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VISONand MISSONSTATEMENTS

Vision: All children are achieving excellence in education in a safe caring environment.

Mission: Our staff at Dolphin Bay Elementary is providing a quality education to all students in a secure learning environment

with the collaboration of parents and the community.

PART I: CURRENT SCHOOL STATUS

SCHOOL PROFILE/ DEMOGRAPHICS

Brief History and Background of the School

DOLPHIN BAY ELEMENTARY OPENED ITS DOORS DURING THE 2005-2006 SCHOOL YEAR IN A PORTABLE SITE. FROM THE FIRST
YEAR WITH AROUND 400 STUDENTS, DOLPHIN BAY HAS GROWN TO OVER 890 STUDENTS. DOLPHIN BAY HAS 21ST CENTURY
CLASSROOMS WITH ALL THE LATEST TECHNOLOGY, DOCUMENT CAMERAS, CEILING MOUNTED PROJECTORS, AND ACTIVSLATES.
WITH THE CHANGING NEEDS OF THE SCHOOL, THE FREE/REDUCED LUNCH RATE HAS GROWN FROM 12% THE OPENING YEAR
TO OVER 30% THIS CURRENT YEAR. DOLPHIN BAY HAS MAINTAINED ITS QAOSTATUS WITH AYP FROM THE BEGINNING YEAR TO

THE CURRENT YEAR.

Unique School Srengths for Next Year

¥ GRANTS COMMITTEE

¥ BOARD CERTIFIED TEACHERS

¥ ESOL SELF CONTAINED GRADES 1 & 2
¥ DEPARTMENTALIZATION IN GRADES 3-5

Unique School Weaknesses for Next Year

¥ DECREASE IN BUDGET

¥ DECREASE OF INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL

¥ NOT MEETING CLASS SIZE DUE TO DECREASE OF INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL
¥ SCIENCE RESOURCE SPECIALS NO LONGER AVAILABLE DUE TO BUDGET CUTS

¥ INSTRUCTIONAL AND NONINSTITUTIONAL MATERIALS FUNDS NOT ALLOCATED FOR 09-10

Sudent Demographics

8.04% ASIAN, 26.8% BLACK, 45.4% HISPANIC, 16% WHITE, 31.5% FREE OR REDUCED LUNCH, 9.34 ESE, 12.3 ELL

Sudent Attendance Rates

95.20

Student Mobility

16.70

Student Suspension Rates

Internal .40 External .10

Student Retention Rates



2007 4.10, 2008 1.65, 2009 0

Class Size

2008-2009 CLASS SIZE AVERAGE:
K- 3RD 17.78
4TH- 5TH 20.78

Academic Performance of Feeder Pattern

DOLPHIN BAY ELEMENTARY STUDENTS FEED INTO GLADES MIDDLE SCHOOL WHICH IS AN AAOSCHOOL WITH 90% OF
STUDENTS MEETING AYP CRITERIA. FOR HIGH SCHOOL, DOLPHIN BAY STUDENTS FEED INTO EVERGLADES HIGH SCHOOL
WHICH 1S A (BOSCHOOL WITH 72% OF STUDENTS MEETING AYP CRITERIA.

Partnerships and Grants

PARTNERSHIPS B OUR PARTNERS PROVIDE FINANCIAL SUPPORT TO FUND RECOGNITION AWARDS FOR STUDENTS AND
VOLUNTEERS, AS WELL AS COUPONS FOR GOODS/ SERVICES FOR ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT, ATTENDANCE AND BEHAVIOR.
¥ SUNSHINE CHILD PROGRAMS

¥ PAPA JOHNS PIZZA

¥ HINSON OFFICE SUPPLIES

¥ DUNKINGDONUTS

¥ PLAY & TRADE

¥ COSTCO WHOLESALE

¥ COLD STONE CREAMERY

¥ JUICEBLENDZ

¥ CHILIG RESTAURANT

¥ MEMORIAL HOSPITAL MIRAMAR

GRANTS B WE HAVE APPLIED FOR A $3000 TARGET GRANT, BUT WILL NOT RECEIVE NOTIFICATION UNTIL OCTOBER ®9. OUR
GRANTS COMMITTEE WILL CONTINUE TO APPLY FOR GRANTS AS THEY BECOME AVAILABLE DURING THE 09-10 SCHOOL YEAR.

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

D / v # of t # of Years as
Position Name C te.?.ree;.(s) cears at an Prior Performance Record *
ertification(s) Sl:::::I Administrator

