Woodridge Elementary
Improvement Plan 20141
Bellevue School Btrict

(NOTE:Guidance pertaining to allowabl&tle I/LARprogramrequirementss provided at the end of this templat@lease use this guidance to ensure your
document complies with Federal/State guidelipes.

Data Source Data Analysis

School School Demographics

Demographics
Demographic data

is also an important
component of your
data sources. Be
sure toinclude:

Woodridge Elementary is a school of 5&Bidents. It houses a neighborhood General Education program, grastemsivell as housing th
RA & ( NA O (t 8 dpecialENUcd®dh Center for Students with Emotional and Behavior Disorders (Cascade Programje 25
General Education Classras and 3 Cascade classrooms.

Woodridgeld Sy NRf £ YSy (i Zwak as foRows: h Ol 206 SN HAamn~

e Attendance e 29% of our students qualify for free/reduced lunch.
Data Our ethnic breakdown (for our Neighborhood Program) is as follows:
e Discipline e African American 4%
record data e Asianc 31%
* Mobility Data e Hispanicg 9%
¢ Community e Multic11%
Support

e White¢ 45%
We have 3@irst Languageslwer than English spoken, and%%f our students speak a first language other than English. 14% of our

Assessment Data students qualify for English Language Servig®sof our students qualify for special educationvgmes.

DIBELS, TRC, M9
MAP

Compared toNoodridgel & Sy NR f f YSy (i Zwak d@s foows: h O 26 SN Hnnod
e 518 students, 23 in Cascade (special education center program), 495 in General Education.
e 30% of our students qualify for free/reduced lunch.

Our ethnic breakdown (for ouréighborhood Program) is as follows:
e African American 4%




e Asianc 31%

e Hispania 6%

e Multi¢12%

e Whitec47%
We have 32 First Languages other than English spoken, and 32% of our students speak a first language other than Eofgiish. 14%
students qualifyfor English Language Servic&é2% qualify for special education services.

Woodridge Elementary Attendance Data (Sep 2009-Jun

2010)

Description Infractions %
ABSENT/NOEXCUSE 193 | 0.21%
APPOINTMENT 212 | 0.23%
EXCUSED 966 | 1.03%
FAMILY EMERG 36 | 0.04%
ILLNESS 2,467 | 2.64%
OUT/SCH SUPSPEN 14 | 0.01%
PREARRANGED 4 | 0.00%
RELIGIOUS 13| 0.01%
SCHOOL ACTIVITY 2| 0.00%
TARDY/EXCUSED 369 | 0.39%
TARDY/NEUTRAL 15| 0.02%
TARDY/UNEX 2,003 | 2.14%
Total possible absences and tardies (total
number of students * # of days in school
year=520*180) 93,600




Mobility Data

2009 Beginning of year student enroliment: 520 students

2010 End of year student enrollment: 518 students

Number of students who moved in or out of Woodridge during the 2B090 school year: 90 students
2010 data will be listed as it becomes available.

Discipline Data
School Wide: A total of 14 days of suspension for 7 students during theZZd@school year. 3 out of the 7 students were suspended
multiple days totaling 10 suspensions forD® school year.

The data listed below is based on the 2@09.0 schooyear:

In K3, 17% of our students are not meetiatandard based on DIBELS data, wldlgo of our students are not meeting standard based 0
TRC data. The progression €3 Ktudent progress during the school year from the Beginning of Year (BO¥nd of Year (EQY)
based on TRC (reading comprehension diata} follows:

s, PeErCEniage oi Stuaents iMeeling Bencnmark or Above

o L 76% -

The breakdown of TRC data by grade level is as follows:




Percentage of Students Meeting Benchmark or Above

100%

88%

'eadina 3D K=-3 TR
RE€ading ouv. K=o IRG

Looking at MSP scoresreading: th third grade 12%of the students are at levels 1 andhe breakdown of sces under the reading
comprehension category in third grade are as follows:

% Perf,
Simalar
3.8

Reading
8&. 2 Comprehension
52.9 a7l Analysis
12.6 a7.4 Literary Text
20.7 78.3 Informaticnal Text
Third Grade MSP Scores are as follows:
Reading Mathematics
Meeting Standard Meeting Standard
Level1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Total Mig 5td |Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Total Mig Std
% | % | % % % % | % | % % %
Woodridge
wasl 2006 | 75 | 254 67.2 75 [ 179 746
wast 20071 99 155 366 366 732 155 | 85 | 423 324 746
wasl 2008 | 1.6 127 333 3508 84 .1 4.7 94 | 453 391 64 4
wast 20091 71 238 357 321 690 6.0 83 464 393 ga 7
MSP 2010 | 76 43 337 222 88.0 96 | 109 359 435 79.3




In fourth grade, 14.6 of the students are at levels 1 ammlthe area of reading comprehensio he breakdown of scores under the
reading comprehension category in fourth grade are as follows:

S
Below

Reading

22.4 77.5 Somprehension
17.1  g2.9 Analysis

15.8 g84.2 Literary Text
17.1 g82.9 Informaticnal Text

FourtrlGrade MSP Scores are as follows:

Reading Mathematics Writing
Meeting Standard lMeeting Standard lMeeting Standard
Level1 Level2 Level 3||.E.'UE.'| 4 IMtg Std| Level1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 IMtg Std) Level1 Level2 Level3 Level 4|I".'1tg St
% % % % % %o % % % % % % %o %o %

Woodridge
wasL | 2003] 6.3 23.8 8.3 | 175 | 206 61.9 39.7 60.3
wasL 2004 1.5 76 9091134 | 209 657 | 45 [ 224 731
wasL 20050 0.0 1.7 983 83 [ 133 783 | 33 [ 167 80.0
wasL 2006 1.7 15.0 833 164 | 115 7211 16 [ 1438 83.6
wasL 2007 26 1711 553 | 250 | 803 ) 92 | 224|303 | 382 | 6684 53 | 1684|616 | 132 | 750
wasL 2008 5.0 225|336 | 336 | 675|256 | 256|232 | 232 | 476 | 99 | 222|420 | 222 | 66.7
wasL 2009 2.9 168| 290 | 435 | 768 | 127 | 254 | 127 | 493 | 620 | 232 | 174 | 391 | 174 | 594
MSP 20100 12 | 123 | 383 | 432 | 864 )] 99 (185|407 | 309 | 716 | 37 | 136 | 395 | 407 | 82.7

