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COLOMA COMMUNITY SCHOOLS P.O. Box 550, Coloma, MI 49038

Coloma Junior High School Peter Olsen, Principal
Phone 269-468-2405 Jennifer Miner, Counselor
Fax 269-468-2428

June 22, 2011

Adolescence is a difficult time for many children, and fostering the conditions that contribute to
the development of the whole child is central to our purpose. At Coloma Junior High these needs
are addressed through programs and structures that connect our students to the adults in our
building. We believe in order to prepare children to be successful and contributing members of
society we must attend also to their physical, emotional and social development as well. Our
caring and dedicated staff work tirelessly to implement new and effective ways to engage students

in learning and to push our students to reach new heights.

Over the last few years Coloma Junior High has seen significant positive student achievement
trends and we are confident that we will see more consistent improvement in all subject areas in
the future. We are currently working to refine our curricular alignment and employ instructional
technology that will enable us to continuously monitor student progress. Our highly professional

staff remains focused on making every effort to ensure that all students succeed.

The Junior High has a well established tradition of community service. In addition to disaster
relief efforts our Honor Club sponsored a safe drinking water initiative for an under-developed
community this year. For the sixth straight year the Junior High Art Works Club shipped over a
thousand pounds of care packages to our troops serving in harm’s way and English 9 students
spearheaded several community service projects ranging from tree planting and spring cleaning at

a local cemetery to volunteering in an area homeless shelter.

Our Annual Report is only one piece of information that highlights some of our accomplishments.
We invite you to visit and check us out! I am very confident that you will be impressed with what
you see! We celebrate our students’ accomplishments and strive for making a connection with

each and every child. After all, they are our future.



Sincerely,

ZA 7

Peter Olsen
Principal

We are pleased to present you with the Annual Education Report (AER) which
provides key information on the 2010-2011 educational progress for the Coloma
Junior High School. The AER addresses the complex reporting information required
by federal and state laws. The school’s report contains information about student
assessment, Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) and teacher quality. If you have any
questions about the AER, please contact Peter Olsen, Principal for assistance.

The AER is available for you to review electronically by visiting the following web site
http://ccs.coloma.org/coljh/index.htm or you may review a copy from the
principal’s office at your child’s school.

For 2010-2011, Coloma Junior High School made Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) in
English language arts and mathematics; however, we are still identified for school
improvement. We must make AYP for two consecutive years to no longer be
identified for improvement. Our building school improvement plans has been
rewritten and specific areas identified to ensure our students’ success.

State law requires that we also report additional information


http://ccs.coloma.org/coljh/index.htm

PROCESS FOR ASSIGNING PUPILS TO THE SCHOOL

Pre-kindergarten through first grade students are assigned to Washington
Elementary. Students in second through fourth grade are in Coloma Elementary.
There is only one building location for each of the 5 through 7*" and 9" and the 10%™
through 12" grades. Secondary students have choices based on electives within the
core curriculum provided. Career related classes have been developed for the 10
through 12" grades. Secondary students may select career related courses
sponsored by various schools in the county through a countywide “shared time”
arrangement. Special education students are provided assistance within their age
appropriate grade levels unless the Individual Educational Placement Committee
(IEPC) determines the students would be best served in an alternative location. The
parent is involved in the decision.

SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

A committee of teachers and administrators involved in the school improvement
process meet on a regular basis to review curriculum and instruction. The
committee:

e reviews the statistical data to identify weak areas in instruction

identifies student needs not being addressed

prioritizes components needed in a hew program or series

seeks input from all teachers working in the area under review

makes recommendations to the administration regarding curricular changes

Through the curriculum development process, Coloma has established assessments
desighed to measure the content standards assigned to each grade level. These
assessments are linked to those skills necessary for success beyond school and are
shown through paper/pencil, projects, demonstrations, and teacher observations.
The assessments will be continually reviewed to:

e improve their alignment to content and instruction

e increase the use of assessments that measure standards across the curriculum

e ensure better reliability in determining student success and areas of need



SPECIALIZED SCHOOLS

Specialized schools provide educational alternatives and opportunities for
handicapped students as well as meeting their special needs. These programs are an
integral part of the continuum of educational services available to special students in
Berrien County. Following is a brief description of the specialized schools that serve
Coloma Public School District students.

BLOSSOMLAND LEARNING CENTER
BERRIEN REGIONAL EDUCATION SERVICE AGENCY
BERRIEN SPRINGS, MICHIGAN

The purpose of Blossomland Learning Center is to provide services to students who
have been diagnosed as moderately to severely mentally impaired up to age 26 who
reside within the Berrien Regional Education Service Agency. The school assists
students in preparing for entry into their respective communities. Thirteen (13)
Coloma Public School District resident(s) attended this program during the 2010-11
school year. Students are placed in the program through an Individual Educational
Planning Committee composed of local district and Berrien RESA diagnostic and
educational staff.

LIGHTHOUSE EDUCATION CENTER
BERRIEN REGIONAL EDUCATION SERVICE AGENCY
ST. JOSEPH, MICHIGAN

The Lighthouse Education Center program is operated as a therapeutic and
educational program for students diagnosed as severely emotionally impaired up to
age 26 who reside within the Berrien Regional Education Service Agency. These
students exhibit a severity of emotional difficulties which prohibits them from regular
attendance within the resident district. During the 2010-11 school year, seven (7)
Coloma Public School District resident(s) attended this program, with the goal being
eventual re-integration into the resident district's educational system.

HEARING IMPAIRED PROGRAM
BERRIEN SPRINGS PUBLIC SCHOOLS
BERRIEN SPRINGS, MICHIGAN

The Berrien County Hearing Impaired Program provides educational services for
hearing impaired students from Berrien, Cass, and Van Buren counties. During the
2010-11 school year, two (2) student(s) from Coloma Public School District attended
the program, which includes children from pre-school age through 26 years. This
program is operated by the Berrien Springs Public Schools and is funded by the
Berrien Regional Education Service Agency. In addition to classroom and teacher
consultant services, the program also serves as a diagnostic center and employs an
audiologist for the purpose of assessing severity and type of hearing loss. Some
students, when determined educationally appropriate by an Individualized
Educational Planning Committee, are educated in their resident district with the
support of a teacher consultant provided by the Hearing Impaired Program.



SOUTHSIDE PROGRAM
NILES COMMUNITY SCHOOLS
NILES, MI

Niles operates center based programs for low incidence special education students needing a full time
placement.

The program for the Severely Emotionally Impaired (SEI) includes students with severe emotional or
behavioral problems. These students receive a very strict, highly structured program designed to change
inappropriate behavior patterns and allow learning to take place. Expectations for performance are high
with the goal being the students’ successful readmission to their former school. Classroom programs serve
students ages 10 through 25.

Students in the Pre-Vocational program have below average ability levels, making success in their local
high schools extremely difficult. Often their low ability is compounded by a weak self concept and
inadequate social skills. Once at Southside a few may pursue a Certificate of Completion, but most will
follow a curriculum designed to promote independent living. Classrooms are available to serve ages 16
through 25.

During the 2010-11 school year, zero (0) students from the Coloma Public School District attended this
program.

Core Curriculum

Coloma Community Schools follows a local core curriculum that defines educational
outcomes to be achieved by all students and is based on the district’s educational
mission and locally developed K-12 curriculum, it has also been aligned with the state
recommended Frameworks Curriculum (from which the MEAP test is written). Federal
mandates (No Child Left Behind) now require that language arts and math
assessments be completed at each grade level, 3™ through 8" grades. To
accomplish this, the Michigan Department of Education has assigned Grade Level
Content Expectations from their Frameworks Curriculum to specific grades levels.
This required Coloma to review their alignment to assure that the educational
benchmarks are being taught at the required level, resulting in quality performance
on the MEAP tests. A copy of the board-approved curriculum for all content areas is
available for review at the Administration Office, Coloma Elementary Office, and out
the website, http://www.ccs.coloma.org.



