&REGULAR MEETING MINUTES
October 16, 2017

Seymour High School \ cORY RECENEB
Cafeteria pate: Jo/raU 17
7:00 p.m. TIME: &f 200 P

TOWN CLERK'S OFFICE

BOARD MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE: Yashu Putorti, Chairman
James Garofolo
Kristen Harmeling -
Jay Hatfield {8:00 pm)
Peter Kubik
Jennifer Magri
Ed Strumello
Sukhman Singh, Student Representatfve
Paulina Karwowski, Student Representative

BOARD MEMBERS ABSENT: Allison Sobieski
Fred Stanek
OTHERS IN ATTENDANCE: Michael Wilson, Superintendent of Schools

Vonda Tencza, Associate Superintendent
Rick Belden, Assistant Superintendent - Finance & Operataens
Lee-Ann Dauerty, Board Clerk
Kris Boyle, Diractor of Special Services
Joseph Falzone, Director of Operations
Jim Freund, Principal, SHS

* Paul Lucke, Assistant Principal, SHS
Tara Yusko, Assistant Principal, SHS
Bernadette Hamad, Principal, SMS
Ernie DiStasi, Assistant Principal, SMS
Mary Sue Feige, Principal, BS
Lauren Reid, Assistant Principal, BS
David Olechna, Principal, CLS
Kathleen Freimuth, Assistant Principal, CLS
Darlene O'Callaghan

l CALL TO ORDER

Mr. Putorti called the meeting to order with the'Pledge of Allegiance at 7.01 p.m.
“ M. PUBLIC COMMENT
None

- “IT'S ALL ABOUT STUDENT LEARNING"




REPORTS AND:INFORMATION

A

Information

1. School Improvement Plans: — Vonda Tencza

Mrs. Tencza explained that this will be more informal presentation that what we have done in the

past:and it will give the

ard members the opportunity to‘ask questions after reviewing the School

Improvement Plan information that was sent to them last week.

a

High School ~ Jim Freund
Mr. Freund reviewed the attached School Improvement plan for Seymour High School. Mr.
Kubik asked about chronic absenteelsm and how it was dealt with. Mr Freund sa|d in the

Freund said this was hard to do. Everyone has the ability. to do better and everyone |s
progressing. He said he was grateful for the staff that he nd for the students, Mr. Putorti
wondered about how we compared to the state and federal levels. |

Middle Schoof — Bernadette Hamad

Ms. Hamad reviewed the attached School Improvement plan for Seymour Middle School..
Ms. Magri said she thought Grade 7 was problematic. Ms: Hamad said this was straight out
data not cohort data. Mr. Kubik said there was significant negatives from one year to next.

‘Ms. Hamad said they were looking at what do we need to change. They looked at the goals

for this year, what they leamed at the workshop and determined they need to stick with-what
is working. She said they need to getit right. Mr. Kubik asked for a copy of last year's goals
and Ms. Hamad said she would send them to the Board. She said this year the focus would
be on Reading and Math. Mr. Garofolo asked what kind of information is kept to monitor
student progress. Ms. Hamad said standardized test scores, authentic student work,
numerous data, and feedback. He asked how often the students receive verbal feedback
and she confirmed every day. Mr. Kubik asked her how she would grade the mlddle school
and she said she would say "ongoing”.

Chatfield-LoPresti School - David Olechna

Mr. Olechna opened his preséntation by saying the CLS staff is pleased and proud. He
reported that the kindergarten students surpassed their target. He explained that the data
is not flat lined because of the significant increase in enroliment. He spoke about their
strategies which include reading conferences and providing feedback. They look at each
student's strengths and weaknesses in order to help form their goals. He said any student
who is performing below grade level receives individual attention. In Math, Mr. Olechna said
over 50 students achieved target There were gains in kindergarten and maintaining their
target. He said they are going to do more writing in math, have classroom dISCUSSEon

Putorti said the numbers look very good. Mr. Kublk said he was impressed with the Ievels
He asked Mr, Olechna what he thought the CLS grade should be. Mr. Olechna responded

But felt there is still a lot of work todo. Mr. Kubik said there was a lot of data and he felt they
were performing at A- to B+ He credited the professionalism of the staff at Chatfield-LoPresti
School as an indicator of why they are doing well.
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d-. Bungay School — Mary Sue Feige, Lauren Reid

Ms. Feige and Ms. Reid started their presentation by talking about the ‘Bungay Cares"
philosophy. They reviewed the reading data and noted there were significant goals met in
grade one. They talked about their grade level data team and how they were developing
strategies. The math goal was very close; 56% goal was 60%. Grade 4 saw the greatest
growth. There was a decrease in low performing students; a 10% improvement. In-an effort
to continue to improve;parent communication, they will continue fo use PowerSchool, and
offer parent workshops. The communication results were 100% positive. They are proud
that their school offers a safe and welcoming environment to their students. Mr. Kubik said
math scores are low in kindergarten, noting that even though this was not cohort data he still
has concems in general when he see drops. Ms. Feige said they are addressing this and
developing strategies. Mr. Kubik then asked her how she would grade her school. Her first
response was "G’ for growing but then changed it to A+ because her teachers-and students
are the best. She said 100% of the students have a sense of belonging. We worry about
standardized tests but we are human, and we care about the kids. Mr. Garofolo asked Ms,,
Feige if she felt she had all the resources she needed. She said she felt she gets what she
needs and resources are put in front of the kids every day. Mr. Kubik thanked Mrs. Tencza
for her efforts to present each of the four school reports in a more consistent format, While
he acknowledges this is difficult to do, he feels the presentation this year was definitely
moving in that direction,

