readin g 
Coach;  Classroom 
Teacher  

Review test  data to ensure 
student  m astery of t ested 
benchmarks 

Data points from  database 

2 Students in 3rd/ 4th/ 5th 
grade will be mentored by a 
ÒcoachÓ on a regular basis 
to review student  goals,  
t est  scores,  and student  
st rategies to prepare for  the 
FCAT assessm ent .  

Pr incipal;  Asst . 
Principa l; Readin g 
Coach;  Classroom 
Teacher  

Review with teachers 
student  goals and mentoring 
schedule 

Student  Goal Sheet  

3 Students in grades 3- 5 not  
m eet ing proficiency on the 
Benchm ark Assessm ent  Test  
(BAT) in reading will be 
remedia te d in  small gr oups. 
These groups will be 
developed based on the 
Sept .  scores as well as the 
Nov. scores. 

Principal Review BAT data scores and 
create remediat ion groups 

BAT scores 

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

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement

I n grades 3- 5, 79%  of st ud ent s achi eved  learni ng  gains 
on the 2009 adm inist rat ion of the FCAT Reading Test . 

I n grades 3- 5, 80%  of 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 Stu dents  in  gr ades K- 5 will  
par t icipate in the Scholast ic 
Reading Program where they 
read books based on their 
IRL level and take 
comprehension assessments 
on the com puter .  Scholast ic 
reports will be reviewed on a 
reg ular basis and  st ud ent s 
will be rewarded monthly. 

Pr incipal;  Asst . 
Principa l; Readin g 
Coach;  Media 
Specialist  

Review student  Scholast ic 
Reports for comprehension 
percentage;  level of book 
read and length of t ime 
between com prehension 
t est s t aken.  

Scholast ic Student  Report  



2 Students in 3- 5t h grad e 
who score a Level 1 and 
Level 2 on Reading FCAT -
SSS will have an opport uni ty 
to part icipate in Reading 
Cam p.  

Principa l; Classroom 
Teacher  

Review FCAT data to ensure 
proper placement  in camp 
group. 

Assessm ent  data reports 

3 Stud ent s in K- 5 will receive 
compr ehension and skill 
pract ice v ia CCC software.  

Pr incipal;  Asst . 
Principa l; Readin g 
Coach;  Classroom 
Teacher  

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

CCC reports TodayÕs Session 
and  Level / Sessi on and  
Performance 

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

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement

Based on the 2009 FCAT Reading data, 78%  of the 
low est  25%  achi eved  learni ng  gains on the 2009 FCAT 
Reading Test . 

Students in the bot tom  quart ile, 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 not  
m eet ing proficiency on the 
Benchm ark Assessm ent  Test  
(BAT)  in reading and are 
considered to be in the 
lowest  25% , will be 
remedia te d in  small gr oups. 
These groups will be 
developed based on the 
Sept .  scores as well as the 
Nov. scores. 

Pr incipal;  Asst . 
Principal 

Review BAT data scores for  
low quart ile students and 
pla ce in  appr opr iate  
remedia tio n gr oup 

BAT data reports 

2 Stu dents  in  gr ades K- 5 wh o 
are reading below grade 
level will receive a double 
dose of reading inst ruct ion 
via Direct  I nst ruct ion. 

Principa l; Readin g 
Coach;  DI  I nst ructors 

Revi ew  DI pacing  chart s and  
t est  dat a.
Provide DI  teachers with 
feedback and further 
t raining.

DI  folders with pacing 
charts and fluency/ m astery 
t est s dat a 

3 Students in grades 3- 5 wh o 
are reading below grade 
level will bu ild fluency skills  
through the Great  Leaps 
pr ogr am. 

Principa l; Readin g 
Coach 

Revi ew  Great  Leap s pacing  
charts and provide feedback 
and further t raining 

Great  Leaps folders with 
pacing char t  of student  
progress 

  

Professional Development Aligned with Objective:
  

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

Teacher

Objective Addressed Content/Topic Facilitator Target 
Date

Strategy for 
Follow-up/ 
Monitoring 

Person 
Responsible 

for Monitoring

I n  grades 3-5,  86%  of t he 
st udent s w il l achieve m ast ery  
for  Reading on t he 2010 FCAT 
Reading Test .  