School-Level Student Assessment Data- District Generated

ELA -
School ISD State Percent of Students in School at Each
Student School Percent of Percent of Percent of Achievement Level
Group Year Student Student Student Below
Grade: 8th Proficient & | Proficient & | Proficient & | Advanced | Proficient Basic Basi
Advanced Advanced Advanced Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 asic
Level 4
2005-06 57 65 69 7 50 28 15
2006-07 57 69 71 16 41 26 17
All students
2007-08 65 73 75 10 54 28 7
2008-09 80 78 77 19 61 17 3
2005-06 64 76 76 10 54 23 12
2006-07 59 79 78 20 39 24 17
White
2007-08 64 81 82 10 53 29 8
2008-09 81 86 82 20 61 16 2
2005-06 43 35 49 0 43 39 18
2006-07 53 53 50 3 50 22 25
Black
2007-08 53 50 55 0 53 35 12
2008-09 64 52 58 9 55 36 0
2005-06 10 49 54 0 10 40 50
2006-07 <10 55 58 - - - -
Hispanic
2007-08 90 58 63 30 60 10 0
2008-09 <10 76 67 - - - -
2005-06 13 37 26 0 13 27 60
St_ude_nf[s_with 2006-07 16 29 27 4 12 32 52
Disabilities | 5007.08 17 35 34 4 13 54 29
2008-09 33 41 34 6 28 56 11
2005-06 42 53 54 1 40 34 25
2006-07 a7 54 56 5 42 29 24
Economically
Disadvantaged 2007-08 61 59 62 9 52 34 5
2008-09 73 67 64 11 62 24 3
2005-06 47 58 63 9 38 29 24
2006-07 47 63 65 11 36 31 23
Male
2007-08 61 66 69 11 49 30 9
2008-09 73 75 73 12 62 22 5
2005-06 68 72 76 4 64 26 5
2006-07 65 75 76 20 45 22 13
Female
2007-08 69 80 81 9 60 25 6
2008-09 85 82 81 24 61 14 1




MEAP - Mathematics

School ISD State Percent of Students in School at Each
Sudntraup| o | P | Tl | o AchevementLevel
. Proficient & | Proficient & | Proficient & | Advanced | Proficient | Basic Basic
Advanced Advanced Advanced Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4
2005-06 50 60 63 22 28 28 22
2006-07 57 67 68 18 39 36 7
Al students 2007-08 67 77 72 37 30 19 14
2008-09 67 79 75 35 32 24 9
2009-10 61 71 70 34 27 29 10
2005-06 59 73 72 29 30 28 15
2006-07 66 78 76 22 45 28 6
White 2007-08 70 85 79 40 31 19 11
2008-09 67 85 81 34 33 24 10
2009-10 68 77 77 40 27 26 6
2005-06 34 28 34 8 26 32 34
2006-07 28 37 42 9 19 63 9
Black 2007-08 47 47 45 12 35 18 35
2008-09 73 57 52 45 27 27 0
2009-10 40 50 45 13 27 40 20
2005-06 10 45 47 0 10 30 60
2006-07 <10 54 54 - - - -
Hispanic 2007-08 60 59 59 50 10 30 10
2008-09 <10 84 64 - - - -
2009-10 27 65 59 0 27 45 27
2005-06 21 30 24 0 21 21 57
' 2006-07 20 36 30 0 20 52 28
pluderts With - 5007-08 13 41 32 4 8 46 42
2008-09 39 45 39 11 28 33 28
2009-10 0 25 32 0 0 79 21
2005-06 37 48 45 10 27 31 32
_ 2006-07 48 51 51 13 35 43 9
E‘;S";d"vrg'ncti'égd 2007-08 61 64 56 36 25 23 16
2008-09 61 70 62 25 36 28 10
2009-10 53 59 56 21 32 35 13
2005-06 53 59 63 26 27 19 28
2006-07 53 66 68 18 34 38 9
Male 2007-08 73 76 71 43 30 15 11
2008-09 60 79 75 38 22 28 12
2009-10 54 69 70 35 19 32 14
2005-06 47 62 63 18 29 38 15
2006-07 61 68 68 19 42 34 5
Female 2007-08 60 78 72 31 29 24 16
2008-09 73 79 74 33 40 21 6
2009-10 69 73 71 32 37 25




MEAP - Science

School ISD State Percent of Students in School at Each
suanorap | s | ST | S| Pt AcioveertLovel

: Proficient & | Proficient & | Proficient & | Advanced | Proficient | Basic Basic

Advanced Advanced Advanced Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4

2005-06 75 74 e 23 52 21 4
2006-07 67 73 75 24 43 22 11

All students 2007-08 75 77 79 39 36 20 5
2008-09 78 82 76 30 47 19 4

2009-10 74 78 78 18 56 20 6

2005-06 86 88 85 30 56 12 1

2006-07 75 85 89 29 47 16 9

White 2007-08 79 86 87 42 36 18 3
2008-09 79 91 84 31 48 19 2

2009-10 80 85 83 21 59 16 4
2005-06 49 38 51 4 45 41 10
2006-07 41 42 48 13 28 38 22
Black 2007-08 44 53 54 11 33 44 11
2008-09 73 46 51 36 38 18 9
2009-10 47 52 50 7 40 33 20
2005-06 45 53 60 45 36 18

2006-07 <10 54 60 - - - -
Hispanic 2007-08 80 63 67 50 30 10 10
2008-09 <10 73 64 - - - -

2009-10 55 75 65 0 55 36 9
2005-06 41 51 45 10 31 34 24
) 2006-07 24 48 67 0 29 29 43
gﬁgggﬂf;gg"“ 2007-08 25 48 48 8 17 63 13
2008-09 39 54 42 11 28 44 17
2009-10 21 44 42 0 21 57 21

2005-06 58 62 62 9 49 34 8
_ 2006-07 54 57 71 14 40 28 18

£con d"vrg'ncgég § 2007-08 72 65 65 31 42 2 6
2008-09 68 72 62 17 52 26 6

2009-10 62 66 63 4 58 31 8

2005-06 77 73 77 28 49 18 5
2006-07 59 83 83 17 42 28 13

Male 2007-08 78 76 79 46 33 16 5
2008-09 70 82 75 32 38 25 5

2009-10 68 78 75 18 51 25 7

2005-06 73 74 77 18 56 24 3

2006-07 74 74 83 30 44 17 9

Female 2007-08 71 78 80 32 39 25 4
2008-09 84 82 77 29 54 14 3

2009-10 81 78 77 18 63 15 4




MEAP - Social Science

School ISD State Percent of Students in School at Each
e P U e Lol
. Proficient & | Proficient & | Proficient & | Advanced | Proficient | Basic Basic
Advanced Advanced Advanced Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4
2005-06 74 75 75 28 46 23 2
2006-07 75 72 74 21 54 22 3
All students 2007-08 60 65 71 23 37 26 14
2008-09 69 70 72 28 41 24 7
2009-10 65 70 71 30 35 27 8
2005-06 79 82 81 32 47 19 1
2006-07 82 84 82 28 53 16 3
White 2007-08 66 79 79 27 39 23 12
2008-09 75 82 81 34 42 19 5
2009-10 66 81 79 32 34 26 8
2005-06 60 55 54 17 43 31 9
2006-07 60 42 49 4 56 35 4
Black 2007-08 38 33 43 10 28 34 28
2008-09 26 39 a7 11 16 58 16
2009-10 <10 38 48 - - - -
2005-06 62 71 63 15 46 38 0
2006-07 50 51 62 0 50 50 0
Hispanic 2007-08 <10 62 56 - - - -
2008-09 71 59 59 14 57 21 7
2009-10 <10 70 59 - - - -
2005-06 33 45 42 0 33 59 7
st i 2006-07 58 42 40 8 50 31 12
Dil;agmtsiz\élt 2007-08 17 28 32 6 11 39 44
2008-09 31 38 37 8 23 46 23
2009-10 21 37 36 14 7 50 29
2005-06 60 64 61 17 43 38 5
) 2006-07 65 57 59 10 55 30 5
Sics";dov“;:ftz';gd 2007-08 48 46 54 11 37 35 17
2008-09 55 55 57 20 35 33 12
2009-10 53 55 56 19 34 34 13
2005-06 74 73 72 27 48 21 5
2006-07 72 72 73 24 48 24 4
Male 2007-08 52 64 70 26 26 29 18
2008-09 75 69 73 39 36 17 8
2009-10 65 71 72 29 35 31 5
2005-06 74 77 77 30 44 26 0
2006-07 78 72 75 18 60 20 2
Female 2007-08 65 67 71 21 44 23 12
2008-09 63 72 72 17 46 32 6
2009-10 65 69 70 31 35 25 10