V.  ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION

A

Budget Discussion
Mr. Putorti reported that the Governor put out another budget today., The ECS funds amount was almost
the original amount when the Seymiour budget was set. Mr. Belden said the bottom line was a loss in the
ApriliMay budget. Mr. Putorti said he hoped:what was presented today will be hopefully where we will be,
Ms. Magri asked of the funds we were shorted with the first payment be made up. Mr.-Belden said he did
not know. He said we should be hearing something from the legislature soon.
6t Grade Athletes
MOTION: (Mr, Strumello/sec., Mr. Kublk) to add to the agenda a discussion and possible action on the
subject of 6t grade athletes

SO VOTED
AFFIRMATIVE: Mr. Garofolo, Mr. Hatfield, Mr. Kubik, Ms. Magri, Mr. Putorti, Mr. Strumello
Mr. Strumello reported that at the Athletic Committee meeting a discussion about Ms, Hamad's request to
allow 6 grade athletes to participate in all middle school sporls was met with support from the Athletic
Committee and he wanted to get the approval from the full Board quickly so the 6% grade athletes could try
out as soon as possible. Ms. Magri asked for some history on why 6% grade students have not been allowed
to participate. Mr. Strumello said this came about when grade 6 was moved from elementary school to the
middle school. Many administrators, staff and parents felt they were still elementary students and should not
play with the older students. Times have changed and everyone feels the 6% grade student athietes should
be able to participant. Mr. DiStasiiexplained that there is a strict protocol in:place when students participate
in try-outs and that will not change. Students try-out at grade level and then are called back to the overall
fryout. The top 10-15 (or whatever number the roster currently is) strongest athletes will be chosen for the
team. The rosters will not change. Mr. Hatfleld asked about money if additional students were to participate
and Mr. Kubik said there wil be no financial impact by doing this. We are opening up the tryouts to 6% graders
we are not increasing the size of the teams.
MOTION: (Mr. Hatfield/sec., Mr. Strumello) to allow all grade 6 students to participate in middle school
sports effective immediately for all teams in which the roster has not been locked
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_ _ SO VOTED
AFFIRMATIVE: Mr. Garofolo, Mr. Hatfield, Mr. Kubik, Ms. Magri, Mr. Putorti, Mr. Strumello

PUBLIC COMMENT
None
ADJOURNMENT
MOTION: (Mr. Garofolo/sec., Mr. Stiimello) to adjourn
SO VOTED
AFFIRMATIVE: Mr. Garofolo, Mr. Hatfield, Mr. Kublk Ms. Magri, Mr. Putorti, Mr. Strumello
The meeting adjourned at 9:06 pm
Submitted by
Lee-Ann Dauerty
Board Clerk
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Seymour Public Schools
School Improvement Plan

2017-2018

Mission of the Seymour Public Schools
The Mission of the Seymour Public Schools i$ to educate and inspire all students,

to enrich their experiences, and to prepare them to meet the challenges

of an ever changing world.

Name of School: Seymour High School
Principal: James Freund
Date: 10712717

School- Wide Data Team Members

Name ' Role

Mrs, Melissa Anelli School Counseling Coordinator
Mrs. Lisa Cheney English Department Chair

Mr. Eric DeMarco Social Studies Department Chair
ivir. James Freund Principal

Mr. Paul Lucke : : Assistant Principal

Mrs, Erin Scozzafava Science Department Chair/ODT
Mr! Greg Spath Math Teacher

Mrs. Karen Studley Social Worker/DDT

- Ms. Tara Yusko Assistant Principal/Athletic Director
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Median Conditional Growth Percentile - The median conditional growth percentile is the middie value in a list of
numbers. On the Achievement Status and Growth {ASG) report, the median conditional growth percentile {CGP) can be
found by listing the CGP values in order, and selecting the value in the middle.

PSAT- The Preliminary SAT/National Merit Scholarship Qualifying Test (PSAT/NMSQT) is a standardized test
administered in October of 2017-2018 to ail students in grades 8, 9, 10, and 11. The PSAT assesses student achievement
in math, reading, and writing.

SAT- The SAT is a standardized test administered in Seymaour in 2017-2018 to all students in grade 11 and measures
student achievement in math, reading, and writing.

AP - Advanced Placement (AP} is a program in the United States and Canada created by the Coll'ege Board which offers
college-level curricula and examinations to high school students. American colleges and universities may grant
placement and course credit to students who obtain qualifying scores on the examinations.

CTE - Career and Technical Education program offers a sequence of courses that provide individuals with coherent and
rigorous content aligned with challenging standard relevant technical knowledge and skills needed to prepare for further
education and careers in current or emerging professions.

Cohort Graduation Rate - The percentage of students who receivéd a standard diploma within four years, including early
and summer graduates from the cohort.

Chronic Absenteeism - The percentage of students wh;a have been absent for more than ten per;:ent of-the school year.
RR - Resource Room, a classraom where special education students receive instructional supports from teachers.

CCSS - Thé Common Core State Standards

NGSS - The Next Generation Science Standards

PLC - Professional Learning Community collaborative departmental discussian.

Remind - Text messaging system for educators. .
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 The percentage of students who meet standard on |/
all four of the physical fitness assessments '
increased from 53.3% in 2015-16 to 68% in 2016~
17.

. The trend line indicates that the percentage of
. students who meet standard on all four of the
5;=_.physical fitness assessments is decreasing.
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difficulty, providing feedback helping
them to improve.

accounts tied to the SAT and
individualized practice and released PSAT
and SAT guestions. Focus areas will
include words in context, command of
evidence, analysis of history and reading
and interpreting tables, graphs, charts
and diagrams.