In fifth grade, 22% of our students are at levels 1 and 2. The breakdown of scores under the reading comprehensiornincitibgpryde
areas follows:

o Perf.
Below

Reading
20.0 a30.0| Coemprehension
14.7 g5.3| Aanalysis
18.7  81.3| Literary Text
21.3 78.7 Informaticnal Text




Fifth Grade MSP are as follows:

Reading Mathematics Science
Meeting Standard Meeting Standarg Meeting Standard
Lvi1 [Lvi2 [Lvi3 |Lvid  |Mitg Stdflwvi 1 |Lvi2 [Lvl3 [Lvi4 [mMtg Stdfivit [Lvi2 [Lvi3 [Lvi 4 |Mtg Std
% % % % % % % % %
Woodridge
WASL 2004 15 |523 462
WASL 2005 11.8 |338 b4 4
WASL 2006 EEI.III 13.6 864 |68 |16.9 6.3 |86 (328 506
WASL 2007 66 [115M279 [B41 (520 [131 (98 (344 [110 [754 [B2 F31.1 443 [14.8 [59.0
WASL 2008 43 [129f357 (443 (529 55 296 [352 (239 2o [67 (357 [G00 [Gs [Gos
WASL 2009 [5.6 178 (322 422 6.7 [10.9 |98 185 [B09 |793 148 PE.B 143 [152 [R5.9
MSP 2010 rB.E 13.4 146 rI31.[] 6.0 [11.9 |83 202 [595 [79.8 [198 [259 432 [11.1 [543

Belowis the breakdown data for LAP, ELL, Free and Reduced, and Special Education students on the MSP 6r grades 3
LAP; Only 3 Grade Served in the 20010 School Year with LAP Support

Ilnt '%-Hnt %LEI'E"%L " '%I;-Et '%LI!I'E'%L '%L
Std. | °F

Reading a. .3 14.3
Comprehension 21.4 78.6
Analysis 14.3 35.7
Literary Text 14.3 35.7
Informational Text 28.6 71.4
Math 14 0 0 0.0 0.0 35.7 35.7 E4.3l 0.0 50.0 14.3
Mumber Sensze/4lgebraic Sense 42.9 57.1
Measzurement/Geometric -
Sense/Statistics 52.3 337
Problem Solving/Reasoning Gd4.3 35.7

Procedures/Concepts o0.0 a0.0




ELLg Third Grade

Mot % Mot (% LE\I'EI %o LE\I'EI M i ':IJ % Met %. LE\I'EI o LE\I'EI L LE\I'EI % Perf. | % Perf.
Enrolled Tested Sl:d“g Std. Below | Similar

Reading 3. 59.0 41.0 5.9
Comprehension 56.9 43.1
Analysis 53.5 41.5
Literary Text 55.3 44,7
Informaticnal Text 66.7 33.3
Math 147 0 4 0.0 31.5 29.4 60.8 39.2 0.7 25.2 13.3
Mumber Sense/algebraic Sense 59.4  40.6
Measurement/Geocmetric
Sense.-"Statisgcs 577 32.3
Froblem Solving/Rea=zoning 63.2 36.8
Frocedures/Concepts 61.7 38.3
ELLc 4" Grade
o e
Enrolled Tested Sl:d.“g Sitd. Basic 3 4 Below | Similar
Reading 0.0 33.3 66.7 0.0 0.0 66.7
Comprehension 33.3 66.7
Analysis 33.3 66.7
Literary Text 0.0 100.0
Informational Text 33.3 66.7
Writing 6 0 3 0.0 33.3 33.3 66.7 33.3 0.0 33.3 0.0
Furpose to Explain 100.0 0.0
Furposze to Tell a Story 66.7 33.3
Content/Organization/Style 100.0 0.0
Conventions 33.3 66.7
Math 6 0 3 0.0 33.3 33.3 66.7 33.3 0.0 33.3 0.0
Mumber Sense/Algebraic Sense 100.0 0.0
lcosemeny Seonetie
Froblem Solving/Reasoning 66.7 33.3
Frocedures/Concepts 100.0 0.0




ELLg Fifth Grade

Mot % Mot (% LE\rEI %o Lewel o ':IJ % Met % Level o Level %o Level % Perf. | % Perf.
Enrolled Tested Std Sitd. Below | Similar

Reading 3.6 4.3 42.9 57.1 7.
Comprehension 71.4  28.6
Analysis 42.9 57.1
Literary Text 71.4  28.6
Informaticnal Text 57.1 42.9
Math 10 0 1 0.0 11.1 0.0 11.1 88.9 0.0 55.6 33.3
Mumber Sense/Algebraic Sense 11.1 33.9
Leesemert Ceametie
Froblem Solving/Rea=zoning 33.3 66.7
Procedures/Concepts 33.3 66.7
Science i0 0 4 0.0 50.0 33.3 83.3 16.7 0.0 16.7 0.0
Systems of Science 83.3 16.7
Inguiry in Science 83.3 16.7
Application of Science 66.7 33.3

3 Grade Free and Reduced Lunch Population

Mot % Mot (% LE\I'EI %o LE\I'EI M i ':IJ % Met %. LE\I'EI o LE\I'EI L LE\I'EI % Perf. | % Perf.
Enrolled Tested Sl:d“g Std. Below | Similar

Reading 4.3 21.4 78.6 9.3
Comprehension 30.8 9.2
Analysis 30.8 9.2
Literary Text 26.9 73.1
Informaticnal Text 38.5 61.5
Math 28 0 0 0.0 14.3 21.4 35.7 64.3 0.0 d32.1 32.1
Mumber Sense/algebraic Sense 38.5 651.5
Measurement/Geocmetric
Sense.-"Statisgcs 513 383
Froblem Solving/Rea=zoning 42.3 57.7
Frocedures/Concepts 30.8 £89.2