MEAP - Reading

School ISD State Percent of Students in School at Each

sugnicran | o | | Beor | poreno AcheveentLovel
rade:8 ear Proficient & | Proficient & | Proficient & | Advanced | Proficient | Basic Basic
Advanced Advanced Advanced Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4

2005-06 62 68 73 12 50 21 18

2006-07 60 72 76 24 36 19 22

Al students 2007-08 73 76 77 22 51 18 9
2008-09 79 78 76 34 46 17 4

2000-10 76 82 88 18 58 18 6

2005-06 69 79 79 16 53 17 14

2006-07 61 81 82 29 33 18 21

White 2007-08 71 83 83 25 47 20 8
2008-09 80 81 81 25 46 16 3

2000-10 83 88 87 20 63 12 5

2005-06 47 39 53 0 47 29 24

2006-07 56 47 56 9 47 16 28

Black 2007-08 71 55 58 0 71 18 12
2008-09 64 51 57 27 36 36 0

2000-10 40 65 71 13 27 53 7

2005-06 20 54 58 0 20 30 50

2006-07 <10 63 64 - - - -

Hispanic 2007-08 90 61 65 30 60 0 10
2008-09 <10 81 65 - - - -

2000-10 55 73 77 0 55 36 9

2005-06 19 37 33 3 16 19 61

_ 2006-07 24 40 35 8 16 24 52
Students with | ™2007-08 33 41 40 8 25 33 33
2008-09 44 43 35 11 33 44 11

2000-10 21 47 49 0 21 57 21

2005-06 47 57 58 3 43 26 28

. . 2006-07 48 58 62 13 36 22 29
Dicg‘cfv“;:;zggd 2007-08 72 63 65 19 53 20 8
2008-09 73 67 63 24 49 24 3

2000-10 64 72 75 8 56 27 9

2005-06 56 63 68 13 42 18 27

2006-07 52 68 71 19 33 21 27

Male 2007-08 70 71 72 20 49 23 8
2008-09 73 75 73 27 47 20 7

2000-10 66 81 79 13 53 25 9

2005-06 69 74 77 10 58 24 7

2006-07 66 77 81 28 38 17 18

Female 2007-08 76 77 81 28 38 17 18
2008-09 84 81 79 39 45 15 1

2000-10 88 83 88 24 65 10 1




MEAP - Writing

School ISD State Percent of Students in School at Each
Percent of Percent of Percent of Achievement Level
Stugen'EjG_r; up iceg?m Student Student Student . - Below
race: Proficient & | Proficient & | Proficient & | Advanced | Proficient | Basic Basic
Advanced Advanced Advanced Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4
2005-06 54 61 65 4 50 34 12
2006-07 59 66 67 3 56 24 17
All students
2007-08 60 66 70 3 56 25 15
2008-09 77 76 74 1 76 17 6
2005-06 61 69 70 5 56 29 10
2006-07 63 75 73 3 60 20 17
White
2007-08 63 75 76 3 59 23 14
2008-09 77 83 79 1 76 16 7
2005-06 43 40 48 2 41 45 12
2006-07 a7 44 a7 3 44 34 19
Black
2007-08 35 44 50 0 35 47 18
2008-09 73 52 57 0 73 18 9
2005-06 10 43 51 0 10 50 40
2006-07 <10 52 53 - - -
Hispanic
2007-08 60 51 57 10 50 20 20
2008-09 ,10 73 65 - - - -
2005-06 13 22 23 0 13 33 53
Students with 2006-07 28 32 24 0 28 16 56
Disabilities 2007-08 13 27 28 0 13 42 46
2008-09 33 34 31 0 33 33 33
2005-06 37 51 50 3 34 46 17
Economically 2006-07 52 52 52 1 51 27 22
Disadvantaged | 57,08 58 53 56 3 55 28 14
2008-09 67 65 62 0 67 24 9
2005-06 41 52 55 4 37 39 20
2006-07 49 58 59 1 48 29 21
Male
2007-08 58 59 62 3 56 25 16
2008-09 68 72 68 0 68 20 12
2005-06 71 71 74 4 64 27 2
2006-07 67 74 75 4 63 20 13
Female
2007-08 62 74 77 4 57 25 13
2008-09 84 81 81 1 82 14 3




MEAP and GLCE Strand Reading
3 year comparison

Comprehension (18 Possible)
m 2010
Informational Text (2 Possible) = 2009
W 2008
Narrative Text (6 Possible)
Word Study (4 Possible)
100
MEAP and GLCE Strand - Reading
3 year comparison
R.CM.07.03 (7 Possible)
R.CM.07.02 (7 Possible)
R.CM.07.01 (4 Possible) w2010
m 2009
R.IT.07.03 (2 Possible) m 2008

R.NT.07.04 (3 Possible)

R.NT.07.03 (3 Possihle)

R.WS.07.07 (1 Possible)

0 20 40 60 80 100




D.RE.07.01 (2 Possible)
G.TR.07.06 (2 Possihle)
G.TR.07.05 (2 Possible)
G.TR.07.04 (2 Possible)
G.TR.07.03 (2 Possible)
A.RP.07.02 (2 Possible)
A.PA.07.11 (2 Possible)
A.PA.07.04 (2 Possible)
A.FO.07.12 (2 Possible)
N.MR.07.04 (2 Possible)
N.FL.07.09 (2 Possible)
N.FL.07.08 (2 Possible)
N.FL.07.07 (2 Possible)
N.FL.07.05 (2 Possihle)

N.FL.07.03 (2 Possible)

MEAP and GLCE Analysis - Mathematics
8th grade - 3 year comparison

m 2010
2009
m 2008

20 40 60 80 100




MEAP - Science Strand
2010

Earth Science (14 Possible)

Life Science (12 Possible)

Physical Science (13 Possible)

Science Processes (13 Possible)
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I
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P.PN.OT7.24
P.PM.O7.23
P.PM.O7.22
P.PM.O7.21
P.FMW.O5.42
P.FM.O5.34
P.FMWI.O5.33
P.FMWI.O5.32
P.FMWILO5.31
P.FMW.O5.21
P.EN.O7.61
P.EN.O7.43
P.EN.O7.33
P.EN.O7.22
P.EN.O7.21
P.EN.06.41
P.EN.06.12
P.EN.O6.11
P.CNM.OV.23
P.CNM.OV.22
P.CM.O7V.21
P.CM.OB6.12
P.CM.OB.11
S5.R5.07.17
S.R5.07.16
S.R5.07.15
S.R5.07.14
S.R5.07.11
S.1P.O7.16
S.1P.0O7.15
S.IP.O7.14
S.IP.O7.13
S.1P.0O7.12
S.1P.07.11
S.IA.07.15
S.IIA.07.13
SIIA.07.11
S.IIA.06.14

2010 MEAP - Science Standards

40

60

a0

100




2010 MEAP - Science Standards

P.PM.OY.24

P.PM.OV.23

P.PM.OV.22
P.PM.O7.21

P.FNWL.O5.42 s S—

P.FM.O5.34

P.FNM.O5.23

P.FNM.O5.322

P.FNM.O5.21

P.FNM.O5.21

P.EN.OY7.61

P.EN.OY.43

P.EN.O7.23

P.EN.OY.32

P.EN.OY.31

P.EN.O6.41

P.EN.O6.12

P.EN.O6.11

P.CMILO7 . 23 | s s p—

P.CM.OV.22

P.CM.OY.21

P.CM.OG.11
S5.R5.07.17
S.R5.07.16
S.RS5.07.15
S.R5.07.14
S.RS.07.11
S.IP.O7.16
S.IP.O7.15
S.IIP.0O7Y.14
S.IIP.O7.13
S.IP.O7.12
S.IP.O7.11
S.IIA.07.15
S.IIA.07.13
S.IIA.07.11
S.IA.06.14