Effect ive im plem entat ion 
of  t he Treasures Reading 
com ponent s 

Reading Coach 
Sept em ber  
2009 

Lesson Plans;  
Classroom  Visit s;  
Focused Walk -  
Throughs 

Reading 
Coach;  
Pr incipal 

I n  grades 3-5,  86%  of t he 
st udent s w il l achieve m ast ery  
for  Reading on t he 2010 FCAT 
Reading Test .  

Effect ive im plem entat ion 
I nst ruct ional Focus 
Calendars 

Reading 
Coach;  Asst .  
Pr incipal 

August  
2009 

Lesson Plans;  
Classroom  Visit s 

Pr incipal;  
Reading Coach 

Hunt  Elementary goes K- 5

  

Budget: 

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

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

SRA Direct  I nst ruct ion Mater ials SAC Funds $4,800.00

Total: $4,800.00

Technology

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

No Dat a No Dat a $0.00

Total: $0.00



Professional Development

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

No Dat a No Dat a $0.00

Total: $0.00

Other

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

Cam p I nst ruct ors PTA Funds $1,140.00

Workshop Facil it at ors Tit le I $1,170.00

Total: $2,310.00

Final Total: $7,110.00

End of Reading Goal

Mathemat ics Goal

Needs Assessment: Based on School Grade and Adequat e Year ly  Progress Dat a:

Did t he t ot al percent  prof icient  increase or  decrease? What  is t he percent  change?

What  clust ers/ st rands,  by  grade level,  showed decrease in prof iciency?

Did all st udent  subgroups m eet  AYP t arget s? I f  not ,  which subgroups did not  m eet  t he t arget s?

Did 50%  or  m ore of  t he lowest  25%  m ake learn ing gains? What  is t he percent  of  t he lowest  25%  of  
st udent s m ak ing learning gains?

Did 50%  or  m ore of  t he t ot al num ber  t est ed m ake learn ing gains? What  is t he percent  of  st udent s 
m ak ing learning gains?

 

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

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement

I n grades 3- 5, 89%  of students achieved m astery on the 
2009 FCAT Math assessm ent . 

I n grades 3- 5, 89%  of students will achieve m astery on 
the 2010 adm inist rat ion of the FCAT Math test .  

 Action Step
Person Responsible 
for Monitoring the 
Action Step

Process Used to 
Determine Effectiveness 
of Action Step

Evaluation Tool

1 Stu dents  in  gr ades K- 5 will 
be taught  using the 
Harcourt  Brace and /  or 
Saxon Math ser ies. Students 
will be assessed, remediated 
and retaught  via the 5 m ath 
st rands. 

Pr incipal;  Asst . 
Principa l; Readin g 
Coach 

Grade level teams will meet  
to review result s of 
assessments  on an ongo ing 
basis to determ ine progress 
toward m astery of 
benchmarks 

Min i- Assessments;  common 
assessm ents correlate to 
standards 

2 Parents and students in K- 5 
will have the opportunity to 
part icipate in a, grade level 
appropriate, Math 
Workshop, which provides 
hands- on Math act iv it ies t o 
reinforce various math 
concept s.  

Principa l; Readin g 
Coach;  Asst .  Pr incipal 

Collect  at tendance logs and 
parent  feedback sheets 

At t endance sheets and 
feedback sheets 

3 Students in 3rd/ 4th/ 5th 
grade will be mentored by a 
ÒcoachÓ on a regular basis 
to review student  goals,  
t est  scores,  and student  
st rategies to prepare for  the 
FCAT Math assessm ent .  

Pr incipal;  Asst . 
Principa l; Readin g 
Coach;  Classroom 
Teacher  

Review with teachers, 
student  goals and mentoring 
schedule 

Student  goal sheet ;  
Assessm ent  data 

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

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement

I n grades 3- 5, 68%  of st ud ent s achi eved  learni ng  gains 
on the 2009 adm inist rat ion of the FCAT Math test .  

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

 Action Step
Person Responsible 
for Monitoring the 
Action Step

Process Used to 
Determine Effectiveness 
of Action Step

Evaluation Tool

1 Stu dents  in  gr ades K- 5 w 
will have the opportunity to 
enhance/ reinforce m ath 
skills  via CCC (Co mpu te r 
Curr iculum  Corporatio n) 

Pr incipal;  Asst . 
Principa l; Readin g 
Coach;  Classroom 
Teacher  

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

CCC reports:  TodayÕs 
Session, Level/ Session and 
Performance 



software.  