2009: GRADE A

ALL STUDENTS MET AYP CRITERIA
READING MASTERY: 85%
SCIENCE MASTERY: 59%

MATH MASTERY: 87%

WRITING MASTERY: 96%

2007: GRADE A

ALL STUDENTS MET AYP CRITERIA
READING MASTERY: 79%
SCIENCE MASTERY: 50%

MATH MASTERY: 85%

WRITING MASTERY: 93%

Principal IRENE CEJKA MASTERS 4 19 2008: GRADE A

ALL STUDENTS MET AYP CRITERIA
READING MASTERY: 80%
SCIENCE MASTERY: 47%

MATH MASTERY: 83%

WRITING MASTERY: 89%

2007: GRADE A

ALL STUDENTS MET AYP CRITERIA
READING MASTERY: 79%
SCIENCE MASTERY: 50%

MATH MASTERY: 85%

WRITING MASTERY: 93%

2009: GRADE A

ALL STUDENTS MET AYP CRITERIA
READING MASTERY: 85%
SCIENCE MASTERY: 59%

MATH MASTERY: 87%

WRITING MASTERY: 96%

2007: GRADE A

ALL STUDENTS MET AYP CRITERIA
READING MASTERY: 79%
SCIENCE MASTERY: 50%

MATH MASTERY: 85%

; . SANDRA WRITING MASTERY: 93%

Assis Principal NELSON MASTERS 4 4 2008: GRADE A
ALL STUDENTS MET AYP CRITERIA




READING MASTERY: 80%
SCIENCE MASTERY: 47%

MATH MASTERY: 83%

WRITING MASTERY: 89%

2007: GRADE A

ALL STUDENTS MET AYP CRITERIA
READING MASTERY: 79%
SCIENCE MASTERY: 50%

MATH MASTERY: 85%

WRITING MASTERY: 93%

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

HIGHLY QUALIFIED INSTRUCTIONAL COACHES

Subject Area

Name

Degree(s)/
Certification(s)

# of
Years at
Current

School

# of Years as a
Coach

Prior Performance Record *

Reading

Susanna
Deutsch

Bachelor inn
Elementry Ed.,
Masters in
Ed.Leadership,
Reading & ESOL
Endorsed

2009: GRADE A

ALL STUDENTS MET AYP CRITERIA
READING MASTERY: 85%
SCIENCE MASTERY: 59%

MATH MASTERY: 87%

WRITING MASTERY: 96%

2007: GRADE A

ALL STUDENTS MET AYP CRITERIA
READING MASTERY: 79%
SCIENCE MASTERY: 50%

MATH MASTERY: 85%

WRITING MASTERY: 93%

2008: GRADE A

ALL STUDENTS MET AYP CRITERIA
READING MASTERY: 80%
SCIENCE MASTERY: 47%

MATH MASTERY: 83%

WRITING MASTERY: 89%

2007: GRADE A

ALL STUDENTS MET AYP CRITERIA
READING MASTERY: 79%
SCIENCE MASTERY: 50%

MATH MASTERY: 85%

WRITING MASTERY: 93%

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

HIGHLY QUALIFIED TEACHERS
Projected ;
- Person h Not Applicable (If not
Description of Strategy Responsible Completion pleaspepexplain(why) '
Date
1. NEW EDUCATOR SUPPORT SYSTEM NESS LIAISON ONGOING
ADMINISTRATION
2. ORIENTATION OF NEW PERSONNEL NESS LIAISON ONGOING
3. STAFF 3. STAFF
8. STAFF DEVELOPMENT DEVELOPMENT DEVELOPMENT
ADMINISTRATION/ TEAM|ADMINISTRATION/ TEAM
4. LEARNING COMMUNITIES LEADERS LEADERS

Non-Highly Qualified Instructors

Teaching

Professional
Development/Support

Name Certification Assignment to Become Highly
Qualified
N/A N/A N/A N/A
Saff Demographics
% of % of % of % of o .
Total Number % of Teachers Teachers Teachers Teachers : % Reading /o National
of First-Year| with 1-5 with 6-14 with 15+ with | e Highly) b orsed | (Board | % ESOL
Instructional |rSt-Yea Qualified orsed | certified |Endorsed
Teachers Years of Years of Years of Advanced Teachers
Staff h h h Teachers
Experience Experience Experience Degrees
53 4 32 49 15 38 100 6 4 68
Teacher Mentoring Program
Mentor Name Mentee Rationale Planned Mentoring
r Assigned for Pairing Activities




. WEEKLY TEAM PLANNING,
Michele Figueroa ,':AOC”COFmick I’\:\a,";lto grade MONTHLY GRADE LEVEL
LEARNING
LISA PONCE
LUCY WEEKLY TEAM PLANNING,
beborah Sarrion KITCHER I’\:I‘glto grade MONTHLY GRADE LEVEL
KETHERINE LEARNING COMMUNITIES
URRETIA
ERIKA ORTIZ
JESSICA
LOPEZ
WEEKLY TEAM PLANNING,
Barbara Wells gE(IBSA-II—\IY l’\:\i‘gl“’ grade MONTHLY GRADE LEVEL
TReA LEARNING COMMUNITIES
LOPEZ
DIANA
WEEKLY TEAM PLANNING,
Carmen Alvarez f\‘%i'ﬂ“ l’\":/‘gl“’ grade MONTHLY GRADE LEVEL
ORI LEARNING COMMUNITIES
WEEKLY TEAM PLANNING,
Veronica Sclafani {/\iILSUAMS I’:‘:/V(\allto grade MONTHLY GRADE LEVEL
LEARNING COMMUNITIES

ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS
Coordinatio n and Integration

Note: For Title | schools only
Title I, Part A

NOT APPLICABLE

Title I, Part C- Migrant

NOT APPLICABLE

Title |, Part D

NOT APPLICABLE

Title Il

NOT APPLICABLE

Title 1

NOT APPLICABLE

Title X- Homeless

NOT APPLICABLE

Supplemental Academic Instruction (SAl)

THE SAlI FUNDS ARE BEING USED TO HIRE AN ADDITIONAL PART-TIME TEACHER TO ASSIST STRUGGLING STUDENTS IN 1ST-5TH
GRADE.

Violence Prevention Programs

SCHOOL RESOURCE OFFICER
JUST SAY NO
GUIDANCE LESSONS

Nutrition Programs

NOT APPLICABLE

Housing Programs

NOT APPLICABLE

Head Start

NOT APPLICABLE

Adult Education

NOT APPLICABLE

Career and Technical Education



NOT APPLICABLE

Job Training

NOT APPLICABLE

Other

NOT APPLICABLE

Response to Instruction/ Intervention (Rtl)

rSchool-based RtI Team

Identify the school-based Rtl Leadership Team.