The PBIS Team will review attendance September~ | PBIS Documented individual meetings with all
_data and meet with students who may lune Committee students met.

become chronically absent. Student and
attendance feedback will be provided Administratio
when attendance improvement is noted. : n
The World Language Department will be | All year World Student journal entries will document self
focusing on peer-editing, self-reflection Language reflection and will chart individual student
{i.e. journaling) throughout the year. Department | growth. ,
School Administration, Data Team and | September - | Admin/ 1. Modified benchmark assessments
Department Leaders will review student | October Department and exams reflecting the identified
performance data from the College ‘ Leaders/ skill areas. '
Board to identify skill areas of growth on Teachers 2. Improved student performance on
the SAT/PSAT. Released guestions the SAT inthe spring and PSAT next
measuring the identified skills areas will fall.
be shared within the school, modified 3. The faculty will have a deeper
versions of the guestions will be understanding of the skills
incorporated into multiple assessments necessary for student success on
and benchmarks. the SAP and PSAT. -

Timeline Person(s) indicator(s) of Success:

, Responsible
English teachers will use released PSAT Academic English Improvement from baseline (PSAT
guestions which encourage students to year Teachers benchmark assessment in October).
practice critical reading strategies, dissect
questions and learn test taking strategies €CSS ELA Standards Supported by Strategy
while using academic vocabulary found & CC9-10R.L 10
on high stakes testing. The teachers will e (C910L3
provide students feedback that will
include goal setting for successful
achievement on the benchmark tasks,
student collaboration and correction of
benchmarks after each assessment and
journaling about newly discovered
individual strategies necessary for -
success on high stakes tests,
Social Studies Department ., RN TR,
Class / Strategy Timeline Person(s) Indicator(s) of Success:
Responsible : '

Social studies teachers will utllize a First 3 Social Studies 1. Improvement from baseline
variety of simulated experiences marking Teachers assessments,
incorporating Social Studies Standards. periods. 2. Digital practice submitted in Google
Resaurces include Khan Academy Classroom.

w

SAT improvement.
4. Khanacademy progress.
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Context”, “Command of Evidence”, and
"Analyzing Quantitative Information”,

The science department will review the First Science Completion of Module
College Board Professional Development | Semester Teachers
Module 8: Connecting Science Instruction
with the SAT Suite of Assessments during
PLC time
The strategies outlined above are aligned Science Science Standards Supported by
the CCSS Literacy in Science & Technical Teachers Strategies
Subject standards. & CCSS.ELA-Literacy.RST.$-10.10
e (CSS.ELA-Literacy.RST.11-12.10
The strategies outlined above are aligned Stience NGSS - Practices Supported by Strategies
the Next Generation Science Practices. Teachers e Constructing Explanations and
Designing Solutions
e Engaging in Argument from
Evidence
® Obtaining, Evaluating, and
Communicating Information
Student feedback throughout the school” | Academic Science e Improved science performance
year will include student reflection/peer | Year Teachers on major assessments

scoring, individual conferencing and/or
student goal-setting, benchmark
corrections.

¢ Improved student collabaration
e Improved classroom performance
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The world language teachers March World Language Planned activities and parent participation,
will include parents as guest : Teachers :

speakers throughout the year
and when celebrating world
language week.

The world language Throughout the | World Language Completed newsletter distributed to parents

department will distribute a year Teachers Informing them of departmental events and

World Language Newsletter, activities,

The science and social studies | Throughout the | Social Studies/ Increased assignment completion and parent
| departments will encourage year Science Teachers knowledge of classroom activities.

parents to join Google
Classrooms providing them
access to student assignments
and class information.

The math department will link | Throughout the | Math Teachers Increased parent awareness of their child's
parents to student's Khan year progress on Khan Academy.

Academy account allowing
them to see their student’s
progress and SAT potential,

Communication

The Seymour High School Improvment Plan will be shared with the community in the following ways.

« The Plan will be posted on the school webpage.

e Alink to the plan will be communicated te the school community using the following communication tools,
o0 PowerSchool Daily Bulletin
o Remind text message
O SHS Twitter
o Blackboard Connect eBlast.

» The finalized plan will be shared with the school faculty during a faculty meeting.

e The 5HS Data Team wiil review and discuss finalized plan. _

o School administration will visit departmental PLC's to discuss the details of the finalized plan.
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Seymour Public Schools
School Improvement Plan

2017-2018

Mission of the Seymour Public Schools

The Mission of the Seymour Public Schools is to educate and inspire all students,
to enrich their experiences, and to prepare them to meet the challenges

of an ever changing world.

Name of School: Seymour Middle Schoo!
Principal: Bernadette Hamad
Date: October 16, 2017

School-Wide Data Team Members

Name Role
lennifer Batterton Eighth Grade Math Teacher
Eleanor Brasche Language Arts Consultant
Toni Cassone Seventh Grade Math Teacher
Ernie DiStasi Assistant Principal
Nancy Garlock Special Education Teacher
Bernadette Hamad Priticipal

Meagan Krushinski . Unified Arts Teacher
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against which to measure expected student growth. Each grade level has approximate bands of expected growth
defined,

SB-:Smarter Balanced- The Smarter Balanced assessment is administered to all students in grades 3-8 in Connecticut,
While there are four achlevemerit levels, level 4 being the highest performance level, Seymour [ooks for students to
achieve in the range of At/Above Level 3. A level 3 student has met the achievement standard for English language
arts/literacy expected for their designated grade. Students performing at this standard are demonstrating progress
toward mastery of English language arts/literacy knowledge and skills, Students performing at this standard are on track
for likely success in the next grade,

PSAT- The Preliminary SAT/National Merit Scholarship Czuaiifying Test (PSAT/NMSQT) is @ standardized test administered
in October of 201752018 to all students in grades 8, 9, 10, and 11, The PSAT assesses student achievement in math,
reading, and writing,

Sdhele
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Goals

Goal #1: Improved Performance in Reading

Seymour Middle School is striving to improve reading performance in grades six through eight. We seek to show
growth through the mean score on the MAP assessment as students progress from grade to grade. We will continue ta
learn, practice, reflect and refine our approaches with our instructional strategles and practices. The focus of this goal
will contribute to student success in SPS by ensuring that all students have the tools that they need to be college and

career ready.