8] 20 40 60 a0 100




MEAP - Social Science
3 year comparison

Economics (5 Possible)

Civics/Government (3 Possible) w2010
m 2009
2008

Geography (13 Possible)

History (23 Possible)




SOC.7.7-E3.1.4 (1 Possible)
SOC.7.7-E1.1.1 (1 Possible)
SOC.6.6-E2.3.1 (1 Possible)
SOC.6.6-C4.3.3 (1 Possihble)
SOC.7.7- G5.1.3 (1 Possihle)
SOC.7.7-G4.4.1 (1 Possihle)
SOC.7.7- G2.1.1 (1 Possihle)
SOC.7.7-G1.2.1 (1 Possihle)
SOC.6.6-G4.2.1 (1 Possihle)
SOC.6.6-G2.2.2 (1 Possihle)
SOC.6.6-G1.2.4 (1 Possihle)
SOC.8.8-U5.1.6 (1 Possihle)
SOC.8.8-U5.1.4 (1 Possihle)
SOC.8.8-U4.2.3 (1 Possihle)
SOC.8.8-U4.1.4 (1 Possihle)
SOC.8.8-U3.3.6(1 Possihle)
SOC.8.8-U3.3.4 (1 Possihle)
SOC.7.7-W3.2.1(1 Possible)
SOC.7.7-W3.1.6 (1 Possible)
SOC.7.7-W2.1.4 (1 Possible)
SOC.6.6-W2.1.3 (1 Possible)

SOC.6.6-W1.1.1 (1 Possible)

2010 MEAP Social Science
Content Expectations

80




Continuity of Instructional Program

Students who have been in school for their entire instructional program

Continuity of Instruction Year: 2009-2010

Students Grade # of % of % of % of
levels in | Students students students students students
the proficient proficient proficient proficient
School ELA Math Social Science
Studies

Students who
have been in

school for all 42-40/0 76-40/0
grades taught
Students who
have not been in

school for all 19.20/0 73.10/0
grades taught

Continuity of Instruction Year: 2008-2009

Students Grade # of % of % of % of % of
levels in | Students students students students students
the proficient proficient proficient proficient
School ELA Math Social Science
Studies

Students w_ho
have been In 50% | 37.1% | 73.5% | 37.1%

grades taught
Students who

have not been in 50% | 38.5% | 50% | 26.9%

grades taught

Continuity of Instruction Year: 2007-2008

Students Grade # of % of % of % of % of
levels in | Students students students students students
the proficient proficient proficient proficient
School ELA Math Social Science
Studies

Students w_ho
have heen In 8-9 55.7% | 37.7% | 77.9% | 59%
grades taught

Students who
have not been in

school for all 42.8% | 14.8% 63% 25.9%

grades taught




Parent Teacher Conference

Spring conferences are by invitation based on student needs or by parent request.

Year # Attending % Attending
Fall Spring | Fall | Spring

2009-10 100 72 32% 21%

2010-11 73 32 27% 23%

Parent Involvement Policy

District Parent(s)/Guardian(s) Involvement Policy
State of Michigan Parent/Guardian Involvement Inititaive
(as recorded in the School Board Policy Manual)

State of Michigan Parent/Guardian Involvement Initiative

The Board strongly encourages and welcomes the involvement of parent(s)/guardian(s) in all of the
District’s educational programs. It is recognized and appreciated that parents/guardians are the “first
teachers” of their children, and that their interest and involvement in the education of their children
should not diminish once their child enters the schools of the district. Accordingly, the Board directs,
by the adoption of this policy, that the administration shall design a program/plan that will encourage
parent(s)/guardian(s) participation that may include, but not be limited to: the development and review
of instructional materials: input on the ways that the District may better provide parent(s)/guardian(s)
with information concerning current laws, regulations, and instructional programs; and District
offerings of training programs to instruct parent(s)/guardian(s) how to become more involved in their
child's educational programs.

Pursuant to state law, the Superintendent shall provide a copy of the District’s Parental Involvement
plan to all parents.

Title I Programs

In accordance with the requirement of the No Child Left Behind Act, the Coloma Board of Education
encourages parent(s)/guardian(s) participation in Title I programs. Parent(s)/Guardian(s) shall be
offered substantial and meaningful opportunities to participate in the education of their children by this

policy.

The Board directs that the following actions be implemented by the administration to insure compliance
with state and federal law and to invite parent(s)/guardian(s) to become involved highly in the
education of their children:



The involvement of parent(s)/guardian(s) in the planning, implementation, evaluation, and
improvement of Title I programs/services through participation on building School
Improvement Teams;

Invitations to parent(s)/guardian(s) to attend at least one annual meeting for Title I parents,
with additional meeting opportunities being available as needed, designed to provide
information about programs and services, and to solicit parent(s)/guardian(s) suggestions on
program development, planning, evaluation and operation;

Assistance to parent(s)/guardian(s) in understanding Title I, including the providing of
information in a language understandable to the parent(s)/ guardian(s) if practicable;
Parent(s)/Guardian(s) notification of Title I student selection and criteria for selection;
Information regarding child's achievement and progress;

A provision for input by staff at regularly scheduled parent/guardian-teacher conferences
and any additional communication as requested by the staff or parent(s)/guardian(s);
Opportunities to enhance parent(s)/guardian(s) capacity to work with children in the home
on school learning;

Professional development opportunities for teachers and staff to enhance their understanding
of effective parent(s)/guardian(s) involvement strategies;

Ongoing communication between school and parent(s)/guardian(s); and

Other appropriate activities (i.e. Family Math Nights, parent(s)/guardian(s) sessions,
science, theatre, etc.)

Written Plans/Policies

The Coloma Community School District, as a recipient of Title I funds, hereby adopts the following
policy statement regarding the development of a District-wide plan for parent(s)/guardian(s)
involvement in the development of a Title I plan. Individual buildings may personalize the district plan
to meet the particular needs of their school, subject to review by the Superintendent. The Board directs
the administration to:

Involve parent(s)/guardian(s) in the development of the plan;

Develop a plan that provides for the involvement of parent(s)/guardian(s) in the Title |
activities of the school;

Provide the necessary technical, research, staff and administrative support to schools in the
planning and implementing of effective parent(s)/guardian(s) involvement activities to
improve student academic achievement and school performance;

To integrate and coordinate the plans/policies for parent(s)/guardian(s) involvement in Title
| programs with parent(s)/guardian(s) involvement in other programs, including but not
limited to Head Start;

To review and evaluate the District’s plan annually and to share the results of that review
and evaluation with the Board;

To assure that the policy/plan contains a compact that outlines how parent(s)/guardian(s),
the school staff and students will share the responsibility of improved student achievement;
and

To distribute the district plan to parent(s)/guardian(s) of participating children and to the
local community.



Migrant Education Program (MEP) Parent(s)/Guardian(s) Involvement

Parent(s)/Guardian(s) of students in the MEP will be involved in, and regularly consulted, about the
development, implementation, operation, and evaluation of the program.

Limited English Proficiency (LEP) Parent(s)/Guardian(s) Involvement

In accordance with federal law, parent(s)/guardian(s) of LEP students will be provided notice regarding
their child’s placement in and information about the District’s LEP program. Parent(s)/Guardian(s)
will be notified about their rights regarding program content and participation including the right to
choose among programs if alternatives are available. The notice must also include an explanation of
the value of the program in terms of academic development, mastery of English, and the achievement
of promotion and graduation standards. The notice will also include an explanation of the right to
remove the child from an LEP program and to place the child in the regular program. The notice must
be in a format that families can comprehend and, if possible, in a language that is understood by the
family.

Parent Involvement Plan for Coloma Junior High School

This initial plan will be published and distributed at the fall Open House in 2011. Subsequent plans
will be revised, updated, and published each year in the student handbook. Parents will be informed of
the plan and asked for input at the yearly meeting for the delivery of Coloma Junior High annual report
and via a yearly parent report card survey.

