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Section A: Schools to be Served
Note: Descriptions of each of the four intervention models are included in Appendix A of the guidance document.

1. Tier I and Tier 11 School Information
Identify each Tier I and/or Tier Il school that the school division commits to serve in the chart below. For each school identified,
please provide the NCES ID #, the tier identification, and the intervention model the school will implement.

School Name NCESID# | Tier | Tier Intervention Model(s)
| 1
Turnaround Restart Transformation Closure
A.P. Hill Elementary 510291001202 | [X] ; ; ; X} ;
J.E.B. Stuart Elementary 510291001196 Z L] L] L] Z L]

2. Tier 111 School Information
Identify each Tier I11 school that will be served. For each school identified, please provide the NCES ID # and the tier identification.
If the school will implement an intervention model, please indicate which one the school will implement. If the school will not

implement an intervention model, indicate “other school improvement strategies.”

School Name NCESID# | Tier Intervention Model(s) or Other School Improvement Strategies
i
Turnaround Restart Transformation Closure Other School
Improvement Strategies
N/A [] [] [] [] [] []
[ [ [ [ [ [
[] [] [] [] [] []
[] [] [] [] [] []




Section B: Required Elements

Part 1. Student Achievement and Demographic Data - Applicable to Tier I, 11, and 111 Schools

The LEA must provide the following information for each of the Tier I, Tier I, and Tier I11 schools that will be served.
Note: An LEA with Tier I schools must serve all of its Tier I schools before serving any eligible Tier 111 school.

a.

X

Student achievement data for the past two years (2008-2009 and 2009-2010) in reading/language arts and mathematics:
by school for the “all students” category and for each Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) subgroup; and by grade level in
the “all students” category and for each AYP subgroup;
Analyzed student achievement data with identified areas that need improvement;

Number and percentage of highly qualified teachers and teachers with less than three years experience by grade or
subject;

Number of years each instructional staff member has been employed at the school,

Information about the graduation rate of the school in the aggregate and by AYP subgroup for all secondary schools;
Information about the demographics of the student population to include attendance rate, total number of students, and
totals by the following categories: 1) gender; 2) race or ethnicity; 3) disability status; 4) limited English proficient
status; 5) migrant status; 6) homeless status; and 7) economically disadvantaged status;

Information about the physical plant of the school facility to include: 1) date built; 2) number of classrooms; 3)
description of the library media center; 4) description of cafeteria; and 5) description of areas for physical education
and/or recess;
Total number of minutes in the school year that all students were required to attend school and any increased learning
time (e.g., before- or after-school, Saturday school, summer school);
Total number of days teachers worked divided by the maximum number of teacher working days;

Information about the types of technology that are available to students and instructional staff;
Annual goals for student achievement on the state’s assessments in both reading/language arts and mathematics.



Response: (Use as much space as needed.)
Note: Divisions should consider providing this information in chart form and include here.

A.P. Hill Elementary
a. Data— See Appendix A

b. Analyzed Data and Strategies to Address Failure Rates in English and Math —

1. LTP, ILTP, principal and the Leadership Team will analyze 2011 SOL test results and establish student groups based on
student performance; specific emphasis will be placed on recovery students. The Internal Lead Turnaround Partner (ILTP)
will be the liaison between both the external partners and the superintendent. The ILTP will monitor the work of the
external partners and disseminate information to the superintendent. The ILTP’s responsibilities will include but not be
limited to: meeting weekly with each project manager; weekly with principals; weekly with superintendent; set staff
development with partners and principals; attend leadership team meetings at each school; attend alternate governance
meetings; monitor with the principal and external partner all teachers on improvement plans; attend VDOE meetings in
Richmond and monitor the required reporting schedule of schools for compliance; and monitor external partner work
schedules. The ILTP will work a total of thirty-two (32) hours per week, split between the two SIG schools. The time at
each school will vary depending on needs of the schools, external lead partner and district meetings. The ILTP will devote
100% of the time working with SIG schools.

2. Teachers will develop a 30-day intervention plan to re-teach objectives that students did not master.

3. All students will complete a Reading diagnostic test via iStation and students will be scheduled for remediation. iStation
resources will be utilized for individualized teaching/re-teaching.

4. Monthly benchmark testing will be administered using iStation. Results will be monitored to gauge student success and
adjust teaching in English and Reading.