4" Grade Free and Reduced Lunch Population

Mot %% Mot | % Lewel | % Lewel :;E:Dt %% Met | % Lewel | % Level | % Lewel | % Perf. | % Perf.
Enrolled Tested 1 2 Sl:d“g Std. Basic 3 4 Below | Similar
0 2 0.0 5.6 22.2 27.8 72.2 0.0 33.3 38.9

Reading 20
Comprehension 23.5 78.5
Analysis 29.4 70.6
Literary Text 23.5 78.5
Informational Text 17.6 g2.4
Writing 20 0] 2 0.0 16.7 16.7 33.3 66.7 5.6 22.2 38.9
FPurpose to Explain 47.1 52.9
Purpose to Tell a Story 29.4 70.6
Zontent/Organization/Style 41.2 58.8
Zonventions 23.5 78.5
Math 20 0] 2 0.0 16.7 38.9 55.6 44.4 0.0 38.9 5.6
Mumber Sensze/Algebraic Senze 77.8 22.2
Meazurement/Geometric
SensefPrnbaEiIit',rfStatis,tiu:s 51.1 8.3
Froblem Solving/Reasoning 44.4 55.6
FProcedures/Concepts 72.2 27.8




Fifth Grade Free and Reduced Lunch Population

Mot %% Not (% LE\I'EI L LE\I'EI o ':: &% Met %. LE'UEI L LE\I'EI L LE'UEI %% Perf. | % Perf.
Enrolled Tested Std Sited. Below | Similar

Reading 3, 7.3 36.4 B63.6 7.3
Comprehension 30.0 70.0
Analysis 15.0 85.0
Literary Text 30.0 70.0
Informaticnal Text 30.0 70.0
Math 24 0 1 0.0 13.0 21.7 34.8 63.2 0.0 21.7 43.3
Mumber Sense/Algebraic Sense 28.6 71l.4
Measzurement/Geometric
Sensefstatisgcs 333 587
Problem Saolving/Reasoning 33.3 66.7
Procedures/Concepts 38.1 1.9
Science 24 0 2 0.0 22.7 40.9 63.6 26.4 0.0 31.8 4.5
Systems of Science 65.0 35.0
Inquiry in Science 55.0 45.0
Application of Science 65.0 35.0

Third Grade Special EducatiBopulation (including Cascade Program)

Mot % Mot (% Level %o Level o ':IJ % Met |% Level|% Lewel %o Level % Perf. | % Per
Enrolled Tested Std Sid. Basic Beluw Slmlla

Reading 3. .Q 33.5 61.5 15.4
Comprehensian 50.0 50.0
Analysis 25.0 75.0
Literary Text 50.0 50.0
Informaticnal Text 50.0 50.0
Math 14 0 1 0.0 53.8 23.1 76.9 23.1 0.0 15.4 7.7
Mumber Sense/algebraic Sense 62.5 37.5
eesuremert Geemetic
Froblem Solving/Reasoning g82.5 37.5
Frocedures/Concepts 62.5 37.5




Fourth Grade Special Education Population (including Cascade Program)

Mot % Not | % Lewel %o Lewel
Enrolled Tested

% Met Wu- LlE‘ll'El % LE\I'E' % LlE‘ll'El % Perf. | % Perf
Std. Beluw EIII'IIIH'
0. 40.0 0.0

Reading 0.
Comprehension 60.0 40.0
Analysis 60.0 40.0
Literary Text 40.0 60.0
Informational Text 40.0 60.0
Writing 10 0 0 0.0 10.0 20.0 30.0 70.0 20.0 30.0 20.0
Furpoze to Explain 62.5 37.5
Furpoze to Tell a Story 37.5 62.5
Content/Organization,/Style 50.0 50.0
Conventions 12.5 87.5
Math 10 0 0 0.0 50.0 20.0 70.0 30.0 0.0 20.0 10.0
Mumber Sense/Algebraic Sensze 87.5 12.5
Measurement/Geometric
Sensze/Frobability/ Statistics 75.0 5.0
Froblem Solving/Reasoning 75.0 25.0
Frocedures/Concepts 2.5 37.3




Fifth Grade Special Education Population (including Cascade Program)

Mot % Mot |% LE\rEI B LE\.rEI "’;’:‘r’t
Enrolled Tested Std.
0. 70.0

Reading
Comprehension

30.0

Analyzis
Literary Text
Informaticnal Text
Math 10 0 0 0.0 80.0 10.0 90.0 10.0
Mumber Sensze/Algebraic Sensze

Measurement/Geometric
Senze/Statistics

Froblem Solving/Reasoning
Frocedures/Concepts
Science 10 0 0 0.0 90.0 0.0 90.0 10.0
Systems of Science
Inquiry in Science
Application of Science

20.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

10.0

10.0

0.0

B6.
B6.
33.
B6.

B6.

33.

33.
66.

%% Met %% Lewel|% LE\I'El % LE'U'El % Perf. | % Perf.
Std. Basic Below | Similar

e RS R I |

R I

75.0

73.
73.

33.3
33.3
66.7
33.3

33.3
66.7

66.7
33.3

25.0
25.0
25.0

The MSP data listed above demonstrates an achievement gap in meeting the needs of our special populations of studerg<Einglisti
Language Learners, Special Education students, and students meeting the requirement for Free/Reduced Lun@pstiically, the

achievement gajindicated by the 2010 MSP Scoreasdollows:

Reading Overall %8 Poss Rote  Speciol Ed % Pass Rote  ELL % Poss Rote F/R lunch Pass Rate
3rd 28 61.5 41 78.6

Math Owverall % Pass Rote  Speciol Ed %a Poss Rate ELL %5 Pass Rote F/R lunch Pass Rate
3rd 79.3 23.1 39.2 64.3

The emphasis that the Woodridge school Community has placed on Reading Comprehension has led to gains school wideah the 3




reading comprehension based on Reading 3d and MSP data. Although gains were noted, overall, there is still a neegsadise e
our special education, English language learner, and students living in poverty in both the areas of reading adsctatbl wide

emphasis will continue in the area of Reading Comprehension, as research indicates that reading comprehension has tleeag®ates
curricular impact.