2 Students in grades 3- 5 not  
m eet ing proficiency on the 
Benchm ark Assessm ent  Test  
(BAT) in math will be 
remedia te d in  small gr oups. 
These groups will be 
developed based on the 
Sept .  scores as well as the 
Nov. scores. 

Principal Review BAT data scores and 
create remediat ion groups 

BAT scores 

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

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement

Based on the 2009 FCAT Math data, 68%  of the bot tom  
quart ile showed learning gains. 

68% or more of th e botto m  qu artile  will m ake learning 
gains on the 2010 Math FCAT test .  

 Action Step
Person Responsible 
for Monitoring the 
Action Step

Process Used to 
Determine Effectiveness 
of Action Step

Evaluation Tool

1 I dent ify and closely monitor 
the progress of the lowest  
quart ile consistent ly;  revise 
intervent ions as indicated 
by student  data.  

Pr incipal;  Asst . 
Principa l; Readin g 
Coach 

Database of student  
assessm ent  scores;  record 
of st rategies ut ilized 

I ncrease in student  
achievem ent  on 
assessm ents 

2 Stud ent s in K- 5 that  need 
addit ional assistance with a 
specific m ath sub st rand (as 
determ ined by data)  will be 
remedia te d in  a small gr oup 
set t ing.  

Pr incpal;  Asst .  
Principa l; Readin g 
Coach;  Classroom 
Teacher  

Grade level teams will review 
data on common 
assessm ents  and gr oup 
students to rem ediate 

Progress of students on 
assessm ents 

  

Professional Development Aligned with Objective:
  

Objective Addressed Content/Topic Facilitator Target 
Date

Strategy for 
Follow-up/ 
Monitoring 

Person 
Responsible 

for Monitoring

I n  grades 3-5,  89%  of 
st udent s w il l achieve m ast ery  
on t he 2010 adm inist rat ion of  
t he FCAT Mat h t est .  

Effect ive 
I m plem entat ion of 
I nst ruct ional Focus 
Calendar  

Reading 
Coach;  Asst .  
Pr incipal 

August  
2009 

Classroom  Visit s;  Lesson 
Plans 

Pr incipal;  
Reading Coach;  
Asst .  Pr incipal 

I n  grades 3-5,  70%  of 
st udent s w il l achieve learning 
gains on t he 2010 FCAT Mat h 
t est .  

Analyzing CCC Mat h 
repor t s 

Asst .  Pr incipal 
Sept em ber  
2009 

CCC Repor t s:  TodayÕs 
Session,  Level/ Session & 
Per form ance and St rand 
repor t  

Pr incipal;  Asst .  
Pr incipal;  
Reading Coach 

  

Budget: 

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

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

Saxon Math Refill k it s School Budget $11,174.00

Total: $11,174.00

Technology

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

No Dat a No Dat a $0.00

Total: $0.00

Professional Development

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

No Dat a No Dat a $0.00

Total: $0.00

Other

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

Workshop Facil it at ors Tit le 1 $1,092.00

Cam p I nst ructor PTA Fund $285.00

Total: $1,377.00

Final Total: $12,551.00

End of Mathematics Goal



Science Goal

Needs Assessment: Based on School Grade Dat a:

Did t he t ot al percent  prof icient  increase or  was t he percent  prof icient  m aint ained?

What  clust ers/ st rands showed decrease in  prof iciency?

 

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

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement

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

Given inst ruct ion based on the Sunshine State 
Standards, 56%  of 5th grade students will score at  level 
3 and above on the 2010 FCAT Science Assessm ent . 

 Action Step
Person Responsible 
for Monitoring the 
Action Step

Process Used to 
Determine Effectiveness 
of Action Step

Evaluation Tool

1 Stud ent s in K- 5th grade will 
demonst rat e thei r  
knowledge of the scient if ic 
process by part icipat ing in 
t he school wide Science 
Fair. 

Pr incipal;  Asst . 
Principa l; Classroom 
Teacher;  Reading 
Coach 

Judgin g th e level of qu ality  
and understanding shown in 
projects subm it ted 

Project  Rubric 

2 Provide targeted 5th grade 
students with hands- on lab 
experiments and engaging 
act iv it ies in a weekly after  
school Science Cam p. 