I - Student Outcome Indicator

Statement of Student Outcome Indicator
Reading
1. The mean score for reading in 6th grade will

increase 4 points from 214 to 218 as measured by
the spring 2017 to the spring 2018 MAP assessment.

2. The mean score for reading in 7th grade will

increase 3 points from 220 to 223 as measured by

the spring 2017 to the spring 2018 MAP assessment.

3. The mean score for reading in 8th grade will
increase 2 points from 222 to 224 as measured by
the spring 2017 to the spring 2018 MAP
assessment. '

4, The percent of students in 6th grade scoring at Level
3 or Above in the ELA section of SBA will increase by
2 percentage points from 60 to 62 as measured by
the Spring 2018 5BA,

5. The percent of students in 7th grade scoring at Level
3 or Above in the ELA section of SBA will increase by
3 percentage points from 5C to 53 as measured by
the Spring 2018 5BA,

6. The percent of students in 8th grade scoring at Level
3 ar Above in the ELA section of SBA will increase by
3 percentage points from 48 to 51 as measured hy
the Spring 2018 SBA.

Connection to District Goals

1. Seymour’s district goals continue to strive for
improved student achievement in the area of
reading. The efforts towards attaining the
middle school goals for the 2017-2018 school
year aiso correlate to Improving our students’
performance in reading as measured by the
MAP assessment and the Smarter Balance
assessment. '

Student Outcome Indicator Rationale

Each of the indicators connacted to the MAP Assessment are
in alignment with the normative growth goals as presented
by NWEA. Considering the baseline percentage for each
grade level, as well as the performance of SMS students on
previous year's’ MAP assessments, the target scores are one .
point below the grade level's norm. These goals are rigorous
and achievable, based upon data analysis,

| Each of the indicators connected to the Smarter Balanced
Assessment would increase the number of students at each

Results and Qutcomes
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by the spring 2017 to the spring 2018 MAP
assessment.

3. The mean score for math in 8th grade will
increase 3 points from 229 to 232 as measured
by the spring 2017 to the spring 2018 MAP
assessment.

4, The percent of students in 6th grade scoring at
Level 3 or Above in the Math section of SBA will
Increase by 3 percentage points from 47 to 50 as
measured by the Spring 2018 SBA.

5. The percent of students in 7th grade scoring at ’
Level 3 or Above in the Math section of SBA will
increase by 3 percentages point from 44 to 47 as
measured by the Spring 2018 SBA.

6. The percent of students in 8th grade scoring at
Level 3 or Above in the Math section of SBA will
increase by 3 percentage paints from 37 to 40 as
measured by the Spring 2018 SBA.

Student Outcome Indicator Rationale: Results and Outcomes

Each of the indicators connected to the MAP
Assessment are in alignment with the normative growth
goals as presented by NWEA, Considering the baseline
percentage for each grade level, as well as the
perfarmance of SMS students on previgus years’ MAP
assessments, the target scores are one point below the
grade level’s norm. These goals are rigorous and
achievable, based upon data analysis.

Each of the indicators connected to the Smarter
Balanced Assessment would increase the number of
students at each grade level performing at Level 3 or
above,

I, Action Plan and Results indicators

Strategy Timeline Person(s) Indicator{s) of Success:
Responsible
Teachers will use the Learning | October to May { All Classroom There will be improved individual scores in
Continuum and Student Profile Teachers Reading on MAP and SBA.

Reports fo pinpoint specific
skilt areas of need for
individual students in order to
differentiate instruction
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Seymour Public Schools
School Improvement Plan

2017-2018

Mission of the Seymour Public Schools

The Mission of the Seymour Public Schools is to educate and inspire all students,

to enrich their ex;ﬁeriences, and to prepare them to meet the challenges

Narme of School:
Principal:
Date:

Name

Debbie Baldarelli
Alison Brett
Jamie Broad
Ashley Charochak
Sue Dhike
Dave Fleming
Kathleen Freimuth
Darlene O*Callaghan
David Olechna
Laura Pellerito

- Sandra Prefontaine

CLS SIP 10.11.17

of an ever changing world.

Chatfield-LoPresti School
David S. Olechna
October 11, 2017

School-Wide Data Team Members

Rola

Special Education Teacher
Special Education Teacher
Kindergarten Teacher
First Grade Teacher

Math SRBI Teacher

Fifth Grade Teacher
Assistant Principal
Language Arts Consultant
Principal

School Psychologist
Reading SRBI Teacher



Embedded w:tlun the school 1mprovemem p]an (SIP) are tm ms:gommonly used within the educational
samng ‘and important o understnndmg the document. ERNE :

Seymour Public Schools strongly believe that any assessment achlevement {evels should serve. only asa :
‘starting: point for discussion about the performance of students and of groups of students. Seyniour Public -
Schools supports the development of the whole child and achlevement levels should never be’ mterpreled
as infallible predictors of a student’s future. -

MAP— (Measures of Acac_lemlc Progress) Math Ianguage arl;s and science assessmenls that measure

growth,

RIT Pro_jecnons~ Projected RIT scores are generated by the MAP-assessment results and offer teachers a
benchmark against which to measure expected student growth Each grade level has approximate bands of
expected growth defined. :

CLSSIP 101117



DRAZ-The Developmental. Reading Assessment, Second Edition is an individual reading assessment
designed to assess students’ reading performance. The primary purpose of the DRA2 is to enable teachers
to obseive, récord and evalifate change in student reading performance, and to plan for and teach what
each student needs to learn next

SB- Sinarter Balanced- The Smartei Balanced assessment is adiministered to all students in grades 3-8 in
Connecticot. While there are four achievement levels, level 4 being the highest performance level,
Seymour looks for students to achieve in the range of At/Above Level 3. ‘A level 3 student has met the
achievement standard for English language arts/literacy expected for their designated grade. Students
performing at this standatd are demonstrating progress toward mastery of English language artsfliteracy
knowledge and skills. Students performing at this standard are on track for likely success in the next

grade..