In the MSP data, it is interesting to note the percentage of students receivinglatleeere in reading and writing, especially in comparis
across the different populations. Woodridge trends indicate thatefferts to enrich/extend learning for students ae#ident in the last

two years of WASL/MSP data, especially with our gempenadilation and students on free/reduced lunch. Our efforts to extend/enrich
learning for our ELL and Special Education population are not working. This will be a continuedefdoisthe staff using our Response
to Intervention Model and school widerofessional development. The professional development will be planned using school wide d

including the RTI referral list. This work will be completed by the RTI Systems team, in conjunction with the ILT an@&rasitiClimate
team.

MAP Benchrark data will be compiled once a trimester in grades [3eginning in the 141 school year.

School Goals Guidance

e Be research based

When writing your schodlitle I/LARyoals, they must:

Have a clear purpose and direction for the school aligned arnthderived from comprehensive needs assessment.
Be stated in terms of student outcomes.

Be clear and specific to grade level content areas of reading, math and/or w(Ragding and mathUSTbe addressed if not meeting AYP)
Be measurable and achievabl

Have a starting and completion date

School Goals

Activities/ Strategies

Program Delivery

Resources

Participants/ Persons
Responsible

Date/ Time Frame

Evidence of Completion
Measurement




Model

School Wide
Instructional Target:
Students will évelop
their ability to
comprehend fiction and
non-fiction text and
communicatetheir
understanding of text
orally and in writing.

SMART Goal

By June 2011, 90% of
Woodridge students will
read at grade level as
measured by the TRC or
DRAThe remaining 10%
will show measurable
growth.

Supplemental Pulbut
Support

Additional reading
support will be
provided through small
group puliout
instruction when the
core instruction in
reading is not being
administered by the
general education
classroom teachers.

In Class Supplemental
Support

LAP Intervention
Specialist has
demonstrated/modeled
lessons in the regular
classroom that help

& dzLJLJ2 NI &
reading

Extended Year

A four week summer
school program with a
focus on reading and

Researctbased reading
intervention curriculum
will be used with all
students in LAPOne
such curriculum is
Wired for Reading

Woodridge will provide
comprehensive reading
support to identified
LAPstudentsin first
through fifth grade

This will also include
math support to
students as it relates to
reading comprehension
in problem solving.

Robin Lessing, Primar
LAP Teacher

Erin Gehrke,
Intermediate LAP
teacher

Liz Ritz, Woodridge
Principal

Various Bellevue
School District
teachers

September 201Q
June 2011

Targeted Instructional Area
Statementas it relates to LAP

Through a schoekide effort, all
Woodridge students will show
measurable growth in their
ability to comprehend text and
communicate their
understanding of that text orally
and in writing. This will be
accomplished through the
implementation of best
practices, specifically, the
summarizing strategy from
Classroom Instruction that
Works Marzana k2 student
achievement will be measured
each trimester by district
assessments (Reend) 3D: TRC &
DIBELS).-Bgrade student
achievement will be measured
by sclool and district
assessmentdMAP, Easy CBM,
Reading AZand curriculum
embedded math assessmeits
and annually by the state
assessment (MSP).




math will be provided

by the Bellevue School
District. This program if
free to LAP studes.

Extended Day

2-3 times a week, an
early morning literacy
program will be offered
to students in grades-1
3 to target our students
in need of early
intervention in the area
of reading, specifically
phonics, phonemic
awareness, fluency,
and reading
compehension as
evidenced by Reading
3d and MAP data.

Various Woodridge
certificated staff
members

District Goal #1 Closing the Achievement Gap

SMART Goal Statements for 2010




SchoolSMART Goal(s)

Title I/LAP Goal(s)

The schoelide SMART goal connected to the distkidte initiative reflects
work that will be doneschogs A RS | YR gAGK GKS &dz
ILT/PLC structure.

By June 2011, 90¢477)of Woodridge students will read at grade leve
as measured by the TRC or MAP, as well as State MSP scores. The
remaining 10%453)will show measurable growth.

TheTitle I/LAP goal(s) developed for the building are based on the
comprehensive needs assessment (above)diretted toward
supplementingthe schooiwide work.

The Title I/LAP goal(s) encompass the following content areas:
Reading

Math

Writing

Other (pleas specify)

Specifically, the school wilfovide small group support to identified LAP
studentsin grades 15 (using various data points suel MSP, Reading 3d,
and MAP) three times a week in the areas of reading and math (specifica
reading comprehenen as it relates to math problem solving). Research
based intervention support curriculum will be used in the small group mo
Push in support will be available, as necessary dictated by student data.
push in support will be given by certificatddAP teachersgtaff members

Tt > > >t

Intervention and DifferentiationStrategies / Program

School

Title I/LAP

The schoaeWide use of the promising practices outlined below is considere
LI NI 2F (GKS o0dzAif RAYy3IQa L[¢kt[/ a&ai

Instructional Target: Students will @eveloptheir ability to comprehend fiction and
non-fiction text and communicateheir understanding of text orally and in writing.

Targeted Instructional Area Statement

Through a schoelide effort, all Woodridge students will show measurable growth
in their ability to comprehend text and communicate their understanding of that te
orally and in writing. This will be accomplished through the implementation of best
practices, specifically, the summarizing strategy frad@tassroom Instruction that
Works, Marzano. K-2 student achievement will be measured each trimester by
district assessments (Reading 3D: TRC & DIBELS). 3rd/4th/5th grade student

The Title I/LAP program elements and strategies for the building are rese
based and highlight best practice for improving learning. Tpesgram
elements and strategies are addition to the basic educatioprogramand
supports put into place through the ILT/PLC structures
¢KS o0dAfRAYIQE ¢AGES LINE 3 NJ
A BeforeSchool Support
2-3 times a week, an early morning litergaypgram will be offered to students in
grades 13 to target our students in need of early intervention in the area of readir
specifically phonics, phonemic awareness, fluency, and reading comprehension
evidenced by Reading 3d and MAP datee beforeschool support will be taught by
certificated staff members.