Communicating
Communication between home and school is regular, two-way and meaningful.

Coloma Junior High staff will:

1. Use a variety of communication tools on a regular basis, seeking to facilitate two-way
interaction through each type of medium (phone calls, e-mails, surveys, newspapers,
voice mails, newsletters, home visits, face-to-face, notices, memos, web site, etc.)

2. Establish opportunities for parents and educators to share “partnering” information such
as student strengths and learning preferences.

3. Provide clear information regarding grade level expectations, district curriculum, school
activities, student services and optional programs.

4. Title I parents are invited to an annual Title I parent night to receive information
regarding requirements, programming, and opportunities for involvement in planning
and educational activities.

5. Send home report cards and regular progress reports to parents. Provide support
services and follow-up conferences as needed.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Disseminate information on school policies, discipline procedures, assessment tools, and
school goals, and include parents in the decision-making process.

Conduct formal conferences with all parents at least once in the fall, with follow-up as
needed in the spring. These should accommodate the varied schedules of parents,
language barriers, and the need for child care as needed.

Encourage immediate contact between parents and teachers when concerns arise.

Translate communications to assist non-English speaking parents as needed.

Communicate with parents regarding positive student behavior and achievement, not
just regarding misbehavior or failure.

Provide opportunities for parents to communicate with principals and other
administrative staff.

Promote informal activities at which parents, staff, and community members can
interact.

Provide staff development regarding effective communication techniques and the
importance of regular two-way communication between the school and the family.

Encourage parents to let staff know what is happening in the child’s life that may affect
school performance.

Use consistent means of communication for parents to review their child’s performance,
topics covered in class, and upcoming activities.

Use school wide parent/teacher/child compact.

Parenting

Parenting skills are promoted and supported.

Coloma Junior High staff will:

1.

Communicate the importance of positive relationships between parents and their
children.

Through the junior high counselor, link parents to programs and resources within the
community that provide support services to families (counseling, health care needs, etc.)

Reach out to all families, not just those who attend parent meetings.

Demonstrate respect for families and the family’s primary role in the rearing of children
to become responsible adults.



Student Learning
Parents play an integral role in assisting student learning.

1. Seek and encourage parent participation in decision-making that affects students (via
committee work, surveys, and informal conversations).

2. Inform parents of the expectations for students in each subject at each grade level.

3. Provide information regarding how parents can foster learning at home, give appropriate
assistance, monitor homework, and give feedback to teachers.

4. Provide opportunities for staff members to learn and share successful approaches to
engaging parents in their child’s education.

5. Provide test data and interpretation meeting to allow parents to ask questions.

6. Encourage parents to provide personal cleanliness, homework monitoring, sufficient
sleep, nutritious food, limited TV and video game use, discussion at meals together, and
a quiet place to study to improve their child’s academic performance.

7. Provide orientation for all building transitions.

8. Encourage parents to listen to their child read or read aloud with their child.

Volunteering
Parents are welcome in the school, and their support and assistance are sought.
Coloma Junior High staff will:

1. Ensure that office staff greeting, signage near entrances and any other interaction with
parents create a climate to which parents feel valued and welcome, but also promotes safety.

2. Survey parents regarding their interests, talent and availability, then coordinate the parent
resources with those that exist within the school and among the faculty.

3. Show appreciation for parents’ participation via newsletters, thank you notes, etc.

4. Educate and assist staff members in creating an inviting climate and effectively utilizing
volunteer resources.

5. Ensure the volunteer activities are meaningful and built on volunteer interests and abilities.
6. Encourage all parents to participate in various activities:

Field trip chaperone
Tutoring



Talent, skill, knowledge, culture or experience sharing as guest speakers
Monitor after school events

Fundraising

Special events/programs where students perform

Curriculum decisions

Open house

Assist with special projects

School Decision Making and Advocacy

Parents are full partners in the decisions that affect children and families.

Coloma Junior High staff will:

1.

6.

Provide understandable, accessible, and well-publicized processes for influencing decisions,
raising issues or concerns, appealing decisions, and resolving problems to improve the
school environment and student achievement.

Include parents on all district decision-making and advisory committees and ensure
adequate training for such areas as policy, capital projects, technology, sex education,
curriculum, budget, school reform initiatives, safety, and personnel.

Provide parents with current information regarding school policies, practices, and both
student and school performance data.

Enable parents to participate as partners when setting school goals, developing or evaluating
programs and policies or responding to performance data.

Encourage and facilitate active parent participation in the decisions that affect students, such
as student placement.

Treat parent concerns with respect and demonstrate genuine interest in developing solutions.

Collaborating with Community

Community resources are used to strengthen schools, families, and student learning.

Coloma Junior High will:

1.

Distribute information regarding cultural, recreational, academic, health, social, and other
resources that serve families within the community as needed.

Develop partnerships with local business and service groups to advance student learning and
assist schools and families.

Foster student participation in community service.

Involve community members in school volunteer programs.



5. Inform staff members of the resources available in the community and strategies for
utilizing those resources.

Coloma JuniorHighSchool s Pl an for | nvol
Parents in the Title | Program

Parents in the Title I schools will be notified in writing that they may request information
regarding the professional qualifications of the student’s classroom teachers.

. All parents of the Title I students shall be invited by written invitation to a yearly parent in-
service meeting. The meeting will focus on ways parents can help their children become more
effective learners.

. All parents of Title | students shall receive invitations to confer with the Title | teacher about
the child’s progress during the school’s two scheduled conference days (Fall, Spring).

Parents of Title | students are encouraged to schedule conferences with Title | teachers at any
time before or after the regular teaching day, as needed.

Parents of Title | students shall be encouraged to serve as Title I class volunteers.

Parents of Title I students shall receive on a yearly basis, copies of this policy with notification
of the child’s placement in the Title | program.

Parents, teachers, and any concerned individual or organization may file a complaint in writing
if there is an allegation that a requirement applicable to the Title I program has been violated.
The Title Director should be contacted for a written copy of the Coloma Community Schools
Complaint Procedure.

Parents are invited to examine the NCLB application, evaluation, regulations, guidelines,
written policies for parent involvement, comparability report, and monitoring reports at the Title
I school or the school’s central office.



Title 1 Parent Compact
COLOMA JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL

School/Parent Compact
(2010-2011 School Year)

High student performance is a shared responsibility between parents, school staff, and children.
Working together, we can maximize every child’s learning experience in Coloma Area Schools.

To achieve this goal, Coloma Area Schools agree to provide the following:
V Curriculum and instruction to provide maximum opportunity for students to meet the
SAOA 1T £ -EAEEGCAT 60 A1 O0AT O AT A PAOAI Oi ATAA 00
v 2AcO1 A0 AT A 1T pPAT ATi1i1 OTEAAOCEIT OACAOAET ¢ Ul OC
V Scheduled parent/teacher conferences

In turn, we ask parents to agree to be responsible for supporting their child’s education by providing the
following:

VV Monitoring attendance
Monitoring homework completion
Making reading a family priority

Supporting appropriate school behavior and school policy

< < < <

When possible volunteering to help in the classroom

Parent/Guardian Signature Date Print your child’s name

Principal’s Signature Date



School-Level Student Assessment Datai State Generated

Student Assessment Data - Michigan Educational Assessment Program (MEAP)