Data An

alysis

Data Trends

I Assesgment’-*

_ _GradesK-S'

Observations

Grade 3 = 74% at/abave spring

2015 -K through Grade 2 - 72% at/above benchmark

. benchmark
: 2016 K through-Grade 2 =77% at/above bénichrark

AD008 s e e i s s s s

® DRA2 (%
80% ° -

60%

§ W DRAZ (%
40% -

20% 1§

0% 1

At/Above Grade
Level) 2014-15

ez AtfAbove Grade
Level) 2015-16

2017 - 74% of K-3 students

| finished at end of grade level

benchmark.

CLSSIP 10:11.17




Grades K 5

wwwwwwww

Gradesll{ 5

BC%

~ WMAP 201415
:Percent Meetmg Ik

Projected RITs :

CL551P10.11.37




SB "‘Grade 3 - 50% at level 3 and above Grade 3 students in 2016-17
Reading Grade 4 - 66% at level 3 and above . s.g;ored Iowe;ﬁ_t_ban grad_fe 3
Grades3-5 Grade 5 - 67% at level 3 and above ; Students did-in 2015-16 {57%

;I 2016 and'50% in 201

WGLS Grade3% o |5 L "
At/Above Level | | ‘Both Grade 4 and Grade 5
3in Readingin | improved from their -
2015andas ) | performance as a cohort

sz GradedCohort § 1 fr5m the previous grade.
in 2016 and .

Grade 5 Cohort § :
e w0 2017 |

- WCLS Grade3 % :

Atfahove Level

3 in Readingin |

™ 2016 and as

S _ —— Grade 4 Cohort |
: In 2017

t

201415 2015416 2016-17

i SB ‘1 ¢ Grade 3 56% at level 3 and above | Both Grade 4 and Grade 5
Mathematics s Grade 4 - 55% at level 3 and above | cohorts improved from
Grades 3 - 5 , ‘% Grade 5 - 50% at leve! 3 and above : previous year:

1 ]200% e i s R T T 7T Grade S cohort improved for |
9% - e ... . WCiSGrade3% 4 thesecond yearinarow, |.
At/Above Level 3 ' | '
1] BO% e . in Mathin 2015 %
' . _ and as Grade 4
0% o - Cohortin 2016
and Grade 5
i Cohort in 2017

: (2151 M —

BCIS Grade3%
At/Above Level 3
j in Math in 2016
R S e and as Grade 4 I
1 Cohortin2017 |}

F N

20%

10%
0%

e U 6

2014~ 2015. 2016
15 15 17

CLSSIP 10,311,217



i

CMT/CAPT :

51% at/above goal
S¥%:advanced

T R N N T RN T AR g L

51% at/above goal is a

Suence

decrease compared to past
CLS perform nce. o

i1

z X

= t
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Goals

Goal #1: Improving Reading Performance

Although Chatfield-LoPresti Schoo! has made noticeable gains in reading over the past few
years, there is still room for greater student achievement. We seek for our students’
standardized assessment performance to more closely align with the percentage of students
reading at/above level as determined by the DRAZ.

1, - Student Outcome Indicator

[ Statement of Student Qutcome Indicator - Connection to District Goals
(written as a SMART goal} :
Seymour's district goals continue to strive for

As measured by the May 2018 MAP ; improved student achievement in the area of
Assgssment, the percentage of students in reading. The efforts towards attaining the CLS goal
Grades K— 5 meeting and/or exceeding for the 2017-18 school year also correlate to
their projected growth targets in reading | improving our students’ performance on the Smarter
will increase from 68.4% in May 2017 to : Balanced ELA assessment.

.., . 68.5% orgreater, SR
Student Outcome Indicator Rationale:
Why was the student outcome indicator
chosen?

When last year's target was set to increase -
from 61% to 66%, the CLS population was
at 482 students, K~ 5, and we were looking
to increase by 25 students. When we
reached 68.4% in May with 499 students in
K -5, we far surpassed our target, with
over 40 students hitting their RIT targets.

At the start of the 2017-18 school year, the
"CLS population was 528 students, K-5. In
reaching 68.5%, that would represent an
increase of 20 new students, while

[ |

CLS SIP 10.11.17



 Adult Action Indicator(s) Rationale: Statemént’ of
__J'whyyou chose - this strategy? N

Tnmelme

Responsible

"§ir:§_té:gv

- Teachers will meet 1 |
't0 1 with students to | : ‘ .
onduct readtng Each student 1 Classroom Improved'ihdividuél student
S nferences in | meeting individually | teachersand.. performance on Running =
which feedbaclg_pn wnth a teacher once | special educati : Records andfor DRA2 and MAP
students” progress | : ' -
will be shared, |

h : A T £l
fos e i R i e

- Professmnal -
iea rning for staffon | September through = Administration, .
pro\ndsng speclﬁc - }_une viafaculty | language Arts i |

CLS SIP 10.11.17



feedback and
conferancing with
students.

meetings and grade
level team meetings.