Principa l; Classroom 
Teacher  

Teachers will review/ analyze 
assessm ent  data of 
students at tending cam p 

Assessm ent  correlated to 
t he Science standards 

3 Stud ent s in K- 5 will receive 
inst ruct ion on the six 
Science St rands through 
focused lessons correlated 
to t he Science I nst ruct ional 
Focus Calendar. 

Pr incipal;  Asst . 
Principal 

Revi ew  grad e level  dat a on 
a regular basis to determ ine 
progress toward m astery of 
benchmarks 

Min i- Assessm ents;  grade 
level assessm ents 
correlated to standards 

  

Professional Development Aligned with Objective:
  

Objective Addressed Content/Topic Facilitator Target 
Date

Strategy for 
Follow-up/ 
Monitoring 

Person 
Responsible 

for Monitoring

Given inst ruct ion based on t he Sunshine 
St at e St andards,  56%  of  5 t h grade 
st udent s w il l  score at  level 3  and above 
on t he 2010 FCAT Science Assessm ent .  

Effect ive 
I m plem entat ion of 
I nst ruct ional Focus 
Calendar  

Reading 
Coach;  Asst .  
Pr incipal 

August  
2009 

Classroom  
Visit s;  Lesson 
Plans 

Pr incipal;  Reading 
Coach;  Asst .  
Pr incipal 

  

Budget: 

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

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

No Dat a No Dat a $0.00

Total: $0.00

Technology

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

No Dat a No Dat a $0.00

Total: $0.00

Professional Development

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

No Dat a No Dat a $0.00

Total: $0.00

Other

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

Cam p I nst ructor PTA Funds $285.00

Workshop Facil it at ors Tit le I $1,326.00

Total: $1,611.00

Final Total: $1,611.00



End of Science Goal

Writ ing Goal

Needs Assessment: Based on School Grade Dat a:

Did t he t ot al percent  prof icient  increase or  was t he percent  prof icient  m aint ained?

What  clust ers/ st rands showed decrease in  prof iciency?

 

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

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement

On the 2009 admi ni st rat ion of the FCAT Wri t ing  test , 98%  
of the students in 4th grade scored level 3.5 or above in 
Writ ing. 

On the 2010 adm inist rat ion of the FCAT Writ ing test , 
98%  of the 4th grade students will achieve a 3.5 or 
above. 

 Action Step
Person Responsible 
for Monitoring the 
Action Step

Process Used to 
Determine Effectiveness 
of Action Step

Evaluation Tool

1 Stu dents  in  gr ades K- 5 will 
part icipate in a school wide 
writ ing program which 
rewards students for  
exem pla ry wr itin g skills . 

Reading Coach;  
Classroom  Teacher 

Student  writ ing samples are 
reviewed and students are 
chosen t o be showcased 

Prog ress bet ween samp les 
and different  student  
choices 

2 Stu dents  in  4th  gr ade will 
pract ice specif ic wr it ing 
formats while incorporat ing 
the six wri t ing  t rai ts 

Principa l; Readin g 
Coach 

Student  writ ing samples will 
be reviewed and scored 
based off FCAT Writes 
rubrics 

Progress between writ ing 
sam ple s 

3 Students will respond to 
pract ice prom pts on a 
regular basis. I nst ruct ion will 
be tailored to m eet  the 
needs of individual and 
groups of students. 

Reading Coach;  
Classroom  Teacher 

Writin g sam ple s will be 
scored before and after  
indiv idu al or small gr oup 
inst ruct ion 

Progress between writ ing 
sam ple s on specif ic wr itin g 
skills  

  

Professional Development Aligned with Objective:
  

Objective Addressed Content/Topic Facilitator Target 
Date

Strategy for 
Follow-up/ 
Monitoring 

Person 
Responsible 

for Monitoring

On t he 2010 adm inist rat ion of  t he FCAT 
Wr it ing t est ,  98%  of  t he 4t h grade 
st udent s w il l  achieve a 3.5 or  above.  

Effect ive im plem entat ion 
I nst ruct ional Focus 
Calendars 

Reading Coach;  
Asst .  Pr incipal 

August  
2009 

Lesson Plans;  
Classroom  Visit s 

Pr incipal;  
Reading Coach 

  

Budget: 

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

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

No Dat a No Dat a $0.00

Total: $0.00

Technology

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

No Dat a No Dat a $0.00

Total: $0.00

Professional Development

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

No Dat a No Dat a $0.00

Total: $0.00

Other

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

Cam p I nst ructor PTA Funds $285.00

Workshop Facil it at ors Tit le I $156.00

Total: $441.00

Final Total: $441.00

End of Science Goal



Parent  Involvement  Goal

Needs Assessment: Based on inform at ion from  School Grade and Adequat e Year ly  Progress Dat a:

Were parent  involvem ent  act iv it ies and st rat egies t arget ed t o areas of  academ ic need?