L[ !t




achievement will be measuretly school and district assessments (MAP, Easy CBN
Reading AZ), and annually by the state assessment (MSP).

A In-class Supplemental Support
LAP Intervention Specialist has demonstrated/modeled lessons in the regular
Ot FaaNR2Y GKIF{ KSft Linthedelns Nias &f dedxRbBsédici
reading data of LAP identified students.

A Supplemental Pubbut (during noressential instructional time)
Researctbased reading intervention curriculum will be used with all students in L
Woodridge will provide comprehensive reading support to idedtit AP students in
first through fifth grade. This will also include math support to students as it rela
to reading comprehension in problem solving.

A Tutoring
Provide a description of the use of funds

A Extended Year (e.g. Summer School)
A fourweek summer school program with a focus ondiag and math will be
providedby the Bellevue School District. This program is free to LAP students.

A Readiness
Provide a description of the use of funds

A Parent Outreach
At leasttwo parent evenings dedicadeto LAP families only (one primary and one
intermediate) will be scheduled throughout the school year. The emphasis will b
strategies to support early literacy skill building at home.

A Early Intervention
The Bellevue Schools Foundation has funded a full time kindergarten aide to be
across the three classrooms of 26 students each. The kindergarten aide provide
in support to each classroom, one on one and small group tutoring, and whole cl
support while the classroom teacher provides specific interventions in the area of
reading.




Progress Monitoring

School Title I/LAP

¢CKS F2tft2gAy3 G22fa& FyR &aidNY GS3Aa § The following strategies and tools will be used to measure the progress o

progress toward the schoaVide goals. students qualifying for Title | and/or LAP support and who access Title I/L|
services.

Middle of the yeafRC
Middle of the year MAP Middle of the year DIBEBSd TRC for-2 grades
Middle of the year MAHDRA and DIBELS forS3grades
Curriculum embedded math assessments fbrgtades
Reading AZ for 15 grades

EZ CBM for-8 grades

District Goal #2 Extending Learning

SMART Goal Statement for 2010

This schoelide SMARGoal is related to extending learning to the students in the school who are meeting/exceeding standard as identifiedtbi@ough
Comprehensive Needs Assessment.

In the MSP data, it is interesting to note the percentage of students receiving a levek4rsopading and writing, especially in comparison across the diffe
populations. Woodridge trends indicate that the efforts to enrich/extend learning for students are evident in the lagtaxsy WASL/MSP data, especiall
with our general populadn and students on free/reduced lunch. Our efforts to extend/enrich learning for our ELL and Special Education popaiiation a
working. This will be a continued focus area for the staff using our Response to Intervention Model and school wider@béleselopment. The
professional development will be planned using school wide data including the RTI referral list. This work will be caypihetdriT| Systems team, in
conjunction with the ILT and Positive School Climate team.

Below is thebreakdown of scores for special education in third grade:




Not %o Not (% LE'UEI o LE\I'EI T .:: %% Met (% Lewel|%h LE\I'EI L LE\I'EI %% Perf. | % Perf.
Enrolled Tested Std Std. Basic Below | Similar

Reading 8.5 0.0 38.5 6l1.5 15.4
Comprehension 50.0 50.0
Analysis 25.0 75.0
Literary Text 50.0 50.0
Informational Text 50.0 50.0
Math 14 0 1 0.0 23.8 23.1 76.5 23.1 0.0 13.4 7.7
Mumber Sense/Algebraic Sense 62.5 37.3
Measurement/Geometric - - - 75.0 550
Senze/Statistics Comparison of General Education Scores in
Froblem Solving/Reasoning third grade: 2.5 37.5
Procedures/Caoncepts 2.5 37.5
Reading Level 4: 61.0%ath Level 4: 59.5%

And English Language Learners in third grade:

Mot % Not (% LE\I'E' %o Lew_-l e .:: % Met (% Lewel|% LE\I'E' %o LE\I'E' % Perf. | % Perf.
Enrolled Tested Std Std. Basic Below | Similar
11.1 1. 4.4

Reading 22.2 F7.8 1141
Comprehension 37.5 2.3
Analysis 37.5 2.3
Literary Text 37.5 2.3
Informational Text 25.0 75.0
Math 9 0 o 0.0 11.1 44.4 55.6 44.4 0.0 11.1 33.3
Mumber Sense/&lgebraic Sense 37.5 2.3

Measurement/Geometric

Sense/Statistics 523 373
Froblem Solving/Reasoning 50.0 50.0
Frocedures/Concepts 25.0 75.0

Below is the breakdown of scores for SpéEiducation students in fourth grade:




Reading 10
Comprehension
Analysis
Literary Text
Informaticnal Text
Writing 10

Furposze to Explain
Furpoze to Tell a Story
Content/Organization/Style
Conventions

Math 10
Mumber Sensze/Algebraic Sensze

Measurement/Geometric
Senze/Frobability,/Statistics

Froblem Solving/Reasoning
Frocedures/Concepts

%% Mot | % Lewvel [ % Lewvel

a a 0.0 10.0 20.0 30.0 70.0 40.0 20.0
a a 0.0 10.0 20.0 30.0 70.0 20.0 30.0
a a 0.0 50.0 20.0 70.0 30.0 0.0 20.0

10.0

20.0

10.0

Comparison of General Education Scores in fourth grade:

Reading Level 4: 43.2%/riting Level 4: 40.7%Math Level 4: 30.9%

%% Met | %G LE\I'EI % Lewel | %% Level | %% Perf. | % Perf.

Below | Similar

60.
60.
40.
40.

62.
37.
50.
1z.

g7.

73,

75.
62.

Ly s ) I [ R R R |

L) [ s R s R 4§

40.
40.
60.
60.

37.
62.
50.
g7.

1z.

25.

25.
37.