Identify the school-based Rtl Leadership Team.

IRENE CEJKA, PRINCIPAL

SANDRA NELSON, ASST. PRINCIPAL

SUSANNA DEUTSCH, READIN G COACH

ZUZEL RODRIGUEZ, ESE SPECIALIST

CPST: PRINCIPAL, ASST. PRINCIPAL, READING COACH, ESE SPECIALIST, GUIDANCE COUNSELOR, SCHOOL PSYCHOLOGI ST,
SOCIAL WORKER, SELECT GENERAL EDUCATION TEACHERS

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

ALL MEMERBS OF Rtl WILL ATTEND FCIM TRAINING IN THE SUMMER. Rtl TEAM IS ALSO INCLUDED ON CPST. THE Rtl TEAM WILL
MEET MONTHLY TO MONITOR STUDENT PROGRESS. CPST WILL MEET QUARTERLY TO MONITOR AND UPDATE THE PROGRESS OF
STUDENTS.

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

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

DIFFERENTIATED INSTRUCTION AND INTERVENTIONS TO MEET THE NEEDS OF INDIVIDUAL LEARNERS; THERE WILL BE
DIFFERENTIATION IN GROUPING IN THE CORE CURRICULUM BY USING A VARIETY OF GROUPIN G FORMATS TO IN STRUCT
STUDENTS. A LOG WILL BE KEPT OF INTERVENTION EFFORTS AND STUDENTSOPROGRESS.

ALL CLASSROOM TEACHERS WILL MEET EVERY 6 WEEKS WITH THE Rtl TEAM FOR DATA CHATS. ALL STUDENT DATA WILL BE
REVIEWED.

r RtI Implementation

Describe the data management system used to summarize tiered data.

ALL CLASSROOM TEACHERS WILL MEET EVERY 6 WEEKS WITH THE Rtl TEAM FOR DATA CHATS. ALL STUDENT DATA WILL BE
REVIEWED.

Describe the plan to train staff on Rtl.

ALL STAFF WILL BE TRAINED ON Rtl DURING PREPLANNING WEEK, 8/18/2009. GRADE LEVELS WILL BE PROVIDED WITH
LITERATURE TITLED MENTORING MINDS Rtl STRATEGIES. THIS WILL BE A SCHOOL FOCUS AND INCLUDED IN MONTHLY
LEARNING COMMUNITIES. BOTH THE STAFF DEVELOPMENT AND RESOURCES AVAILABLE TO SATFF IN THE PROFESSIONAL
LIBRARY WILL ASSIST TEACHERS WITH THE IMPLEMENTATION OF Rtl.

School Wide Florida® 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?

What strengths and weaknesses were identified in the 2009 data by grade level, subject area, and clusters/strands?
WEAKNESS D 69% OF ELL SCORING AT OR ABOVE GRADE LEVEL, 74% OF BLACK SUBGROUP SCORING AT OR ABOVE GRADE
LEVEL, 3RD GRADE STUDENTS SCORIN G AT OR ABOVE GRADE LEVEL DECLINED IN BOTH READIN G & MATH LOOKIN G AT
UNDISAGREGATED DATA.

STRENGTHS B 4TH GRADE WRITING SCORES INCREASED, 4TH AND 5TH GRADE READING & MATH SCORES INCREASED, 5TH
GRADE SCIENCE SCORES INCREASED. ALL SUBGROUPS MET AYP.




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

ALL GRADE LEVELS MET IN MAY TO REVIEW DATA AND TO DEVELOP GRADE LEVEL INSTRUCTIONAL FOCUS CALENDARS IN MAY
AND JUNE. THESE CALENDARS WILL HAVE TO BE ADJUSTED AS MINI-ASSESSMENT AND BAT DATA IS RECEIVED.

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

FOR READING WE WILL FOCUS ON MAIN IDEA/PLOT PURPOSE AND COMPARISONS
FOR MATH WE WILL FOCUS ON NUMBER SENSE/OPERATIONS AND DATA ANALYSIS AND PROBABILITY

FOR SCIENCE WE WILL FOCUS ON EARTH AND SPACE SCIENCES AND SCIENTIFIC THINKING
FOR WRITING WE WILL CONTINUE ON BOTH NARRATIVE AND EXPOSITORY WRITING

What is the process to ensure instruction is based on individual studentsGneeds, as opposed to the master schedule?
TEACHERS IN GRADES 3RD-5TH WILL BE DEPARTMENTALIZED AND STUDENTS WILL BE GROUPED BY LEVELS. DIFFERENTIATED
INSTRUCTION AND INTERVENTIONS TO MEET THE NEEDS OF INDIVIDUAL LEARNERS; THERE WILL BE DIFFERENTIATION IN
GROUPING IN THE CORE CURRICULUM BY USING A VARIETY OF GROUPING FORMATS TO INSTRUCT STUDENTS. TEACHERS IN

GRADES 3RD-5TH WILL BE DEPARTMENTALIZED AND STUDENTS WILL BE GROUPED BY LEVELS. A LOG WILL BE KEPT OF
INTERVENTION EFFORTS AND STUDENTSOPROGRESS.

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

NOT APPLICABLE

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

NOT APPLICABLE

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

GRADE LEVELS MET TO CREATE INSTRUCTIONAL FOCUS CALENDARS BASED ON DATA. GRADE LEVELS MEET WEEKLY TO PLAN
LESSON DELIVERY. DEPARTMENTS MEET MONTHLY TO PLAN OUT INSTRUCTIONAL FOCUS.