Based on inform at ion from  surveys,  evaluat ions,  agendas,  or  sign- ins:

Was t he percent  of  parent  par t icipat ion in school act iv it ies m aint ained or  increased from  t he pr ior  
year?

Generally ,  what  st rat egies or  act iv it ies can be em ployed t o increase parent  involvem ent ?

 

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

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement

Parent  t raining sign- in sheets from 2008- 2009 ind icat e 
only 40%  of parents at tended at  least  on workshop 

I ncrease parent  part icipat ion at  parent  workshops to 
45% of parents . 

 Action Step
Person Responsible 
for Monitoring the 
Action Step

Process Used to 
Determine Effectiveness 
of Action Step

Evaluation Tool

1 Publicize events using 
m ultiple  meth ods 

Asst . Pr incipal Collect  sign- in sheets Sign -  in sheets 

2 Provide interpreters at  
workshops in parentÕs nat ive 
language 

Principal;  Volunteer 
Coordinator 

Collect  Sign-  I n Sheets Sign -  I n sheets 

3 Provide workshop 
part icipants with 
refreshments  before 
at tend ing  t rai ning . 

Asst . Pr incipal Collect  Sign- I n Sheets Sign -  I n Sheets 

  

Professional Development Aligned with Objective:
  

Objective Addressed Content/Topic Facilitator
Target 
Date

Strategy for 
Follow-up/ 
Monitoring

Person 
Responsible 

for 
Monitoring

No dat a sub mi t ted

  

Budget: 

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

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

No Dat a No Dat a $0.00

Total: $0.00

Technology

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

No Dat a No Dat a $0.00

Total: $0.00

Professional Development

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

No Dat a No Dat a $0.00

Total: $0.00

Other

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount

Refreshm ent s PTA Funds $1,000.00

Total: $1,000.00

Final Total: $1,000.00

End of Parent Involvement Goal



 

Other Goals
No Ot her  Goals were subm it t ed for  t h is school



FINAL BUDGET

Different iated Accountability

School- level Different iated Accountabilit y  Com pliance

No Attached school’s Differentiated Accountability Checklist of Compliance 

School Advisory Council

 

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

Goal Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

Reading SRA Direct  I nst ruct ion Mater ials SAC Funds $4,800.00

Mathem at ics Saxon Math Refill k it s School Budget $11,174.00

Total: $15,974.00

Technology

Goal Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Dat a No Dat a No Dat a $0.00

Total: $0.00

Professional Development

Goal Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

No Dat a No Dat a No Dat a $0.00

Total: $0.00

Other

Goal Description of Resources Funding Source Available 
Amount

Reading Cam p I nst ruct ors PTA Funds $1,140.00

Reading Workshop Facil it at ors Tit le I $1,170.00

Mathem at ics Workshop Facil it at ors Tit le 1 $1,092.00

Mathem at ics Cam p I nst ructor PTA Fund $285.00

Writ ing Cam p I nst ructor PTA Funds $285.00

Writ ing Workshop Facil it at ors Tit le I $156.00

Science Cam p I nst ructor PTA Funds $285.00

Science Workshop Facil it at ors Tit le I $1,326.00

Parent al I nvolvem ent Refreshm ent s PTA Funds $1,000.00

Total: $6,739.00

Final Total: $22,713.00

 I nt ervenenmlkj  Cor rect  I Inmlkj  Prevent  I Inmlkj  Cor rect  Inmlkj  Prevent  Inmlkj  NAnmlkji

School Advisory Council (SAC) Membership Compliance

The m aj or it y  of  t he SAC m em bers are not  em ployed by t he school dist r ict .  The SAC is com posed of t he pr incipal and an appropr iat ely  

balanced num ber  of  t eachers,  educat ion suppor t  em ployees,  st udent s ( for  m iddle and high school only ) ,  parent s,  and ot her  business 

and com m unit y  cit izens who are representat ive of t he ethnic,  racial,  and econom ic com m unit y  served by t he school.