[ R R R

L e ) I A

L) [ s R A} |

And English Language Learners in Fourth Grade:

Mot % Not | % LE'U'EI %o LE'U'EI
Enrolled Tested
33.3

Reading
Comprehension
Analysis
Literary Text
Informaticnal Text

Writing 6

Furpose to Explain
Furpose to Tell a Story
Content/Crganization/Style
Conventions

Math B

Mumber Sense/algebraic Sense

Measurement/Geometric
sensze/Probability/Statistics

Froblem Solving/Reasoning
Procedures/Concepts

33.3 66.7 0.0

0.0 33.3 33.3 66.7 33.3 0.0 33.3

0.0 33.3 33.3 66.7 33.3 0.0 33.3

0.0

0.0

33

33.
0.

33

100.
6o.
100.
33.

100.

6o.

g6,
100.

RRr=RE

LK R R

6o

6o.
100.

6o

33.

6o.

33.

33.
0.

Y RE=REN I

A= A=

% Met ‘?’n LE‘\I'E' % LE\I'E' % LE‘\I'E' % Perf. | % Perf.
Std. Beluw Slmlla
66.7

1]




Below is the breakdown of scores f®pecial Education students in fifth grade:

Mot 5% Not (% LE\I'EI LY LE\I'EI T .:: %% Met %- LE\I'EI L LE\I'EI o LE\I'EI % Perf. | % Perf
Enrolled Tested Std Std. Heluw Slmlla
20.0 0.0

Reading 0.0 0.0 70.0 30.0
Comprehension 66.7 33.3
Analysis 66.7 33.3
Literary Text 33.3 66.7
Informaticnal Text 66.7 33.3
Math 10 0 0 0.0 80.0 10.0 90.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 10.0
Mumber Sense/algebraic Sense 66.7 33.3
Measurement/Geocmetric
Sensefstatisgcs 333 58.7
Froblem Solving/Reasoning 33.3 66.7
Frocedures/Concepts G867 33.3
Srience 10 0 Comparison of General Education Scordsimth 0 10.0 0.0
Systems of Science grade: 75.0 25.0
Inquiry in Science ) 75.0 25.0
Application of Science Reading Level 4: 61.0%lath Level 4: 59.5% 75.0 550

And Englisthanguage Learners in Fifth Grade:

Not % Not (% Level % Level e :ID % Mat % Lewel %o LE\I'EI %o Lewel %% Perf. | % Perf
Enrolled Tested Skd Sitd. Beluw Slmlla

Reading B 4, 42.9 57.1 7.
Comprehension 71.4 28.6
Analysis 42.9 57.1
Literary Text 71.4 28.6
Informational Text 57.1 42.9
Math 10 0 1 0.0 11.1 0.0 11.1 83.9 0.0 55.6 33.32
MNumber Sense/Algehraic Sense 11.1 g3.9
Meazurement/Geometric
Sense/Statistics 333 587
Froblem Solving/Reasoning 33.3 66.7
FProcedures/Concepts 33.3 66.7
Science 10 0 4 0.0 20.0 33.3 83.3 16.7 0.0 16.7 0.0
Systems of Science 83.3 16.7
Inquiry in Science 83.3 16.7
Application of Science 66.7 33.3




SMART GOAL:

The 2011 Spring MSP scores will result in an overall increase of 10% of Woodridge students receiving a level 4 scayeninaeadn the category of

special education or ELIhis will include thirdfourth, and fifth grade.

Intervention/Differentiation

Progress Monitoring

Focus on Tier 1 support for staff in setting up an effective balanced literacy
blockincluding student goal settg, reading conferences, and guided readin

The useof flexible grouping, done as a whole grade level, in the areas of
reading and math instruction/

1'aS 2F w20SNI al NI lFy2Qa /flFaaNRz2Yy
Summarizing with the use of the Narrative Frame in three phases as indic
below:

WSTSNJ G2 5N w26SNI alNJly2Qa
practice:http://www.marzanoresearch.com/site/

» Modeling/Direct Explanation
during Read Aloud

» Interactive
.+ Scaffolding Student Responses

» Independent Student Summaries
« Oral / Written

™
(7))

Targeted Learning Walk data during Professional Development Cycle 1

Student work of narrative frame and related oral and written comprehens
indicators

Data indicators: MOY DIBELS and TRC, MOY MAP

Professional Learning Cycles

Title I/LAP Professional Development

The following Professional Learning Cycles relatbéattainment of the
schootwide SMART Goal(s]itle I/LAP staff are included in this work.

The following professional developmentll occur in addition tothe school
wide work pertainingtothe blHA y 3 Qa {a! w¢ D2 f ao



http://www.marzanoresearch.com/site/

Cycle One DatesPlease see Attached ILT handbémkthe cycle dates
Direct Teaching

Safe Practice

Observation/Feedback

Cycle Two Dates
Direct Teaching:

Safe Practice:
Observation/Feedback:

Cycle Three Dates
Direct Teaching:

Safe Practice:
Observation/Feedback:

development activities will support Title I/LAP staff, engaging them in
additional learning opportunities that will enable them to promote the
goals related to the Title I/LAP identified students in the building

Teachers and other staff in schaside program schools must be equipped
FI OS GKS OKIFffSy3asS 2F KStLAy3A I
achievement standards. To do this, they must be familiar with the goals o
schootwide plan and receive stained, highquality professional
development. When appropriate, those who partner with teachers to supf
students achievement, such as principals, paraprofessionals and parents
should also participate in professional development.

To that end, we havilentified various professional development activities
that will occur in addition tothe schoolwide work pertaining to the

odZAf RAy3dQa {a!we¢ D2lfaocaoo ¢ KS&
supportLAPstaff, engaging them iadditional learning opportunities that
will enable them to promotethed OK22f Q& [ !t 32 &

Response to Intervention: Grade level specific PD related to how to ident
Tier I, Tier I, and | students needs and the interventions appropriate for
addressilg these needs will assist teachers in developing appropriate
instruction to target particular student needis both behavior and
academics This will include PD in the area of progress monitaorelp
teachers determine whether an intervention is susstil. The tools used will
Ay Of dzZRS wlyRe {LINAO1Qa {IFS YR
based Response to Intervention professional development and resourceg

PD in collaboration with building and district experts will assist teachers i
using all available resources to support student success. This will includs
LAP teachers attending weekly grade level team meetings to discuss
identified LAP students progress in targeted areas using progress monitg
tools.