How are instructional focus lessons developed and delivered?

GRADE LEVELS MEET WEEKLY TO PLAN LESSON DELIVERY. LESSONS ARE DELIVERED IN WHOLE GROUP, SMALL GROUP, WITH
THE INTEGRATION OF TECHNOLOGY AND MANIPULATIVES.

How will instructional focus lessons be revised and monitored?

BASED ON MINI-BATS AND BAT, CALENDARS AND STUDENTSOGROUPINGS WILL BE ADJUSTED. ALL DATA WILL BE MONITORED
USING CWT AND DATA CHATS.

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.

GRADE LEVELS WILL ADMINISTER GRADE LEVEL INSTRUCTIONAL FOCUS MINI-ASSESSMENTS FOLLOWING THEI
INSTRUCTIONAL FOCUS CALENDARS.



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

STUDENTS IN GRADES 1-5 ARE ADMINISTERED MINI ASSESSMENTS ALIGNED TO READING AND MATH BENCHMARKS. GRADES 3-
5 ARE ADMIN ISTERED MIN| ASSESSMENTS ALIGNED TO SCIENCE

Maintenance

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

MINI ASSESSMENTS ARE GIVEN IN ACCORDANCE TO INSTRUCTIONAL FOCUS CALENDARS. GRADE LEVELS COMPLETE MINI-
ASSESSMENT TRACKING FORMS TO CHART PROGRESS FOR GRADE LEVEL.

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.

TEAMS WILL MEET AFTER EACH MINI ASSESSMENT AND BAT IN ORDER TO REVIEW AND IDENTIFY MODIFICATIONS NEEDED TO
INCREASE STUDNT ACHIEVEMENT.

Monitoring

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

THE PRINCIPAL AND LEADERSHIP TEAM WILL BE INSTRUMENTAL IN ENSURING THAT INSTRUCTIONAL FOCUS CALENDARS AND
NECESSARY CHANGES ARE IMPLEMENTED. THIS WILL BE COMPLETED THROUGH CWT AND DATA CHATS.

rACT

Supplemental and Intensive Instruction/Interventions

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

Core Reading D Treasures program

Supplemental ® SUPER QAR, QUICK READS

Intensive - Triumphs program

Interventions B Phonics for Reading, Rewards, Fundations, Strategies for Achieving Reading Success (STARS

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

CLASSROOM AND ACADEMIC SUPPORT TEACHERS REVIEW BAT | & II TEST DATA AS WELL AS MINI BAT AND WEEKLY TEST DATA
TO PLAN THE RETEACH OF NON-MASTERED SKILLS.

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

TEST DATA
PGP
STAFF SURVEY

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

Students identified in the lowest 30%, ALL LEVELS 1& AND 28, ANY STUDENTS WHO HAVE BEEN RETAINED.

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

TRIUMPHS ASSESSMENTS

PRE, MID, AND POST ORAL READING FLUENCY SCORES

ASSESSMENTS SPECIFIC TO THE PROGRAMS BEING USED

STARS B LESSON REVIEW TESTS

BENCHMARK ASSESSMENT | AND Il RESULTS (COMPARING PERCENTAGE OF QUESTIONS ANSWERED CORRECTLY FOR EACH
BENCHMARK ASSESSED).

Enrichment




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

DEPARTMENTALIZATION IN GRADES 3-5 AND ALTERNATIVE GROUPING IN GRADES 1 & 2.

Describe how students are identified for enrichment strategies.

BASED ON PREVIOUS YEARS FCAT OR SAT SCORES, AND TEACHER RECOMMENDATION WHEN APPLICABLE GIFTED AND HIGH
ACHIEVING STUDENTS ARE IDENTIFIED.

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)
SECOND TUESDAY OF
K-5TH ADMINISTRATION[MONTHLY EVERY MONTH 2:15-3: 00 STUDYING STUDENT, CLASS, AND

PM SCHOOL DATA LOOKING FOR TRENDS

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
¥ KINDERGATEN ROUND UP IN APRIL FOR STUDENTS ENTERING KINDERGATEN IN THE FALL

¥ MEET AND GREET FOR K PARENTS AND STUDENTS THE FRIDAY BEFORE SCHOOL BEGINS

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)
for Improvement

69% OF ELL SCORED AT OR ABOVE GRADE LEVEL

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement

72% OF ELL WILL SCORE AT OR ABOVE GRADE LEVEL

Person Responsible |Process Used to

Action Step for Monitoring the Determine Effectiveness |Evaluation Tool
Action Step of Action Step
1 1.DEPARTAMENT- 1. 1. WEEKLY TESTS, MINI
ALIZATION GRADES 3-5 ADMINISTRATIONREADING|BAT RESULTS, ORAL 1. DATA CHATS,
2. INCORPORATE THINKING [COACH READING FLUENCY SCORES |CLASSROOM
MAPS FOR ELL 2. 2. MINI BAT DATA, WALKTHROUGHS
3. DIFFERENTIATED SMALL [ADMINSITRATIONREADING|CLASSROOM 2. DATA CHATS,
GROUP LESSONS COACH WALKTHROUGH, STUDENT |CLASSROOM
3. ADMINISTRATION WORK SAMPLES WALKTHROUGHS
ESOL COORD., TEAM 3. WEEKLY TESTS, MINI 3. DATA CHATS,
LEADERS BAT RESULTS, ORAL CLASSROOM
READING FLUENCY SCORES |WALKTHROUGHS