Subject Grade Student Group |School Year _°i_b Sltélddents State % District % School % ?&Ad\l.'mcedn E'n- Pr&ﬁzc}ienl ;i;rgf:.r!iajlty :)n oLt
es vel £V icien roficient
Proficient Proficient Proficient (Level 3) (Level 4)
E;;im Artas All Students 200910 100% 834% 75.8% 75.8% 17.6% 58.2% 18.5% 59%
nguage Arts
Reading
English 08 All Students 201011 100% 81.9% 86.1% B6.1% 26.1% 60% 12.2% 17%
Language Ars /
Reading
English oa American Indian |2008-10 <10 80.7% =10 =10 =10 =10 =10 =10
Iﬁ%l%uage Ars/ or Alaska Nafive
ing
English 08 American Indian [2010-11 <10 755% =10 =10 =10 =10 =10 =10
%j’%uage Arts/ or Alaska Nafive
ing
English 08 Asian, Native 200910 <10 91% =10 =10 =10 =10 =10 =10
Languape Ars / Hawaiian, or
ading Pacific Islander
English o8 Agian, Native 20§01 <10 90.5% =10 =10 =10 =10 =10 =10
Language Ars / Hawaiian, or
Reading Pacific |slander
English 08 Black or African (2005-10 100% 705% 4% 40% 13.5% 26.7% 53.3% 6.7%
Language Ars / American
Reading
English 08 Black or African [2010-11 100% 67.4% 58.3% 58.3% 8.3% 50% 41.7% (1)
Languapge Ars / Arnerican
Reading
English 08 Hispanic or 200910 100% 76.5% 54.5% B45% 0% 545% 36.4% 9.1%
Ih%l%page Ars/ Latino
ing
English oa Hispanic or 201011 <10 T45% =10 =10 =10 =10 =10 =10
Language Ars / Latino
Reading
English 08 Migrant 200910 <10 T0% =10 =10 =10 =10 =10 =10
Language Arts /
Reading
English 08 Two or More 201011 <10 83.7% =10 =10 =10 =10 =10 =10
Ln'é?jmga Ars Races
ing
English o8 White 200810 100% 86.9% 83.1% B3.1% 202% 62.9% 12.1% 48%
Language Ars /
Reading
E;‘-dim As/ 08 White 201011 100% 859% 88.3% B8.3% 27 T% 60.6% 96% 2.1%
nguape Arts
Reading
Student Assessment Data - Michigan Educational Assessment Program (MEAF)
Subject Grade Student Group |School Year ;_o Sltgddents State % District % School % ?teAd\I.'mcedn E'n- Pgﬁzc}ienl ‘é}gfﬂimlty :.)n NfgL t
es Student (Level £ icien roficien
Proficient Proficient Proficient (Level 3) (Level 4)
E;;im Arts 03 Female 200%-10 100% 87.5% 88.2% B8.2% 235% 64.7% 10.3% 1.5%
nguapge Arts
Reading
English 03 Female 2010-11 100% 86.1% 84.7% B4 7% 22% 62.7% 13.6% 1.7%
%1%9393 Ars/
ing
English 03 Male 200%-10 100% 79.4% 65.9% 65.9% 129% 52.9% 24 7% 9.4%
%1%9393 Ars/
ing
English 03 Male 2010-11 100% T7.8% 87.5% B7.5% 30.4% 57.1% 10.7% 1.8%
Languapge Aris /
Reading
English 03 Economically 200%-10 100% 75% 64.1% 64.1% 7% 56.4% 26.8% 9%
%1%9393 Ars/ Disadvantaged
ing
English 03 Economically 2010-11 100% T27% 81% B1% 224% 5B.6% 155% 3.4%
%1%9393 Ars/ Disadvantaged
ing
English 03 Students with 200%-10 100% 48.6% 21.4% 21.4% 0% 21.4% 57 1% 21.4%
Languape Ars / Disahilities
Reading
English Students with 2010-11 =10 43% =10 =10 =10 =10 =10 =10
Languapge Aris / Disabilities
ading
Mathematics 08 All Students 200%-10 100% 70.3% 60.8% 60.8% 34% 26.8% 28.8% 10.5%
Mathematics 08 All Students 2010-11 100% 78% 74.3% T4.3% 30.1% 44.2% 20.4% 5.5%
Mathematics 03 American Indian |2008-10 =10 63% =10 =10 =10 =10 =10 =10
or Alaska Nafive
Mathematics 03 American Indian |2010-11 =10 75.6% =10 =10 =10 =10 =10 =10
or Alaska Nafive
Mathematics 03 Asian, Native 200%-10 =10 88.7% =10 =10 =10 =10 =10 =10
Hawaiian, or
Pacific |slander
Mathematics 03 Asian Mative 2010-11 =10 90.8% =10 =10 =10 =10 =10 =10
Hawaiian, or
Pacific |slander
Mathematics 03 Elal:k_ or African |2009-10 100% 447% 40% 40% 13.3% 26.7% 40% 2%
merican
Mathematics 03 Black or African |2010-11 100% 56.6% 5% 50% 25% 25% 41.7% B.3%
American
Mathematics 03 Hispanic or 200%-10 100% 59.1% 27.3% 273% 0% 27.3% 45 5% 27.3%
Latino




Student Assessment Data - Michigan Educational Assessment Program (MEAR)

Subject Grade Student Group |School Year | % Students State % District % School % % Advanced (% Proficient | % Partially % Not,
Tested Students Students Students (Level 1) (Level 2) Proficient Proficient
Proficient Proficient Proficient (Level 3) (Level 4)
Mathematics |08 Hpancor 1201011 <10 89.8% <10 <10 <10 <10 =10 <10
no
Mathematics |08 Migrant 2008-10 <10 496% =10 <10 <10 <10 =10 <10
Mathematics |08 TwoorMore (201011 <10 76.8% <10 <10 <10 <10 =10 <10
Mathematics |08 White 2008-10 100% T71% 67.7% 67.7% 40.3% 274% 25.8% 6.5%
Mathematics |08 White 2010-11 100% 836% 76.1% 76.1% 315% 446% 18.6% 43%
Mathematics |08 Female 200910 100% T0.6% 89.1% £9.1% 32.4% 36.8% 26% 5.5%
Mathematics |08 Female 201011 100% 78.1% 70.7% T0.7% 27 6% 431% 22.4% B.9%
Matnematics |08 Male 200910 100% 70% 54.1% 54.1% 36.3% 18.8% 31.8% 14.1%
Mathematics |08 Male 2010-11 100% T78% 78.2% 78.2% 32.7% 455% 18.2% 36%
Matnematics |08 Economicaly ~2009-10 100% 56.3% 526% 526% 205% 32.1% 346% 12.8%
sacvantage:
Matnematics |08 Econamically  [2010-11 100% 86.9% 737% 73.7% 21.1% 526% 21.1% 5.3%
Dizadvantaged
Mathematics |08 Sfudenis with (200910 100% 316% 0% 0% 0% 0% 78.6% 214%
Disabilities
Mathematics |08 Sudeniswith 201011 <10 435% <10 <10 <10 <10 =10 <10
IsabDIlimes
Science 08 All Students 200910 100% 75.8% 73.8% 73.9% 17.6% 56.2% 20.5% 58%
Science 08 All Studerts [2010-11 100% 78.1% 78.1% 78.1% 237% 544% 18.3% 26%
Soience 08 American Indian 200910 <10 704% <10 <10 <10 <10 =10 <10
or Alaska Nafive
Science 08 American Indian [2010-11 <10 735% =10 <10 <10 <10 =10 <10
or Alaska Nafive
Science 08 Asian, Naive 200810 <10 86.8% =10 <10 <10 <10 =10 <10
awallian, or
Pacific [slander
Science 08 Adan, Natve |2010-11 <10 87.9% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
awalan, or
Pacific |slander
Science 08 Black or African |2008-10 100% 50% 467% 467% 6.7% 40% 33.5% 20%
American
Science 08 Black or Affcan 201011 100% 56.4% 417% 41.7% 8.3% 333% 50% B.3%
MENCan
Science 08 Hispanicor  |2009-10 100% 85% 545% 545% 0% 545% 36.4% 9.1%
Lating
Science 08 Hispanicor  [2010-11 <10 68.6% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Latino
Stugent Assessment Data - Michigan Educational Assessment Program (MEAR)
Subject Grade Student Group |School Year  |% Students  |State % District®  |School % |%Advanced  |%Proficient  |% Parfially %Mot
Tested Students Students Students (Level 1) (Level 2) Proficient Proficient
Proficient  |Proficient | Proficient (Level 3) (Leveld)
Science (8 Migrant 200810 <l 514% <10 <10 gl <10 <0 <10
Seience 08 TwoorMore (201011 <l 176% <10 <10 <1l <10 <0 <10
Races
Science ] White 200810 100% 8% 798% 79.8% A% 59% 16.1% L
Seience 08 White 201 100% B4.1% 806% 806% 258% 548% 172% 2%
i [d ! .’\l!I L . B 1.0 .r..’\ll ak 2 .’\l!I
Science ] Female 200810 100% Uk B0%% GIkE 176% B2 147% 445
Science L Female 201 100% 194% 155 T%h 172% 50.6% A% 34%
Science (8 Male 200810 100% 145% f8.2% B8.2% 176% 506% 47 1%
Science ] Mae 00N 100% 76.3% B04% 4% 304% 5% 17.9% 18%
Seience 08 Economicaly 200810 100% 6.1% f1.5% b1.5% ki 577% kg 1T
Disadvantaged