Differentiated instuction will also be an area of focus. This will include




modifying lessons and interventions designed to support student learning
targets. The PD will be planned and implemented through the Woodridgg
team using the work of Carol Ann Tomlinson. It wclude:
e Using measures in reading and math as outlined in selatd goals
to monitor success of intervention
e Analyzing measures in terms of next steps for continued
improvements in learning
e When needed, consulting outside expepsdfessionalsbuilding and
district experts for suggestions for further intervention in reading g
math.

The professional development strategies described above will promote
integration with the regular school program and overall school planning a
improvement effots throughfocused and specific professional developme
in an effort to build teacher capacity.

Parent, Family and Community Involvement

School Plan

Title I/LAP Specific Strategies

The followingarewaysim KA OK G KS &a0K22f Qa LI NJ
community will beeffectivelyengaged and involved in the education of

students.

e Back to School Social for all Families

e Grade level specific curriculum nights, including separate Resourc
Room Nights, Caade Program Nights, and LAP Family Nights

e Virtues Program Education for Families

e A positive phone call home to every family within the first two week
of school made by the classroom teacher

e At leasttwo parent education nights focused on the specific aséa
reading comprehension

e Sharing school wide anddividual studentdata at curriculum nights,
parent/teacher conferences, and PTSA meetings as applicable.

e Enforcing regular attendance

Additional strategies the school will useit@wrease thanvolvement of
parents, family members, and the broader community described here.
These actions will beupported by Title I/LAP funds and are in addition to
the basic community engagement plan.

o Offering parenting classes

0 Hosting family events

0 Supporting school compact

0 Encouraging parents to attend workshapsough personal
invitations and phone calls

o Translated materials

o Family classroom visits

0 TargetedHome Visits

o Offeringfamily-support networking strategiethrough:
o Connecting families in crisis with support




¢ Involving parents in the PAAC
e Interpreters available
o Weekly teacher newsletters/monthly principal newsletter

The Woodridge ILT has a continued focus on involving families. Therefore
subcommittee called Family Connections has been formed. This

adzo O2YYAGGSSQa F21f Aad (ReddBion@dK 2
resources, sharing relevant data, and offering educational nights focused
supporting the school wide goal of reading comprehension at home.

The following documents are attached to this School Improvement Plan:
o/ 2L 27T ( Kt tdathr2studet #ompdctNJ

e Copy ofyour parent involvement platbrochure)

o Copy of parent/staff inventory data and summary

o Connecting with before/after school child care
o Family Connections Center

¢ Involvingparents and families in the planning, review and improvement
our school plan by:
0 LAPteam involvement

The following documents are attached to this School Improvement Plan:
o/ 2L 2F GKS &a0OKz22ftQa LI NBydGasz GSI
e Copy of your parent involvement plan (brochure)
e Copy of parent/staff inventory data and summary

The school provides information to parerts student achievement through
parent/teacher conferencesgeport cardsmonthly academic updates from
LAP staffand ongoing open communication via email and phone.

Program Coordination

In an effort to coordinate the basic education program with the Title I/LAP programs in Bellegsehboldistrict Title ILAP office will provide support in
& ( dzR S y Additioraly (iaR Titlg fia§ranks pravidelduipiérieatal $efvigel Batard didcty y

OGNl yaArAdA2yAy3 | SIR
connected to the adopted BSD curriculum.

{GF NI

Title I/LAP serges in Bellevue also coordinate with and integrate Federal, State, and local services and programs. For édample ServiceGrantin
conjunction with the city of Bellevue provides additional supporfatmilies,including homeless studentdHuman Services Specialists are locateehch of
five Human Servicese@ters: Sherwood Forest, Stevenson, Ardmore, Lake Hills and Phantom Lake Elementary.

In the Bellevue School District, we use computersools to support student learning, in the same way we use library resources, calculators, or math

manipulatives. In our school, technology is used

¢ MAP assessmenis reading and math to benchmark students
e SMARTBoardse deliver and differentiate instrction
e Classroom computer®r independent practice and publishing




e Document cameras to deliver instruction

e RazKids for independent reading practice and comprehension monitoring

e Math Whizz for additional support and extension

¢ Reading A for supplemental reading practice

e Free Readingvebsite for interventions and instructional supports

e AIMS web for interventions and instruction supports

o Digital Voice Recorders to promote reading fluency and accountability in reading practice

The Office of the Superintendent of Public Instruction identifies the following nine characteristics of successful stderodgid shared focus; high standard
and expectations for all students; effective schisaldership; high levels of collaboration and communication; curriculum, instruction and assessments a
with state standards; frequent monitoring of learning and teaching; focused professional development; supportive learingrgresnt; and high lesis of
family and community involvement.

Our school will use the nine characteristics as a guide to refine our v@aurkwork this year related to our School Improvement Plan and our LAP goals is
Liz Ritz, our school principdliz Ritz notonlt SNI»S&a |a (KS o0daAf RAYy3IQa AyadNHzOiGA2ylrf € SFRSNE
efforts to realize the Bellevue School District mission of providing every student withdd-tbp-line college preparatory education thatgpares each
student to enter and succeed in a college of their choitlerough strong and effective school leadership on the part of Liz Ritz, in concert with teacher l¢
in the building, we are embracing ongoing learning and reflectitre specifistrategies we are implementing this year that embody the nine characteristi
successful schools include:
¢ Instructional Leadership Teams (ILT) and Professional Learning Communities @W\dodridge, we have thelear and shared focusn the
targeted instructional area of reading comprehensidlie are addressing this area through the promising practice(s) of summarizing using Robg
al NI Fy20a bl INNNGIADES2 TNQXS@®t SI NJ I YR aKI NBR F2i00z& AEa FREzOQENFHRILD &
examines student work and engages the staff in ongoing conversations about student learning and demaetiers in our school work in Professior
Learning Communities where the conversations around studsthing emphasize the need for and implementation of strategies related to
differentiated instruction.Our PLCs are committed kigh levels of collaboration and communicatiomith the end goal of increasing student
achievement and helping all students et@r exceed rigorous district and state standarénally, the ILT in our building supports and leladsised
professional development NB dzy R 2 dzNJ 6dzAf RAy3Qa G NASGSR %hgearNbuzthiofodr yuildidmpsed S | |
professional development will help teachers incorporate differentiated instruction into their classrooms.
e Bellevue School District Common Curriculu®ur school uses the Bellevue School District common curriculum as the foundation for all core co
subgct area lesions. St f S@raaButhdmaterials and lessons have been aligned to Washington State standardset high expectations for