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

73% OF 3RD GRADE STUDENTS SCORED AT OR ABOVE
GRADE LEVEL

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement

76% OF 3RD GRADE STUDENTS WILL SCORE AT OR
ABOVE GRADE LEVEL

Person Responsible |Process Used to

Action Step for Monitoring the Determine Effectiveness |Evaluation Tool
Action Step of Action Step
1 1. DEPARTAMENT- 1. CLASSROOM 1. DATA CHATS,
ALIZATION FOR READING 1. ADMINISTRATION WALKTHROUGHS, BAT AND |CLASSROOM
2. INCORPORATE THINKING [TEAM LEADERS MINI BAT DATA RESULTS, |WALKTHROUGHS
MAPS DATA CHATS 2. DATA CHATS,
3. DIFFERENTIATED SMALL |2. 2. REVIEW MINI BAT DATA, |CLASSROOM
GROUP LESSONS ADMINSITRATIONREADING|CLASSROOM WALKTHROUGHS
COACH WALKTHROUGH 3. DATA CHATS,
3. ADMINISTRATION 3. CLASSROOM CLASSROOM
READING COACH, ESE WALKTHROUGHS, BAT AND |WALKTHROUGHS
SPECIALIST, TEAM MINI BAT DATA RESULTS,
LEADERS DATA CHATS
Professional Development Aligned with Objective:
Target Strategy for Person
Objective Addressed Content/Topic | Facilitator Da‘-:e Follow-up/ Responsible
Monitoring for Monitoring
72% OF ELL WILL SCORE AT |THINKING MAPS |READING SLI;SILEJI\S/IEER CLASSROOM ADMINSITRATION, READING
OR ABOVE GRADE LEVEL FOR ELL COACH 2009 WALKTHROUGH COACH, TEAM LEADERS
76% OF 3RD GRADE AUGUST-
STUDENTS WILL SCORE AT THINKING MAPS Eg’;%,:‘e DECEMBER \(/:VLA/_\LSI(S'I'IE%%’\LAJGH ég%&sqgﬁ&lfgggég NG
OR ABOVE GRADE LEVEL 2009 !

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

Teacher




NOT APPLICABLE

Budget:

Description of Resources

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

Funding Source

Available Amount

THINKING MAPS BINDER
STARS/CARS

STAFF DEVELOPMENT FUND/BUDGET
SCHOOL BUDGET

$500.00
$3,000.00

Technology

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Total: $3,500.00

Available Amount

No Data

No Data

$0.00

Description of Resources

Professional Development

Funding Source

Total: $0.00

Available Amount

No Data

No Data

$0.00

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Total: $0.00

Available Amount

No Data

No Data

$0.00

Total: $0.00
Final Total: $3,500.00

End of Reading Goal

Mathematics 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?

for Improvement

Based on the Needs Assessment, Identify Area(s)

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement

AT OR ABOVE GRADE LEVEL

74% OF 3-5 STUDENTS IN THE BLACK SUBGROUP SCORED]

76% OF 3-5 STUDENTS IN THE BLACK SUBGROUP WILL
SCORE AT OR ABOVE GRADE LEVEL

Action Step

Person Responsible
for Monitoring the
Action Step

Process Used to
Determine Effectiveness
of Action Step

Evaluation Tool

1 1. DIFFERENTIATED
INSTRUCTION

PROGRAM

SUBGROUP

2. USE THE 5 A DAY MATH

3. IDENTIFY AND MONITOR
PROGRESS OF LOWEST 30%
OF STUDENTS IN THIS

1. ADMINISTRATION
2. ADMINISTRATION
TEAM LEADERS
3. ADMINSITRATION,
TEAM LEADERS

1. DATA CHATS,
CLASSROOM
WALKTHROUGHS

2. CLASSROOM
WALKTHROUGHS, MINI BAT
DATA, END OF CHAPTER
TESTS

3. DATA CHATS

CHAPTER TESTS

1. DATA CHATS,
CLASSROOM
WALKTHROUGHS

2. CLASSROOM
WALKTHROUGHS, MINI BAT
DATA, END OF CHAPTER
TESTS

3. DATA CHATS

CHAPTER TESTS

Professional Development Aligned with Objective:

Objective Addressed

Content/Topic Facilitator

Strategy for
Follow-up/
Monitoring

Target
Date

Person
Responsible
for Monitoring




1 g e
TECH AUGUST |MEETINGS, ADMINISTRATION
SUBGROUP WILL SCORE |BEEP RESOURCES SPECIALIST |2009  |CLASSROOM TEAM LEADERS
AT OR ABOVE GRADE
WALKTHROUGHS
LEVEL
76% OF 3-5 STUDENTS
IN THE BLACK 08/10. |GRADE LEVEL MEETING, fEDX"D'E‘%TTAA/IT'SN’ TEAM
SUBGROUP WILL SCORE [MATH COACH TRAINING|COUNTY |08/ 20 ' |MATH COMMITTEE S = WATH
AT OR ABOVE GRADE MEETINGS ’
COACH
LEVEL
Budget:

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

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Available Amount

STAMS/CAMS TOUCH MATH

SCHOOL BUDGET

$5,000.00

Technology

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Total: $5,000.00

Available Amount

$0.00

Professional Development

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Total: $0.00

Available Amount

THINKING MAPS BINDER

INSERVICE FUNDS

$300.00

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Total: $300.00

Available Amount

$0.00

Total: $0.00
Final Total: $5,300.00

End of Mathem atics 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)
for Improvement

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement

Based on School Grade Data:

Did the total percent proficient increase or was the
percent proficient maintained? INCREASED BY 8%

What clusters/strands showed decrease in proficiency?
SCIENTIFIC THINKING DECREASED BY 5%

59% OF FIFTH GRADE STUDENTS WERE PROF CIENT ON
THE 2009 SCIENCE FCAT.

