Mathematics Goals
* When using percentages, include the number of students the percentage represents (e.g. 70% (35)).

	MATHEMATICS GOALS
	Problem-Solving Process to Increase Student Achievement



	Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to “Guiding Questions”, identify and define areas in need of improvement for the following group:
	Anticipated Barrier
	Strategy
	Person or Position Responsible for Monitoring
	Process Used to Determine Effectiveness of 

Strategy
	Evaluation Tool

	1.   Students achieving proficiency (FCAT Level 3) in mathematics 

Mathematics Goal #1:
	1.1

Implementation (with fidelity) of the math workshop model (launch, explore, and summarize)


	1.1

Establish math model classrooms as both the primary and intermediate levels
	1.1.
Principal
	1.1.
Classroom observations
	1.1.
Focus Walk instrument; formal assessments

	In grades 3-5, 96% (70 students) will achieve proficiency in mathematics; 35% (25 students) will achieve proficiency in math (Level 3)

	2010 Current Level of Performance:*
	2011 Expected Level of Performance:*
	
	
	
	
	

	
	38% (33 students) achieved proficiency in math (Level 3)
	40%  (29 students) are expected to achieve proficiency in math (Level 3)
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	1.2.

Level of teacher understanding of NGSSS and newly adopted curriculum resources
	1.2.
Provide training on unpacking the Next Generation Sunshine State Standards and the use of the new curriculum resources
	1.2.
Principal
	1.2.
Review of lesson plans and classroom observations
	1.2.
Lesson plans

	
	
	1.3.
 Lack of rigor (higher complexity levels) in math lessons

	13. 

Provide training on aligning complexity levels of standards with both instruction and assessment
	1.3. 

Principal
	1.3. 

Focus walks around the alignment of: standards, instruction, and assessment
	1.3.  

Focus Walk Instrument

	Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to “Guiding Questions”, identify and define areas in need of improvement for the following group:
	Anticipated Barrier
	Strategy
	Person or Position Responsible for Monitoring
	Process Used to Determine Effectiveness of 

Strategy
	Evaluation Tool

	2.   Students achieving above proficiency 

(FCAT Levels 4 and 5) in mathematics

Mathematics Goal #2:
	2.2. 

Lack of rigor in math lessons

	2.2. 

Provide training on aligning complexity levels of standards with both instruction and assessment
	2.2. 

Principal
	2.2. 

Focus walks around the alignment of: standards, instruction, and assessment
	2.2.  

Focus Walk Instrument

	In grades 3-5, 96% (70 students) will achieve proficiency in mathematics; 52% (38 students) will achieve above proficiency in math (Levels 4 and 5)

	2010 Current Level of Performance:*
	2011 Expected Level of Performance:*
	
	
	
	
	

	
	26% (23 students) achieved above proficiency in mathematicsth workshopthe primary and intermediate levels reading strategies at lower grade levelswill also be
	56% (41 students) are expected to achieve above proficiency in mathematics
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	2.2.

Over concentration on struggling students
	2.2.
Provide enrichment activities during the scheduled Tier 2 and Tier 3 support time
	2.2.
RtI Team
	2.2.
Classroom observations conducted during daily scheduled time
	2.2.
Anecdotal notes

	
	
	2.3 

Implementation of NGSSS and new curriculum resources (Investigations and Envision curricula)
	2.3
Provide in-house training on unpacking  the math  NGSSS and planning with the new curricula resources
	2.3 

Principal
	2.3 

Classroom observations and review of lesson plans
	2.3 

Lesson plans, Teacher Assessment Instrument

	Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to “Guiding Questions”, identify and define areas in need of improvement for the following group:
	Anticipated Barrier
	Strategy
	Person or Position Responsible for Monitoring
	Process Used to Determine Effectiveness of 

Strategy
	Evaluation Tool

	3.   Percentage of students making Learning Gains in mathematics 

Mathematics Goal #3:
	3.1.

Limited levels of differentiation in math instruction.


	3.1.

Provide training on the use of data to make instructional decisions regarding Tier I, 2 and 3 supports. 
	3.1.

RtI Team
	3.1.

Classroom observations and review of student data by the RtI Team
	3.1.

Pearson Inform System

	In grades 3-5, 96%  (70 students) will achieve proficiency in mathematics; 69% (50 students) will make learning gains in mathematics

	2010 Current Level of Performance:*
	2011 Expected Level of Performance:*
	
	
	
	
	

	
	66% (57 students) made learning gains in mathematics
	69% (50 students) will make learning gains in mathematics
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	3.2. Teachers not keeping accurate and detailed documentation of progress based on item analyses of informal and formal assessments (both district and classroom)


	3.2. Train teachers in the use of the Pearson Inform Data Management System (for both progress monitoring and planning for instruction)
	3.2

Pearson school-based coordinator and principal
	3.2. 

Review of student data by classrooms
	3.2

Pearson Inform Data Management System

	
	
	3.3.
Students’ ability to be both effective and efficient in their use of strategies

	3.3.
Students will reflect in both journals and in conferences on ways to make their strategies both effective and efficient
	3.3.
Classroom teachers
	3..3.
Teachers conferencing with students; students sharing during summarize portion of the workshop 
	3.3.
Anecdotal notes, student charts

	Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to “Guiding Questions”, identify and define areas in need of improvement for the following group:
	Anticipated Barrier
	Strategy
	Person or Position Responsible for Monitoring
	Process Used to Determine Effectiveness of 

Strategy
	Evaluation Tool

	4.   Percentage of students in Lowest 25% making learning gains in mathematics 

Mathematics Goal #4:
	1.1.

Students’ lack of prior knowledge or required skills


	1.1.
Build up student prior knowledge during Skills Block and daily scheduled RtI tier 2/3 support times
	4.1.
Classroom teachers; principal
	4.1.
Review of student performance data, particularly with AIM Lines
	4.1.
Pearson Inform Data Management Screens

	In grades 3-5, 96% (70 students) will achieve proficiency in mathematics; 69% (50 students)of the lowest 25% will make learning gains in mathematics

	2010 Current Level of Performance:*
	2011 Expected Level of Performance:*
	
	
	
	
	

	
	66% (57 students) of the lowest 25% made learning gains in mathematics
	69% (50 students) of the lowest 25% will make learning gains in mathematics
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	4.2.

Students at varying levels of understanding and skill level
	4.2.
Implement Building Blocks web-based program to diagnose current level of student performance and provide instruction for next steps
	4.2.
ESE Specialist
	4.2.
Review of student performance data
	4.2.
Building Block  and Pearson Inform data management systems; District Benchmark results

	
	
	4.3.

Lack of progress monitoring on a regular basis
	4.3.
Establish Progress Monitoring Plans (PMPS) and progress monitor on a 20 day cycle
	4.3.
Principal
	4.3.
Review of data on Pearson Data Management System
	4.3.
Pearson Inform Assessment Dashboard

	Based on the analysis of student achievement data, and reference to “Guiding Questions”, identify and define areas in need of improvement for the applicable subgroup(s):
	Anticipated Barrier
	Strategy
	Person or Position Responsible for Monitoring
	Process Used to Determine Effectiveness of 

Strategy
	Evaluation Tool