Consultant,
Teaching Staff

"1 Teacher refiection and feedback

to presenters on efficacy of
. professional learning.

"Communication to
parents of reading
strategies being
taught and how
parents can support
their children at
home.

Teachers will utilize
the MAP Learning
Continuum to
pinpoint specific skill
areas of needs for
their students to
differentiate their
' Instruction targeting
goal areas where a
high percentage of
students scored low
on the MAP
assessment.

K: Lang/Writing,
Vocabulary

Acquisition and Use

1: Foundational
Skilis

2: Vocabulary
Acquisition and Use

3: Informationai
4: Informational,
Vocabulary

Acquisition and Use

5: Informational

Administration and |

classroom
Conveyed via teachers
weekly/monthly
newsletters and Teaching Staff and Classroom and school-wide
parent workshops. Language Arts parent survey results
: Consultant ‘
improved individual student
Classroom performance on Running
teachers, tutors Records and/or DRA2, MAP, and
September through and the Smarter Balanced ELA
lune interventionists assessment.

Teachers will

CLSSiP 10:11.17
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RO SRS~ TS

Followmg‘the

insti'uctién. e rotatmg schedule‘ 1

5 Januéf[ythroq“ghlu'ng 1 i

chosen? : :
- When last year's target was set to lacrease
frnm 58% to. 63% the CI.S popu%at;on was

to increase by 25 students. Whenwe -
‘ reached 67.3% in Mav with 499 K~5
' students we far surpassed our target with
- over 50 students hltting their RIT targets‘

. at482 students, i( 5 and we were Jooking. &

CLS SIP 10.11.17
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| Atthe start Jf't“ﬂ;iﬁ-if-is school year, the

reaching 68%, that would represent an
increase of 23 new students, while
_maintaining the same number as last year.
. Adult At

Action Indicators

t
{

CLS population was 528 students, K—5. In |

Adult Action indicator(s) Written as a SMART
goal: What are the adults going to da .
differently to positively impact the Student
Outcome Indicator?

why you chose this strategy?

Through adult colaboration and
-implementation of strategies, students wil
improve in their individual growth as
measured by the Spring 2018 MAP
assessment with 68% of CLS kindergarten
through grade 5 students meeting and/or

The CLS Building Data Tearn strongly believes this is
aligned with supporting our students’ growth in
mathematics,

A Action Plan and Results indicators
Indicator{s) of Success: How do
we know we are making
i progress? What data will be
collected to determine
Person{s) effectiveness of strategy/impact
Strategy Timeline - Responsibie on student achieverment?
Students will write '
responses and Quuality of open-ended responses
explain their in math will demonstrate
rmathematical improvement.
thinking as they ‘
work through Students will make individual
progressively more | September through growth as measured by the MAP
difficult problems, June Classroom teachers assessment,
Math Talk and use
of teacher to
student
conferences to Classrgom teachers, Quality of spen-ended
provide students special education responses, classroom math
with specific teachers, math SRBI | perfarmance, and standardized
feedback on their | September through teacher, and assessment data will
individual progress. June students demonstrate student
impravement.

CLSSIP 10.11.17




inform our
instructlon =

September through
June

cial educatlon i

teache rs math SRBl
teachers

: Opkéfafkiﬁas

5 Number and

September through |

... dune

| Classroom teachers,
: special education
teachers, math SRBI

teachers

_improveme

Iraprovedindivi ual stuc
performance-on M

_ Math assessment. .

CLS SIP 10.41.17

{ ‘tmproved individual student |
. performance on Math |




improving students’
written responses
to opensended
questions in

implementation of
the 8 Standards for
Mathematical
. Practices.

mathematics, and '

September through
June via faculty
meetings and grade
level team
meetings.

Administration,
Math SRBI Teacher,
Teaching Staff

Communication to
parents of
mathematical
strategies being
taught and how
parents can support

Conveyed via
weekly/monthly
newsletters

Expressions unit aégéésmentg,
MAP, and the Smarter Balanced
Math assessment.

Teacher raflection and feadback
te presenters on efficacy of
. professional learning.

Administration and

classroom teachers -

Classroom and school-wide

their children at Teaching Staff and
) home. Parent Workshaps | Math SRBI teacher
v, (fom:mun_i_;_gtian Plan

parent survey results

i

Communication: How and when will progress on the School improvement Plan be communicatad to
parents, staff, and all stakeholders?

will also ba sent,

Communications.

L.

Chatfield-LoPresti School is targeting the communication of effective reading strategies that parents
can reinforce and use with their children at home will be our main focus. In addition to our focus on
reading strategies, suggestions on how parents can work with their children at home in areas of Math

The CLS Data Team works on our Schoo!l improvement Plan throughout the ye'ar and reports its
progress to the District Data Team. CLS also communicates its goals and progress to all stakeholders
via PTA Meetings, Weekly Principal Newsletters, Cheetah Chats, Teacher Newsletters, and Classraom

CLsSIp 16.11.17



hn/above spring enchmar

s on/above sgrin benchmark

T e T
on/ ovesp ng en

s oy

3 LT Nt :

F!tness

“Fitness

n assessments

- Chromc
Absenteersm__ Sl

83%

AllKSStudents .

" Chronic

| Absenteeisrn )" { K-S

___Non-Special Ed':ucation' udents

Chronic
_Absefiteelsm | 1 K-S

Chronic

Absenteeism | | K5 _

__ :ﬁgpeciai‘igdu‘:a t"@n;s_t' .

Students Eligible for F/R Lunch

9.7% -

14.6%

. 13.9%
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- Seymour Public Schools

Mission of the Seymour Public Schools

The Mission of the Seymour Public Schools is to educate and inspire all students,
to enrich their experiences, and to prepare them to meet the challenges

of an ever changing world.