student learning The curriculum materials include teacher resource material, student material, formative andaivamssessment tools, and, in
some areas, resources for accommodations, modifications, and extensions that help teachers meet student needs.

Assessments to Monitor Progress and Guide Instructi@ur school engages in thieequent assessment and monitimg of student learningand the
examination of this data to help guide instructiofhe use of DIBELS and MAP data three times a year (in the fall, winter, and spring) provide
benchmark and progress monitoring data that allows our school ILT and PL&Esrtnide student growth in reading and/or mattAdditionally, our
PLCs engage in protocols around looking at studentwork (LASW)S [ ! {2 LINR (G202t &a KStLJ S OKSN&R AR
aldzRSyGtaQ OKLI ff Sy Arversation ayobnd whatSgedsSoyhapben B a gratle 18v2], content area, or specific classroom to impr
student outcomes.

Safe and Civil Schools and Virtuegdur school implements the practices of Safe and Civil Schools and the Virtues Prédgpadridgestaff members
ASNIBS 2y 2dzNJ 60dzAf RAy3IQa t2aA0A0S {OK22f [/ fAYFGS ¢S back ard tratN@tdzAtaff
about strategies that can improve the school climate, and assess the success of olichotaie efforts. Additionally, the Positive School Climate
team provides professional development and guidance for the staff around the Safe and Civil Schools framework known asa€MEMBSVirtues
language and system implementationBy systeratically teaching the expectations for behavior and learning, as well as implementing positive
behavior supports across the school, we are making a concerted effort to ensure our schoslbasrve learning environmentor all students.
Family and Community Engagement Our school recognizes that high levels of family and community involvement in the school supports increg
student achievement.To that end, we have a documented plan for engaging parents, caregivers, and family members in theT¢iti@ddn is
attached to our School Improvement Pla@ne of our main goals in drawing families, caregivers, and community members into our school is to
strengthen the school climateour openness and desire to engage all of the important adults inbwzR Sy 4 a Q f A@Sa Ay (KS
that we are building aupportive learning environmenivhere all students feel safe and respected.

Program Evaluation

This Title I/LAP plan will be revieweddetermine the prgress of participating children. The program wilkeeised if necessaryto provide additional
assistance such as befe after-school and summer program®ur plan for program evaluation includes the following actions and timeline:

Student datas collected and reviewed several times a month by gradd teaens and the ELL and LAP Intervention Specialisis ongoing collection and

use of data supportthe continuous review of the extended servicesvinich students are invited to participatend which students are ready twe exited.
Monthly LAPmeetings will be conducted to assess parent feedback from evening events and to bring ideas to the table from team roeetaygstd




continue to support student learning through events that provid®rmation and ideas for parents to support their children at home.

The LAReam will meet at least tvde a year to review the LAI®cument to ensure the document accurately reflects Weodridgepopulation and steps that
are being taken to supportwdent learning and families After each review the LA cument will be shared with school staff and parents.

Additionally, our Title I/LAP program review will include an evaluation of the professional development andj tpanvilded to Titld/LAP staff and parents.
This evaluation will include the following actions and timeline:

Staff and parents will be given exit surveys at the conclusion of several professional development/family educatio hégptspose of the exit surveys wil
be to gather feedback on whether the professional development/family education was relevant and purposeful. The exit sualsy iwdlude questions to
find out what staff and families are interested in learning more about.

Highly Qualified Staff

TheQualifications for &@achers and Paraprofessionagiuirements will be implemented througBellevue School Distri@ta | dzY I y  wep8rém2rdzNJO

In the school, the following individuals provide Title I/LAP services to students.

Certificated Staff HighlyQualified Not HighlyQualified

1. Erin Gehrke X
2. Robin Lessing X
3.
4.
5.

Paraprofessional Staff HighlyQualified Not HighlyQualified

N =




The names below certify this plan is in accordance with all applidatidel/LAPrules and regulations.

Name & Title

Name & Title

Name & Title

Name & Title

Name & Title

Name & Title

Title I/LAP Guidance

Title IProgram and Services Guidance

LAP Programs and Services Guidance

Program and Services Expectations

Title 1, Part Aprovides federal dollars to supplement educational
opportunities for schools to help disadvantaged children meet high acader
standards. The program focuses on promoting reform in high poverty schg
and ensuring student access to scientifically bassttictional strategies and
challenging academic content.

The intent of the law is thatll students are first and foremost the
responsibility of basic educatiorTitle Ifunded programs are ta | R R noii 2
replace basic education responsibilities.i¥ nequirement ensures that all
eligible studentserved byTitle Iprograms receive services that areaddition
to what they receive if nditle Ifunded programs were available

Therefore, Title | servicesust be in addition to regular classroom insiction.

Program and Services Expectations
Washington State provides funding for Learning Assistance Programs foi
qualifying schools and their student$he intent of the law is thall
students are first and foremost the responsibility of basic education. LAP
funded programs are ta | R R noii répéace basic education
responsibilities. This requirement ensures that all eligible studserteed by
LAP programs receive services that iaraddition to what they receive if no
LAP funded programs were available

Therefore, LAP servicesust be in addition to regular classroom instruction
{GdRSyGa INB y2G (G2 068 aLldAtBR 2

reading, writing, or mattsupport.

Funds may be used to provide the followimgpgramskervicethat support