62% OF FIFTH GRADE STUDENTS WILL BE PROHACIENT
ON THE 2010 SCIENCE FCAT.

Person Responsible
for Monitoring the
Action Step

Action Step

Process Used to
Determine Effectiveness
of Action Step

Evaluation Tool

1. VOCABUALRY NOTEBOOKS
2. INSTRUCTIONAL FOCUS
CALENDAR

3. SCHEDULED SCIENCE LAB

1. TEAM LEADER

2. ADMINSITRATION
TEAM LEADERS

3. TEAM LEADER

1. CLASSROOM
WALKTHROUGHS, GRADE
LEVEL MEETING, MINI BATS
2. CLASSROOM
WALKTHROUGHS. GRADE
LEVEL MEETING, MINI BATS
3. CLASSROOM
WALKTHROUGHS,MINI BATS

1. DATA CHATS, CHAPTER
TESTS, MINI BATS

2. DATA CHATS, CHAPTER
TESTS, MINI BATS

3. CHAPTER TESTS, MINI
BATS

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

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement

5TH GRADE STUDENTS SCORED AN AVERAGE OF 62% IN
THE SCIENTIFIC THINKING CLUSTER

5TH GRADE STUDENTS WILL SCORED AN AVERAGE OF
65% IN THE SCIENTIFIC THINKING CLUSTER IN 2010




Action Step

Person Responsible
for Monitoring the
Action Step

Process Used to
Determine Effectiveness
of Action Step

Evaluation Tool

1 1. INSTRUCTIONAL FOCUS

1. TEAM LEADER

1. CLASSROOM

1. DATA CHATS, CHAPTER

CALENDAR 2. SCIENCE COACH, WALKTHROUGHS, GRADE TESTS, MINI BATS
2. THINKING MAPS FOR TEAM LEADER LEVEL MEETING, MINI BATS |2. DATA CHATS, STUDENT
SCIENCE 3. SCIENCE COACH, 2. CLASSROOM WORK SAMPLES, MINI BATS
3. SCIENCE CENTERS ADMINISTRATION WALKTHROUGHS 3. DATA CHATS, CHAPTER
3. CLASSROOM TEST, MINI BATS
WALKTHROUGHS
Professional Development Aligned with Objective:
Target Strategy for Person
Objective Addressed Content/Topic | Facilitator g Follow-up/ Responsible
Date P I
Monitoring | for Monitoring
62% OF FIFTH GRADE STUDENTS WILL BE [SCIENCE COACH COUNTY 08/10- GRADE LEVEL |ADMINISTRATION,
PROFICIENT ON THE 2010 SCIENCE FCAT. [TRAINING 12, 2009 [MEETING SCIENCE COACH
5TH GRADE STUDENTS WILL SCORED AN |50 e coacH 08/10- |GRADE LEVEL |[ADMINISTRATION,
AVERAGE OF 65% IN THE SCIENTIFIC TRAINING COUNTY 12 2009 |MEETING SCIENCE COACH
THINKING CLUSTER IN 2010 '

Budget:

Description of Resources

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

Funding Source

Available Amount

Technology
Description of Resources

DELTA HANDS ON KITS DISTRICT BUDGET $0.00
SCIENCE VOCABULARY JOURNALS N/A $0.00
Total: $0.00

Funding Source

Available Amount

BEEP

N/A

$0.00

Description of Resources

Professional Development

Funding Source

Total: $0.00

Available Amount

No Data

No Data

$0.00

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Total: $0.00

Available Amount

No Data

No Data

$0.00

Total: $0.00

Final Total: $0.00

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?

for Improvement

Based on the Needs Assessment, Identify Area(s)

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement

AT/ABOVE 4.0.

BASED ON THE 2009 FCAT WRITING ASSESSMENT
RESULTS, 87% OF 4TH GRADE STUDENTS SCORED

WRITING ASSESSMENT.

BY JUNE, 2010, 90% OF 4TH GRADE STUDENTS WILL
SCORE AT/ABOVE 4.0 AS MEASURED BY THE FCAT

Person Responsible

Process Used to

STUDENTS WILL BE GIVEN

GRADE TEAM LEADER

WILL ESTABLISH BASELINE

Action Step for Monitoring the Determine Effectiveness |Evaluation Tool
Action Step of Action Step
1 1. IN MAY 2010 3RD GRADE |1. 3RD AND 4TH 1. RESULTS OF PROMPT 1. WRITING PROMPT

SCORED WITH RUBRIC




AN EXPOSITORY PROMPT 2. READING COACH, IN ORDER TO MONITOR 2. WRITING PROMPT

FOR 4TH GRADE TEACHERS |ADMINISTRATION GROWTH. SCORED WITH RUBRIC
TO SCORE USING A RUBRIC [3. READING COACH 2. CWT, RESULTS OF 3. WRITING PROMPT
FOR BASELINE DATA AND AND TEAM LEADERS [PROMTS SCORED WITH RUBRIC
GROUPING OF STUDENTS. 3. RESULTS OF PROMPTS

2. 1ST-4TH GRADE
TEACHERS WILL IMPLEMENT
THE MARY LEWIS AND 6
TRAITS WRITING PROCESS
INTO WRITING
INSTRUCTION.