 Yes. Agree with the above statement.

Projected use of SAC Funds Amount

SRA Direct  I nst ruct ion Mater ials 4800  

Descr ibe the Act ivit ies of  the School Advisory Council for  the Upcoming Year

¥SAC allocat es funds for  program s/ m at er ials used t o increase st udent  achievem ent  and suppor t  SI P obj ect ives.

¥SAC holds m ont hly  m eet ings t o m onit or  t he progress of t he im plem ent at ion of t he SI P.

¥SAC com piles a year ly  school needs assessm ent ,  t hat  encourages parent s t o prov ide t heir  opin ion about  t he schoolÕs 

effect iveness.



SAC Members

¥SAC analyzes/ m onit ors t he schoolÕs dat a t o ensure school goals are being ach ieved.  

¥SAC w il l  rev iew/ rev ise SI P based on BAT and ot her  assessm ent  dat a.

Members

1)   Debra Braly ,   Pr incipal 

2)   Lynet te Moham m ed,   SAC Chair  

3)   Lat onya Coldros,   Teacher  

4)   Nelson Ar t ieda,   Teacher  

5)   Dawn Rice,   Business Mem ber  

6)   Karen Carey ,   Parent  

7)   Gail Abram owit z,   Parent  

8)   Nancy  Cooke,   Parent  

9)   Mar ia Pachecho,   Parent  

10)   Off icer  Alex  Reyes,   Com m unit y  Mem ber  

11)   Nancy Barnet t ,    School Suppor t  Personnel 

12)   Mitzi MunizBueno,   School Suppor t  Personnel 

13)   Jennifer  Cooper ,   School Suppor t  Personnel 

14)   Mer ry  Gaet a,   Union Steward 



 

AYP DATA

SCHOOL GRADE 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:

 Click here to see Number of students in each group
Read:  435
Math:  435   

2008- 2009  

School Grade1:
A   

Did the School 
m ake Adequate 
Yearly Progress? 

YES  

This section shows the percent tested and performance for each group used to determine AYP (Parts a and c2). This section shows the 
improvement for each group used 
to determine AYP via safe harbor 
(Part b2).

This section shows the percent 
of students "on track" to be 
proficient used to determine 
AYP via the growth model.

Group
Reading
Tested 95%  of 
the students? 

Math
Tested 95%  of 
the students? 

65%  scoring at  
or  above grade 
level in 
Reading?

68%  scoring at  
or  above grade 
level in  Math ?

I m proved 
performance in  
Writ ing by 1% ?

Increased 
Graduat ion 

Rate3by 1% ?

Percent  of 
Stu dents  
below 
grade 
level in 
Reading

Safe
Harbor
Reading

Percent  of 
Stu dents  
below 
grade 
level in 
Math

Safe
Harbor
Math

%  of  
students 
on t rack 
to be 
proficient  
in  
reading

Growth 
m odel 
reading

%  of  
students 
on t rack 
to be 
proficient  
in math

Growth 
m odel 
m ath

 2009 Y/ N 2009 Y/ N 2009 Y/ N 2009 Y/ N 2008 2009 Y/ N 2007 2008 Y/ N 2008 2009 Y/ N 2008 2009 Y/ N 2009 Y/ N 2009 Y/ N

TOTAL4  99 Y 99 Y 83 Y 84 Y   Y   NA 24 17 NA 16 16 NA 83 NA 77 NA 

WHI TE  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 

ASI AN   NA  NA  NA  NA   NA   NA   NA   NA     

AMERICAN INDIAN   NA  NA  NA  NA   NA   NA   NA   NA     

ECONOMI CALLY DI SADVANTAGED  98 Y 98 Y 80 Y 82 Y   Y   NA 26 20 NA 18 18 NA 80 NA 76 NA 

ENGLI SH LANGUAGE LEARNERS  100 Y 100 Y 77 Y 73 Y   NA   NA 35 23 NA 29 27 NA 81 NA 70 NA 

STUDENTS WI TH DI SABI LI TI ES  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:

 Click here to see Number of students in each group
Read:  423
Math:  423   

2007- 2008  

School Grade1:
A   

Did the School 
m ake Adequate 
Yearly Progress? 

YES  

This section shows the percent tested and performance for each group used to determine AYP (Parts a and c2). This section shows the 
improvement for each group used 
to determine AYP via safe harbor 
(Part b2).