Name of School: Bungay Elementary School
Principal: Mary Sue Feige

Assistant Principal: Lauren Reid

Date: Fall 2017

School-Wide Data Team:Members

Name Role

Kim Barton ' SRBI Mathematics Teacher
Dawn Black Third Grade Teacher
Christopher Cummings Fourth Grade Teacher
Mary Sue Feige ' Principal

Kimherly Freeman SRBI Language Arts Teacher
Katie Furino First Grade Teacher

Caitlin Jurkowski Computer Teacher

Carolyn Mucci Language Arts Consultant
{auren Reid Assistant Principal

Stephanie Rush School Counselor



SchOOI Mission Statement

The faculty and staff of Bungay :ﬁ_lementad school are committed to providing a respectful and engaging learning
“environment where all students'are expécted to achieve their maximum potential and become lifelong learners

cﬂntext'v buldry.

s commionly used within the educational setting and

Sevmour Public Schools strongly believe that any assessment achuevement leveis should serve only as a startmg pmnt for
discussion about the perfarmance of students and of groups of studems Seymour Puhlic Schools supports the

student s future::

MAP- (Measures of Academic Progress) Math, Ianguage arts, and scnence assessments that measure what students -
know and informs teachers what they're ready ta learn next. The results help teachers track growth through the school
year and over muitiple years providing an accurate longitudinal picture whether a student performs on, above, or belpw
grade level, MAP is administered up to three times each year (fall, winter, spring). Seymour looks for students to
achieve in the high average and high bands, which correlate to student goal scores falting within the 61st percentile and
hlgher. These percentiles stronglv.corre!ate to successin college and career experiénces.

MAP RIT<The RIT (Rasch Unit) is an estimation of a student’s instructional ievel and compares the average growth of



students who are in the same grade and who test in the same term. Every question on the MAP assessment is calibrated
ta the RIT scale and allows educators to trust it to track longitudinal growth.

RIT Projections- Projected RIT scores are generated by the MAP assessment results and offer teachers a benchmark
against which to measure expected student growth. Each grade level has approximate bands of expected growth
defined. '

DRA2-The Developmental Reading Assessment, Second Edition is an individual reading assessment designed to assess
students' reading performance. The primary purpose of the DRAZ2 Is to enable teachers to observe, record and evaluate
change In student reading performance, and to plan for and teach what each student needs to learn next

SB- Smarter Balanced- The Smarter Balanced assessment is administered to all students in grades 3-8 in Connecticut.
While there are four achievement levels, level 4 being the highest performance level, Seymour looks for students to
achieve in the range of At/Above Level 3. A level 3 student has met the achievement standard for English language
arts/literacy expected for their designated grade. Students performing at this standard are demonstrating progress
toward mastery of English language arts/literacy knowledge and skills. Students performing at this standard are on track
for likely succass in the next grade.



Spring 2017

at/above -
Spring 2017
Benchmark

Benchmark -

48/68

51/55

s8/17 '

61;79




MAP -
‘Reading

(K- 5t Grade) |

100.0%
80.0%
60.0%

_doo% W
20.0%

0.0%

__MAP-Reading (% At/Above Grade Level)
“Current :

Grade tevel | 2014-15 | 2015-16 | 2016-17
Leth | 563% 66.3%] 63.0%
ASth | SLI%| 67.8%{  76%
4 4th 1 595% | 60.0%| 68.3%
f3rd | 66.7%: | 69.9%
jand _863%

MAP-Reading ( % At/Above Grade Level)

“EMAP-Reading (% At/Above Grade Lavel) 2014-15

- BEMAP-Reading (% AtfAbove Grade Level) 2015-16
=MAP-Reading (% At/Above Grade Lavel} 2016-17

A_l{_cfgsse__s, with the & ep:
of the class of 2024,

All élasses, with tha exception
of the class of 2024, have 3

three year percentage increase
trend,

Grades ¥-5 all decreased the
percentage of students in th
low / low average bands in
specific.instructional areas
focus for: reading.







'SBAC- | «  The 2016-2017 district and

Reading | SBAC-Reading (% At/Above Grade Level) school data team goal focused
(3rd -5tk on targeting Reading Clainy-
: Grade) i 8% ' One, “Students tan read
5 | closely and analytically to

50% comprehend a range of
Increasingly complex literary
40% and informational texts,”
20% . »  Both the class of 2025 and
2026 both-had percentage
0% Increases in their SBAC readin|

perfarmance in the 2016-
school year.

8th 7th &th Sth 4th

BFSBAC-Reading (% At!AEDve Grade Level) 201516
il SBAC-Reading {% At/Above Grade Level) 2016-17

$':QACI—:R‘ead_ir_|g (% At/Above Grade _Level).

Cﬁrren{ Grade
- 2014415 | 201516
a0

ol hex
60.0%

2016-17 |




SBAC-Math {

CMT
(5th Grade)

261§-~1G

2016 17

" The percentage of students

.. sclente CMT hasincreased 6.4,
: percentage points over the Iast

at/abovi goaifon the science
CMT has |ncreased 14.3 ;
percentage points over the !asi |
3 schoat: yea rs, :

The per ntage of 5tudents
atfaho pruﬂc?ent on the

Jyears:




“82011-2012
#w2012-2013

w320 |

maop2015 |

W2015-2016
¥ 2016-2017

Physical Fitness Tésfing {% Meetiégléxceedingjn all4 assessments}: 4th Grade |

2011-12 {2012-2013 201314 [2004-15 [2015-16  |2016-17 {0
63.2%|  6L7h|  634%]  5o.0%  643%  ese%)
pemales | 57a%  o46%|  eao0%|  69.8%|  one%|  7am|
59.8% 658 1%}

~Total

632 63.2% 694K

ments s 78.3%.