Seience 08 Economicaly 201011 100% 6.7% 15.5% %k 155% 60.3% 24% 1.7%
Disavantaged

Seience 08 Shudentzwith (200310 100% 42.3% 4% 214% 0% 214% 51% N4%
Disahiliies

Science (8 Shudentswith  (2010-11 <l 43 <10 <10 <1l il <l <10
Disahiliies




Student Asseasment Data - MI-Access - Functional Independence

Subject Grade Student Group  |School Year % Students State % Students | District % School % % Surpassed | % Attained % Emerging
Tested Proficient Students Students [Level 1) {Level 2) {Level 3?
Proficient Proficient
Mathematics 08 All Students 2008-10 <10 81.1% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Mathematics 08 All Students 201011 <10 %% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Mathematics 08 Black or Afnican | 2009-10 <10 T4.8% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
American
Mathematics 08 Hispanic or Latino |2008-10 =10 81.7% =10 <10 <10 =10 <10
Mathematics 08 White 2008-10 <10 83.9% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Mathematics 08 White 2010-11 =10 82.1% =10 =10 =10 =10 =10
Mathematics 08 Female 2008-10 =10 79.4% =10 <10 <10 =10 <10
Mathematics 08 Female 201011 <10 76% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Mathematics 08 Male 2009-10 <10 82.1% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Mathematics 08 Male 201011 <10 80.7% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Science 08 All Students 2008-10 =10 52.2% =10 =10 =10 =10 =10
Scence 08 All Students 2010-11 =10 44.5% =10 <10 <10 =10 <10
Soence 08 Black or Afnican  |2009-10 <10 34.8% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
American
Science 08 Hispanic or Latino | 2008-10 =10 53.8% =10 <10 <10 =10 <10
Science 08 White 2008-10 <10 60.9% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Soence 08 White 201011 <10 51.8% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Science 08 Female 2008-10 =10 50% =10 <10 <10 =10 <10
Soence 08 Female 2010-11 <10 39.8% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Science 08 Male 2008-10 =10 53.5% =10 <10 <10 =10 <10
Student Assessment Cata - Ml-Access - Supported Independence
Subject Grade Student Group  |School Year % Students State % Students | District % School % % Surpassed | % Attained % Emerging
Tested Proficient Students Students {Level 1) {Level 2) {Level 3?
Proficient Proficient
Egim Language |08 All Students 2010-11 <10 B0.4% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Egim Language |08 White: 2010-11 <10 B0.5% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
E;gim Language |08 Male 2001 =10 78.1% =10 =10 =10 <10 <10
Mathematics 08 All Students 2010-11 <10 B8.1% =10 =10 <10 <10 <10
Mathematics 08 White: 2010-11 <10 B8.4% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Mathematics 08 Male 2010-11 <10 83.8% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Science 08 All Students 2010-11 =10 73.5% =10 =10 =10 <10 <10
Science 08 White 2000-11 <10 74.3% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Science 08 Male 201011 <10 72.5% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Sludent Assessment Data - MEAP-Access
Subject Gradle StudentGroup |School Year (% Students | State % Students | District % Schoal % % Level1 %o Level 2 %o Level 3
Tested Praficient Students Students
Proficient Proficient
Reading 08 All Students 200310 <10 58% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Reading 08 Black or Afican  |2009-10 <10 48 8% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Amencan
Reading 13 Female 2008-10 all f5.5% =10 =10 10 @l all
Reading I Economically  |2009-10 <10 57.1% <10 <10 10 1l <10
Dizadvantaped




AYP Detail Data

Shadent Group LoCation Subject % Tested (Goal 95%) % Prodicient for A¥P

A1 Shudents Shae Emphsh Larguage Ars 98 ¥ BTN
Readmng

A1 Shudents Shate Mathematics 98 8" ad.8%

Al Shudenis Dustnict Emphsh Larguage Aris | 98.5% =T
Reading

A1 Shudenis Dustmict Mathematics 978N 2%

A1 Shudents Sichiog Emphsh Larguage Ars 9.1 [59
Reading

Al Shudents Schog Mathematics 985 % 55

American Irdiam or Alaska | Stase Emglish Larguage Aris | 98 4% =21%

HaTue Readmng

Amarican Irdiam or Alaska | St Wathematics 98.1% w3 a%

Hagve

American Irdiam or Alaska | Distnct Emglish Larguage Aris | <30 <30

Hatve Reading

American Imdian or Alaska | Disthct Mathematics <30 <30

Hagve

American Irdiam or Alaska | Schoa Emglizh Larguage Aris | <30 <30

Hatve Reading

American Irdiam or Alaska | Schoa Wathematics <30 <3

HNatve

Asiam Mative Hawaian sr |Stase Emglish Larguage Aris | 100.5% B850

Faciic |5larder Reading

Azian Mative Hawaian or |5tz Wathematics 99.5% A%

Paciic Islarder

Azian Mative Hawalan or |District Emplish Larguage Arts e i) <30

Paciic [slarder Reading

Asiam Matve Hawaian er | District Wathematics <30 <3

Pacitic [slarder

Azian Mative Hawaian or |Schoo Emglish Larguage Aris | <30 <30

Faces |5ander Readmng

Asiam Mative Hawaian er |Schoa Wathematics <30 <3

Paciic [slarder

Black ar Afnican Americam | St Emplish Larguage s | o580 -l S
Reading

Elack ar African &merican | Stase Mathematics S5.4% 0%

Elack ar Afnican &merican | District Emplish Larguage s | 35% 8%
Readmng

Elack ar Afnican &merican | District Mathematics 35 249%

Elack ar Aftican American | Schoa Empish Larguage Aris | <30 <30
Reading

Elack or Aftncan American | Schoa Mathematics <30 <3

Hispanic & Ladne Shate Emglish Larguage Aris | 38 8% n.T%
Aeading

Hispanic er Lasne Shase Mathematics 98.1% 55.4%

Hispanic & Ladne District Emglish Larguage Aris | L 7I%
Reading

Hispanic er Latine District Mathematics 91.T% BT

Hispanic & Ladne Schaoa Emglizh Larguage Aris | <30 <30
Reading

Hispanic er Latine Sichag Mathematics <30 30

Twen ar Mors Races Stane Emplish Larguage s | 55 2% W%
Reading

Twen or More Races Shate Mathematics 99 9%

Twen ar Mors Races District Emplish Larguage s | 85 2% 5.1%
Reading

Twen or Mors Races District Mathematics a7 5% O

Twen ar Mors Races Schaa Emplish Larguage Ars | <30 <3
Readmng

Twen or Mors Races Sichag Mathematics <30 30

White State Emphsh Larguage Aris | 4% 2B.1%
Aeading

White Stase Wathematics 55 2% SEES




AYP Detail Data

Stadent Group Location Subject % Tested (Geal 95%) % Preficient fer A¥P

White Destnct Empizh Larguage Ars [ 98. 7% =.0%
A=ading

White Disirict Matha matics 98 5% 95.5%

White Sohiaa Empizsh Larguage Ars 100 i
R=ading

White Schoa Mathematics 99% =]

Ecenomicaly Stawe Emplish Larguage Ars [ S84 20.4%

Disadvartaged Reading

Ecenamicaly Stase Mathamatics 98.1% o.9%

Disadvarntaged

Ecanomicaly District Emplizh Larguage Ars 98.1% 2.1%

Disadvaniaged R=ading

Ecenomicaly District Mathematics 7.T% a39%

Disadvantaged

Ecenamicaly Schisa Emplizh Larsguage Ars V0O 5 Y

Disadvantaged Reading

Ecanomicaly Schaa Mathematics 10 9

Disadvaniaged

Limized English Proficient | Stase Empglish Larguage Aris % =A%
A=ading

Limied English Proficent | State Mathematics 98.2% "n.2%

Shudents with Disabiies Stase Empglish Larguage Aris / 97 &% TZ 8%
Reading

Stugenes with Disabiities Stase Matha matics 97 5% TEO%

Studens wit Disabiities District Empglish Larguage Aris 95 5% 7%
Reading

Studencs with Disabiities Disirici Mathematics 36 4% 7%

Studens wit Disabiities Schoa Enpglish Larguage Aris <30 <3
Reading

Studerts with Disabilites Schoa Mathematics <30 <30

Hebe: 1100 Recendy aried LEP shutents ok part in the Etzie’s ELPA rstead of the MEAPAMEM--ACoess.