This section shows the percent 
of students "on track" to be 
proficient used to determine 
AYP via the growth model.

Group
Reading
Tested 95%  of 
the students? 

Math
Tested 95%  of 
the students? 

58%  scoring at  
or  above grade 
level in 
Reading?

62%  scoring at  
or  above grade 
level in  Math ?

I m proved 
performance in  
Writ ing by 1% ?

Increased 
Graduat ion 

Rate3by 1% ?

Percent  of 
Stu dents  
below 
grade 
level in 
Reading

Safe
Harbor
Reading

Percent  of 
Stu dents  
below 
grade 
level in 
Math

Safe
Harbor
Math

%  of  
students 
on t rack 
to be 
proficient  
in  
reading

Growth 
m odel 
reading

%  of  
students 
on t rack 
to be 
proficient  
in math

Growth 
m odel 
m ath

 2008 Y/ N 2008 Y/ N 2008 Y/ N 2008 Y/ N 2007 2008 Y/ N 2006 2007 Y/ N 2007 2008 Y/ N 2007 2008 Y/ N 2008 Y/ N 2008 Y/ N

TOTAL4  99 Y 99 Y 76 Y 84 Y   Y   NA 24 24 NA 15 16 NA 74 NA 80 NA 

WHI TE  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 

ASI AN   NA  NA  NA  NA   NA   NA   NA   NA     

AMERICAN INDIAN   NA  NA  NA  NA   NA   NA   NA   NA     

ECONOMI CALLY DI SADVANTAGED  99 Y 98 Y 74 Y 82 Y   Y   NA 28 26 NA 18 18 NA 75 NA 78 NA 

ENGLI SH 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 WI TH DI SABI LI TI ES  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:

 Click here to see Number of students in each group
Read:  433
Math:  433   

2006- 2007  

School Grade1:
A   

Did the School 
m ake Adequate 
Yearly Progress? 

YES  

This section shows the percent tested and performance for each group used to determine AYP (Parts a and c2). This section shows the 
improvement for each group used 
to determine AYP via safe harbor 
(Part b2).

This section shows the percent 
of students "on track" to be 
proficient used to determine 
AYP via the growth model.

Group
Reading
Tested 95%  of 
the students? 

Math
Tested 95%  of 
the students? 

51%  scoring at  
or  above grade 
level in 
Reading?

56%  scoring at  
or  above grade 
level in  Math ?

I m proved 
performance in  
Writ ing by 1% ?

Increased 
Graduat ion 

Rate3by 1% ?

Percent  of 
Stu dents  
below 
grade 
level in 
Reading

Safe
Harbor
Reading

Percent  of 
Stu dents  
below 
grade 
level in 
Math

Safe
Harbor
Math

%  of  
students 
on t rack 
to be 
proficient  
in  
reading

Growth 
m odel 
reading

%  of  
students 
on t rack 
to be 
proficient  
in math

Growth 
m odel 
m ath

 2007 Y/ N 2007 Y/ N 2007 Y/ N 2007 Y/ N 2006 2007 Y/ N 2005 2006 Y/ N 2006 2007 Y/ N 2006 2007 Y/ N 2007 Y/ N 2007 Y/ N

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

WHI TE  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 

ASI AN   NA  NA  NA  NA   NA   NA   NA   NA     

AMERICAN INDIAN   NA  NA  NA  NA   NA   NA   NA   NA     

ECONOMI CALLY DI SADVANTAGED  99 Y 98 Y 72 Y 82 Y 93   Y   NA 25 30 NA 24 18 NA 69 NA 76 NA 

ENGLI SH 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 WI TH DI SABI LI TI ES  100 Y 97 Y  NA  NA   NA   NA   NA   NA     

Broward School District
JAMES S. HUNT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
2008-2009 

 
Reading
  

Math
  

Writing
  

Science
  

Grade
Points
Earned

 

% Meeting High 
Standards 
(FCAT Level 3 
and Above)

86%   89%   98%   54%   3 2 7   

Writing and Science: Tak es in t o  accoun t  t he 
%  scor ing  3 . 5  and  abov e on  Wr i t ing  and  t he 
%  scor ing  3  and  abov e on  Science.  
Som et im es t he Dist r ict  w r i t ing and/ or  science 
av er age is subst i t u t ed for  t he w r i t ing  and/ or  
science com ponen t .  