0 strive for Emprbved

_ _asmg the overai[ number of |
axceed their pro;ected growth targets :
' entage points. Our goal of 60%is

Person(s)
. lResponsible . | IR
- Teachers will use AP | -September | Classroom |+improved individual studént performance | *
' Learning Continuum and | through June : . on Reading MAP U
Student Profile Report (NWEA) | -October and -Data Team No;gs- Qiffgrgntaated
;to pinpoint specific skilt areas ;"February check: ‘ Instructmn Resg ur rat
 of need for individual students | in
.in order to differentiate
instruction.. , | ; o
Professnonal Learmng for staff -September : acul and + Level B notes
on: thraugh hune via | ~informai walkthroughs
-Reéd_i;ig"-and Writing faculty and -Pre/! Post On Demands
Workshop {Lucy Cautkins) grade level S
o meetings |- . ...
Teachers will provide effective | -September —Classroom
ack; specifically guiding | through June Teachers through




-Decemberand | -Student driver
April cheglcin goals
-co nferencing :

students to set a purpose ~
| through learning mtentleh
} and success crlterla

Teachers will sha_fe at-ho
reading strategies with
| Parents.

-September Certifled staff -Friday. Flash, par“ent Wczrkshopé, teécﬁer
newsletters, and Power$ hool
communicatlon

Goal #2: Improved Mathematics Performance

Bungay School is striving to improve math performance in kindergarten through grade five. We seek to make consistent
progress in the percentage of students meeting or exceeding thelr projected RIT targets as they progress from grade to
grade. We will continue to learn, practice, reflect and refine our approach Wwith our instructional strategies and
practices, The focus of this goal will contribute to student success in SPS by ensuring that all students have the tools that
they need to be college and career ready.

I étudent Outcome Indicator

onnection to District Goals

ent of Student Outcome Indicator

Seymour’s district goals cantinue to strive for improved

. i student achievement in the area of mathematics, The efforts

| 'math {RIT) will-increase from 57% (May 2017) to 60% as | towards attaining the Bungay math goal for the 2017-2018
measured by the May 2018 K-5 MAP. Assessment, school year also correlate to improving-Gur students’

1 performance onthe Smarter Ba!anced thiassessment.

Results and Outcomes "

) Stu_dent Outcome indicator Rational

‘| In the past year, we made growth in the number of -
students who met or exceeded their prajected RIT.
Overall, we had a 1 percentage point increase. Although
we did not meet our 2016:2017 goal, we'plan tg reflect
on and refocus oUF #ction plan and instruction In order
to reach our 2017-2018 godl..Our goal of 60% is

i'T:meil'“:ihe Teerson(s) - iriﬂicét‘d?(é) of Su'__c:c-esf':'

] : Responsible
ers will use the MAP -September . | Classroom -Improved individual student pe'
ng Contmuum and through fune = - | Teachers during: on Math MAP

ofile. Report {NWEA) | -October and
to pinpomt specn‘tc skill areas | February check- :
| of need for ingiv ual students | in
in prder to d:ﬁ’er tiata
instruction, o

1 -Flexibile -Data T otes - Di
_grouping/SRBi Instruction Resource

;;;meetmgs




. feedback Spec;flcally guudmg 4
4 students to set a purpose - ~December and EIE
: through Iearnmg mtentlons April checkein
and: successcriteria. | i

{ Teachers will share at~ho‘ mber
‘ : hjdﬁa

B

V. Communication Plan .
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Ll B i G e LRI
DRAZ i K | Reading | Students on/above spring benchmark 70%
DRA2 1 | Reading 1 Students on/abave spring benchmark 75% 78%
DRA2 2 .} Reading 1 Students on/above spring benchmark 76% 70%
DRA2 |3 ' Reading | Students on/above spring benchmark 65% 70%
MAP K ..} Reading Students meeting RIT projected target 80% 53%
MAP 1k 1 Math Students meeting RIT projected target 85% 53%
MAP 1 - 1 Reading | Students meeting RIT projected target 60% 67%
MAP ¥l | Math | Students meeting RIT projected target 41% 55%
MAP 2 Reading Students meeting RIT projected target 51% 51%
MAFP ]2 1 Math Students meeting RIT projected target 8% 46%
MAP 3 Reading Students meeting RIT projected target 78% 60%
MAP 3 Math Students meeting RIT projected target 66% 62%
MAP 4 Reading Students meeting RIT projected target 67% 66%
MAP 4 Math Students meeting RIT projected target | | 63% 76%
MAP 5 Reading Students meeting RIT projected target 66% 45%
MAP a5 | Math ..} Students meeting RIT projected target 48% 51%
SB T3 .| Reading | % of Students at Level 3 and above 60% 56%
| 58 3 Math % of Students at Leve! 3 and ahove 56% 35%

SB 4 Reading % of Students at Level 3 and above 77% 67%
SB 14 Math | % of Students at Level 3 and above 48% 54%
sB 15 Reading | % of Students at Level 3 and above 58% 54%
5B 5 Math % of Students at Level 3 and ahove 47% 45%
CMT 5 Science Students at goal ' 63% 67%
CMT 5 Sclence Students at advanced 16% 15%
Physical. 4 Fitness % meeting/exceeding in all 4 66% 74%
Fitness : assessments

Attendanc K«5 Attendanc Chronic Absenteeism by building 4.8% 5.7%
e e