A¥P Detwi Data - Graduation Rate

Shadent Group Locatien Graduatien Rate (Hgh Scheols only) |(Goal
B
Al Shudenis Slate T5.96%
A1 Shudernis Dastnict 25.03%
Armierican Irdian or Alaska Madue Stame 5587
Asign_Mative Hawaian_er Pacitic |slander Sk ol e
Elack ar African American Shase STATH
Elack ar Aftrican AmeriKan District S0.63%
Hispanic & LasSna Shate 53.52%
Hispanic or Lasne Dstrict £10
Two ar More Races St 56.55%
White Shate E2.04'%
While Dastnct &5.83'%
Ecenomicaly Disadvantaged Shate 56.59%
Ecenomicaly Disadvantaged Dastrict E3.61%
Limized English Proficiens Shase £3.13%
Studerts with Disabrilities Stame SB.G3%
Studercs wih Disabiites District &7.5%

" 4 data based on students enmdad for 2 tull academic vear




AYP Detail Data - Attendance Aate

Shadent Group Lacatian Atterdance Rate (Goal B0r%)
Al Shudenis Shate 249%
Al Shudents Destnct 54.8'%
Al Shudents Schaal 23.9%
American irdiam or Alaska Nasve Stase S4%
American Indian or Slaska Natve District 23.2%
American Indian or Alaska Hatve Schoal 2.2%
Asiam Mative Hawaian_er Pacitic Islander Stane B5.6%
Aziam Mative Hawaian_ ar Pacitic Islander District 24.9%
Asiam Mative Hawaian_er Pacitic |slander Schaal 23.5%
Black ar African American Staze 51.9%
Elack ar African American Dasinct 228%
Elack ar African American Schoal 52.9%
Hisganic & Lasing State 2%
Hispanic e Ladne Destrict B56%
Hispanic er Lasne Schoal 8.8
Two or More Races Shate 247%
Two ar More Races District 26.9%
White Shate 55.6'%
White District 25
White Schaal 4%
Ecenomicaly Disadvantaged Stase 23.8%
Ecenomicaly Disadvarntaged District 24.1%
Ecenomicaly Disadvantaged Schoal 52.7T%
Limied English Proficient Stase BLB%
Sruderns with Dizakiities Stane 23.8%
Studerts with Disabilites Dastrict 8.8
Studerss with Disabilities Schoal 21.6%
" 2 clata based on shudenis enrsded for 2 full acadermic vear
School AYP Stafus
Title 1 Status AYP ELA/Reading Status | AYP Mathematics Status | AYP Overall Status E?;Jgealion Yes Report Card |School Improvement Status | Years in lmprovement
Yes c NA 0
*e of Sehools making AYP: 100%
Sehools !I'I School .Imprnven'ewt S1at
Sehools in EX)I'I'EW\!E_M:OH Status:
Schools in Restructunng status:
of Title | Schools making AYP: 100%
of Title | Sehools in Sehool Improvement status: 0%
of Title | Sehools in Corrective Action status: 0%
% of Title | Schools in Restructuring status: 0%
Teacher Cualty Dasa
Oiher BLA M.A& Ph.D
Pro‘essional Dualiicatiens (D n g o

of All Pihc Elementary and
Secondary Schedl Teachers
m the Schioal

Professional Chaifications ane defi
i percentage of teachers wih

by e State and may incude misrmation sudh 25 e degress of pubiic scheal Rachers
':J:I:rem: Depress o Masiers Degress) or e parcencape of fully certhed teadhers

Teacher Daakty Dasa

Cerification Percent

Perceriape of Public Blementary ard Secondary Schesl Teachers in e

School with Emerpency Certifcation

55




Teacher Duabty Daza

Schesl Apgregate

PErcerage of Cone Academic Subject Elemertary and Sacondary

Scihvonl Classes net Tawght by Highly Qualfied Teachers

i

NAEP 2009 Grade B Mathematics Resuts

Reparting Group Percent of Students | Percent below Basic  |Percent Basic Percend Proficient Percent Advamced
Al Shudenis 100 3z T B T
Male 51 a =T 4 B
Female 43 33 = =4 5
Hatonal Lurch
Fragram 24 0 t-ra 2 1
Elgible B2 21 = =1 13
Mas Eligisie i 1 T 1
Infa rad avaiable
Race Efhmicity
White 74 2 40 =5 8
Black 8 52 27 4 1
Hispaniic 4 2% 4z 15 Z
Asiam AmerPacit Is 2 1 =0 31 28
American indian 1 t 1 1 T
Unclassified i i 1 ke 1
Student classified as
having a disabiity e s =2 2 1
&0 50 27 =5 =7 T
Hat 5D
Studert is an Ergish
Language Leamer 2 58 =4 10 o]
ELL 38 az T P T
Hat ELL
+ Fsparting Sardands not met.
HOTE: Detal may nat 5am 0 fotals because dmlﬂ'g.w : diferences bebeeen estimaies may not be shatshcally Sgnibfcant
EOURCEUE rirveent of EouCator. 5 . Mational Certer for EouCaon Stases. Matonal Assessment Program (MASF) 2008
5 Arhievement
HAEP 2009 Grade B Feading Results
Aeporting Group Percent of Students |Fercent below Basic |Percent Basic Percent Predicient Fercent Advanced
Al Shudernis 100 28 41 =B 3
Male 51 a3 42 = =
Female 43 23 41 2 &
Natonal Lanch
Pragram a7 44 41 14 1
Eligible B2 18 42 =E 4
Has Eligisie b b 3 3 -
Infa ret avaiable
Aace Etwicity
White 74 2 =z ke 3
Black _ 18 =4 a7 = £
Hisganic 4 40 ko =4 F
Azian AmenPatil |5 2 i i -4 .
American irdian 1 t 3 H t
Unclassified 1 b 3 3 ]
Student classified as
having & disabiity k] T3 fersd 4 ]
=0 57 23 43 =0 3
Hat 5D
Studert s an Erglish
Languape Leamer 2 [1=] k=] & g
ELL 58 27 42 =B 3
Mot ELL
2 FRinds te 2en
+ Feperting Standands not met. i i .
HOITE: Detall may gt 5m 3 fotais because of rmunding. Some appaner diferences between extimates may ne: be s@isticaly Sgrifcan.
EOURCE: UE Tof Educaton, retiube of Eoucabon Soences, Mabonal Cenber for Educanon £ m’s_m&:mgﬂﬂﬂEMum:
[HAE® 2005 Rieading Assessment
Grade Subject Participation Rate for tandard Error Participation Rate for | Standard Error Participation Rate for  |Standard Error
Students with IEF Students Limited English
Disabilities Proficient Students
Math 8208 2771 81.98 2.785 91.89 3.063
Reading 7205 25882 72.01 2.63 B1.16 3.53
Math 76.39 2561 76.21 2578 9313 412
Reading 7072 3239 70.45 3.298 B5.15 4.505




Thank you to the board of education, the staff, students and community for the continued support as we
work diligently to improve our educational practices and our student outcomes. We have experienced
great success and look forward to continuing the long history of academic excellence.