% of Students 
Making Learning 
Gains

79%  68%    1 4 7  

3  w ay s t o  m ak e gain s:
! I m pr ov e FCAT Lev els
! Main t ain  Lev el  3 ,  4 ,  or  5
! I m pr ov e m or e t han  one y ear  w i t h in  Lev el  



1  or  2

Adequate 
Progress of 
Lowest 25% in 
the School?

78%  ( YES)  68%  ( YES)    1 4 6   

Adequ at e Pr og r ess based  on  gain s o f  low est  
2 5 %  of  st uden t s in  r ead in g  an d  m at h .  Yes,  
i f  5 0 %  or  m or e m ak e ga in s in  bot h  r ead ing  
an d  m at h .  

Poin t s Ear ned     6 2 0   

Per cen t  Test ed  
=  99%

     Per cen t  of  el ig ib le st uden t s t est ed

School Grade     A  
Gr ade based  on  t o t a l  po in t s,  adequ at e 
p r og r ess,  and  %  of  st uden t s t est ed

Broward School District
JAMES S. HUNT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
2007-2008 

 
Reading
  

Math
  

Writing
  

Science
  

Grade
Points
Earned

 

% Meeting High 
Standards 
(FCAT Level 3 
and Above)

80%   88%   95%   45%   3 0 8   

Writing and Science: Tak es in t o  accoun t  t he 
%  scor ing  3 . 5  and  abov e on  Wr i t ing  and  t he 
%  scor ing  3  and  abov e on  Science.  
Som et im es t he Dist r ict  w r i t ing and/ or  science 
av er age is subst i t u t ed for  t he w r i t ing  and/ or  
science com ponen t .  

% of Students 
Making Learning 
Gains

69%  70%    1 3 9  

3  w ay s t o  m ak e gain s:
! I m pr ov e FCAT Lev els
! Main t ain  Lev el  3 ,  4 ,  or  5
! I m pr ov e m or e t han  one y ear  w i t h in  Lev el  
1  or  2

Adequate 
Progress of 
Lowest 25% in 
the School?

62%  ( YES)  65%  ( YES)    1 2 7   

Adequ at e Pr og r ess based  on  gain s o f  low est  
2 5 %  of  st uden t s in  r ead in g  an d  m at h .  Yes,  
i f  5 0 %  or  m or e m ak e ga in s in  bot h  r ead ing  
an d  m at h .  

Poin t s Ear ned     5 7 4   

Per cen t  Test ed  
=  99%

     Per cen t  of  el ig ib le st uden t s t est ed

School Grade     A  
Gr ade based  on  t o t a l  po in t s,  adequ at e 
p r og r ess,  and  %  of  st uden t s t est ed

Broward School District
JAMES S. HUNT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
2006-2007 

 
Reading
  

Math
  

Writing
  

Science
  

Grade
Points
Earned

 

% Meeting High 
Standards 
(FCAT Level 3 
and Above)

80%   89%   96%   47%   3 1 2   

Writing and Science: Tak es in t o  accoun t  t he 
%  scor ing  3 . 5  and  abov e on  Wr i t ing  and  t he 
%  scor ing  3  and  abov e on  Science.  
Som et im es t he Dist r ict  w r i t ing and/ or  science 
av er age is subst i t u t ed for  t he w r i t ing  and/ or  
science com ponen t .  

% of Students 
Making Learning 
Gains

72%  71%    1 4 3  

3  w ay s t o  m ak e gain s:
! I m pr ov e FCAT Lev els
! Main t ain  Lev el  3 ,  4 ,  or  5
! I m pr ov e m or e t han  one y ear  w i t h in  Lev el  
1  or  2

Adequate 
Progress of 
Lowest 25% in 
the School?

67%  ( YES)  76%  ( YES)    1 4 3   

Adequ at e Pr og r ess based  on  gain s o f  low est  
2 5 %  of  st uden t s in  r ead in g  an d  m at h .  Yes,  
i f  5 0 %  or  m or e m ak e ga in s in  bot h  r ead ing  
an d  m at h .  

Poin t s Ear ned     5 9 8   

Per cen t  Test ed  
=  99%

     Per cen t  of  el ig ib le st uden t s t est ed

School Grade     A  
Gr ade based  on  t o t a l  po in t s,  adequ at e 
p r og r ess,  and  %  of  st uden t s t est ed