3. K-2ND AND 5TH WILL BE
ADMINISTERED 3 PROMPTS
PER YEAR AND PROMPTS
WILL BE SCORED USING THE
6 TRAITS RUBRIC. 3RD
GRADE STUDENTS WILL BE
GIVEN MONTHLY WRITING
PROMPTS THAT WILL BE
SCORED USING A RUBRIC.
4TH GRADE STUDENTS WILL
BE GIVEN WEEKLY WRITING
PROMPTS THAT WILL BE
SCORED USING A RUBRIC.

Professional Development Aligned with Objective:

Target Strategy for Person
Objective Addressed Content/Topic Facilitator Dage Follow-up/ | Responsible

Monitoring | for Monitoring

BY JUNE, 2010, 90% OF 4TH GRADE
. ! GRADE LEVEL

STUDENTS WILL SCORE AT/ABOVE 4.0 TEAM LEADERS
AS MEASURED BY THE FCAT WRITING SIX TRAITS OF WRITING|COUNTY 5109 gE‘IE'XIQI?ASTS ADMINISTRATION
ASSESSMENT.
Budget:

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

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

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

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount
TRAINING BY LANGUAGE ARTS DEPARTMENT INSERVICE FUNDS $1,500.00

Total: $1,500.00

Description of Resources Funding Source Available Amount
$0.00
Total: $0.00
Final Total: $1,500.00

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?



for Improvement

Based on the Needs Assessment, Identify Area(s)

Objective Linked to Area of Improvement

25% OF PARENTS PARTICIPATED IN ACADAMIC RELATED

30% OF PARENTS WILL PARTICIPATE IN ACADEMIC

Action Step

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

of Action Step

1 1. ADVERTISE THROUGH
PARENT LINK

2. ADVERTISE ON MARQUEE
3. OFFER INCENTIVE FOR
STUDENTS

1. SAC CHAIR AND
COMMITTEE CHAIR,
A DMINISTRATION
2. SAC CHAIR AND
COMMITTEE CHAIR,
A DMINISTRATION
3. SAC CHAIR AND
COMMITTEE CHAIR,
A DMINISTRATION

1. PARTICIPATION OF
PARENTS
2. PARTICIPATION OF
PARENTS
3. PARTICIPATION OF
PARENTS

1. SIGN IN SHEETS
2. SIGN IN SHEETS
3. SIGN IN SHEETS

Professional Development Aligned with Objective:

P Strategy for Person
Edbjs::'s‘;ed Content/Topic | Facilitator TS;%:t Follow-up/ Responsible
Monitoring for Monitoring

AFTER EVERY ACADEMIC RELATED

30% OF PARENTS STRATEGIES FOR MONTHLY ACTIVIT Y, THE CORRESPONDIN G SAC

WILL PARTICIPATE |INCREASING READING SAC COMMITTEE WILL EVALUATE THE SAC

IN ACADEMIC PARENT COACH MEETINGS EFFECTIVENESS OF THE TRAINING AND CHAIRPERSON/S

RELATED ACTIVITIES|INVOLVEMENT THE STRATEGIES USED TO ELICIT PARENT
PARTICIPATION.

Budget:

Description of Resources

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

Funding Source

Available Amount

No Data

No Data

$0.00

Technology

Description of Resources

Funding Source

Total: $0.00

Available Amount

PARENT LINK SCHOOL WEBSITE

$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

PARTICIPATION

INCENTIVES SUCH AS NO HW PASS FOR

N/A

$0.00

Total: $0.00

Final Total: $0.00

End of Parent Involvement Goal




Other Goals

No Other Goals were submitted for this school




FINAL BUDGET

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

Goal Description of Resources Funding Source A‘I’\a;':g:‘i
Reading THINKING MAPS BINDER STAFF DEVELOPMENT FUND/BUDGET $500.00
Reading STARS/CARS SCHOOL BUDGET $3,000.00
Mathematics STAMS/CAMS TOUCH MATH SCHOOL BUDGET $5,000.00
Writing $0.00
Science DELTA HANDS ON KITS DISTRICT BUDGET $0.00
Science SCIENCE VOCABULARY JOURNALS N/A $0.00

Total: $8,500.00

Technology
Goal Description of Resources Funding Source Available
Amount
Mathematics $0.00
Writing $0.00
Science BEEP N/A $0.00
Parental Involvement PARENT LINK SCHOOL WEBSITE $0.00
Total: $0.00
Goal Description of Resources Funding Source A‘/'\;"zﬁ,'ﬁ
Mathematics THINKING MAPS BINDER INSERVICE FUNDS $300.00
TRAINING BY LANGUAGE ARTS INSERVICE FUNDS $1,500.00

A ng DEPARTMENT

Total: $1,800.00

P . Available
Goal Description of Resources Funding Source Amount
Mathematics $0.00
Writing $0.00
INCENTIVES SUCH AS NO HW PASS
Parental Involvement FOR PARTICI PATION N/A $0.00
Total: $0.00

Final Total: $10,300.00

Differentiated Accountability

School-level Differentiated Accountability Compliance

]! Intervene ] Correct 11 | Prevent Il J' Correct | ] Prevent | ]I NA

No Attached school’s Differentiated Accountability Checklist of Compliance

Shool 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

SUBSTITUTES FOR TRAINING 2000

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

SAC WILL HAVE A MINIMUM OF EIGHT MEETINGS DURING THE SCHOOL YEAR. AT THESE MEETINGS THEY WILL REVIEW THE SIP



AND DISCUSS IMPLEMENTATION OF THE SIP. READING, MATH, WRITING, AND SCIENCE LEADERSHIP TEAM CHAIRS WILL REPORT
ON THE ACTIVITIES AND WORK OF THEIR RESPECTIVE LEADERSHIP TEAMS. SAC MEETINGS WILL INCLUDE THE FOLLOWING
THROUOUT THE SCHOOL YEAR:

¥ TRAINING FOR SAC MEMBERS

¥ COMBINED SAC/SAF MEETINGS (2)

¥ DEVELOPING CUSTOMER SURVEY

¥ DEVELOPING GOALS/ACTIVITIES FOR SIP

SAC Members
Members
1) IRENE CEJKA, Principal
2) ZUZEL RODRIGUEZ, Teacher
3) ISIS WILLIAMS, Teacher
4) SUSAN KAPLAN, Teacher
5) RITA STEPHAN, Parent
6) ILIANA GONZALEZ, Parent
7) DIANA ESPERANZA, Parent
8) GUERLINE MEDY, Parent
9) YAEL MOLKO, Parent
10) IVETTE FRICK, Parent
11) TISHA HYTER, Parent
12) JEREMY SCOTT, Community Member

13) BEATRICE ARIAS, School Support Personnel



AYP DATA

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

Broward DOLPHIN BAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 3751

Number of students enrolled in the grades tested: Did the School
Read: 401 2008-2009 make Adequate YES
A : . 1.
Click here to see Number of students in each group Math: 401 |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

TOTAL4 100 \ 100 Y 79 Y 82 \ Y NA |26 |21 [NA 22 |18 [NA 83 NA 83 NA

WHITE 99 Y 99 Y NA NA NA NA NA NA

BLACK 100 Y 100 Y 75 Y 74 Y Y NA |32 25 NA 32 26 NA 78 NA 77 NA

HISPANIC 100 Y 100 Y 80 Y 87 Y 92 Y NA |28 20 NA 19 13 NA 86 NA 88 NA

ASIAN 100 Y 100 Y NA NA NA NA NA NA

AMERICAN INDIAN NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 100 Y 100 Y 74 Y 7 Y 92 Y NA |36 26 NA 34 23 NA 83 NA 78 NA

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 100 Y 100 69 Y 78 Y NA NA |40 31 NA 29 22 NA 77 NA 83 NA

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

2007-2008 Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Report - Page 2 Broward DOLPHIN BAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 3751

Number of students enrolled in the grades tested: i

’ Read: 366 |2007-2008 make Adequate  |ves
. H . 1.
Click here to see Number of students in each group Math: 366 |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

TOTAL4 100 Y 100 Y 74 Y 78 Y Y NA |25 |26 |NA 19 |22 [NA 73 NA 79 NA

WHITE 100 Y 100 Y NA NA NA NA NA NA

BLACK 100 Y 100 Y 68 Y 68 Y Y NA |35 |32 |NA 24 |32 NA 67 NA 72 NA

HISPANIC 100 Y 100 Y 72 Y 81 Y 92 Y NA |24 28 NA 17 19 NA 71 NA 80 NA

ASIAN 97 Y 97 Y NA NA NA NA NA NA

AMERICAN INDIAN NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 100 Y 100 Y 64 Y 66 Y 92 Y NA |30 |36 |NA 30 |34 |NA 64 NA 75 NA

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 100 Y 100 Y 60 Y 71 Y NA NA |27 40 NA 15 29 NA 66 NA 76 NA

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

2006-2007 Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Report - Page 2 Broward DOLPHIN BAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 3751

Number of students enrolled in the grades tested: i

: . . Read: 294 [2006-2007 ﬂ'gk?ifigﬁiie ves
. 1.
Click here to see Number of students in each group Math: 294 |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 100 Y 100 4 75 Y 81 Y 4 NA [29 |24 |NA 19 [19 |NA 71 NA 74 NA

WHITE 100 Y 100 Y 80 Y 76 Y NA NA 27 NA 32 24 NA 75 NA 82 NA

BLACK 100 Y 100 Y 65 Y 76 Y NA NA 33 NA 24 24 NA 58 NA 74 NA

HISPANIC 100 Y 100 Y 76 Y 83 Y Y NA |23 21 NA 16 17 NA 75 NA 71 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

AMERICAN INDIAN NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED 100 Y 100 Y 70 Y 70 Y Y NA 32 NA 19 30 NA 65 NA 66 NA

ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNERS 100 Y 100 Y 73 Y 85 Y NA NA 25 |NA 15 15 NA 75 NA 73 NA

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

Broward School District

DOLPHIN BAY 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.

85% 87% 96 % 59% 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 [72% 77% 149 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 74% (YES) |84% (YES) 158 if 50% or more make gains in both reading
the School? and math.
Points Earned 634
Percent Tested -
- 100% Percent of eligible students tested
Grade based on total points, adequate
School Grade A progress, and % of students tested
Broward School District
DOLPHIN BAY 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% 83% 89% 47% 299 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 |68% 70% 138 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 65% (YES) [65% (YES) 130 if 50% or more make gains in both reading
the School? and math.
Points Earned 567
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
DOLPHIN BAY 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 79% 85% 93% 50% 307 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 |75% 68% 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 74% (YES) |79% (YES) 153 if 50% or more make gains in both reading
the School? and math.
Points Earned 603
Percent Tested -
- 100% Percent of eligible students tested
School Grade A Grade based on total points, adequate

progress, and % of students tested