5. Monthly Leadership Team meetings and weekly grade level meetings will convene to monitor and adjust instruction, as
well as determine student groups.

6. Monthly benchmark assessments will be provided by Edison Learning. Instruction will be adjusted according to results.

7. The LTP will assist the school improvement team with reviewing and adjusting pacing guides using Edison Companion
Guides.

8. PD 360 will be used to provide in-services for teachers. The principal, LTP, and ILTP will select the professional
development based on: 1. The overall needs of teachers for general professional development such as differentiated
instruction. All teachers will be required to view the PD360 videos and documented follow up will take place in full staff
meetings and grade level meetings (teachers will be required to complete reflection narratives and discuss during staff and
grade level/team meetings) and; 2. Individual teachers may view specific videos based on what the principal determines the
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10.
11.
12.

13.

teacher needs and follow up will occur with teacher, principal, LTP and ILTP.

Teachers will continue to receive PD on Formative Assessment through VDOE and TeachFirst.

The LTP will provide PD in student behavior management.

In January, a 90-day plan will be developed and implemented based on the 2™ Quarter Benchmark results.

Remediation services will be provided during the school day by Title | staff and in the afternoon by tutors. Afterschool
tutors are regular classroom teachers holding appropriate licensure credentials. Depending on the needs of the afterschool
program, retired teachers may be employed to ensure afterschool programs are run with complete fidelity. Additionally,
SES providers may provide services but are paid from the regular Title I grant, not the SIP grant.

A Math Consultant will provide PD and modeling for 2 days per month for teachers in grades 3 — 5. The principal, LTP,
and ILTP will select the professional development based on the overall needs of teachers for math professional
development. The consultant will assist teachers analyze the results on SOL math and benchmark assessments to determine
areas for reteaching. The consultant will assist teachers in planning for instruction based on curriculum and pacing guides.
The consultant will “model” effective teaching with follow up discussion occurring with teachers. The consultant will
provide updates to the school principals based on conversations and/or observations held with teachers. The consultant
will serve on the school leadership team, when needed, to discuss mathematics data based on benchmark assessments.

c. Teacher Experience — See Appendix B
d. Employment History — See Appendix C
e. Graduation Rate — N/A

f. Demographics — See Appendix D

g. Physical Plant —

NG~ WNE

Built in 1967; Addition 2009

73,421 Square Feet

33 Classrooms

2 Computer Labs

1 Choral Room

Cafeteria — 3,316 Square Feet; 2 Serving Lines
Gymnasium — 4,200 Square Feet

Library — 2,982 Square Feet; 6 Computer Stations

h. Minutes — 70,160
i. Teacher Workdays —5,580/5,670-=98.41% 6479— 6479 /6993=92.6%
j. Technology - Instructional Staff and Students have access to Promethean Boards, two fixed labs with 25 desktop computers in each
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and 4 Laptop Carts with 24 Laptops in each. All computers have access to the Internet through either cabling or wireless. There are
also document cameras and video projection systems. Instructional software and video capabilities available:

A+ Math CNN.com and FoxNews.com Cool Math Fun Brain

Gale online Resources Internet4Classrooms.com Jefferson Lab Multiplication.com
Starfall.com SOLAR Accountability IEP Online Perspective

ePAT TestNav Accelerated Reader Activinspire/ActivStudio
Destiny Library Manager Discovery Education Network Interactive Notebook  Microsoft Office

PD 360 SOL Pass TicketoRead.com Tumble Book

World Book Online Understanding Math Plus Star Portal iStation

Starbase

k. Annual Goals -

2011-2012: 85% of all Reading, Language Arts, and Math students will be successful on Virginia Standards of Learning Assessments
2012-2013: 90% of all Reading, Language Arts, and Math students will be successful on Virginia Standards of Learning Assessments
2013-2014: 95% of all Reading, Language Arts, and Math students will be successful on Virginia Standards of Learning Assessments

JEB Stuart Elementary
a. Data— See Appendix A

b. Analyzed Data and Strategies to Address Failure Rates in English and Math —

1. LTP, ILTP, principal and the Leadership Team will analyze 2011 SOL test results and establish student groups based
on student performance; specific emphasis will be placed on Recovery students. The Internal Lead Turnaround Partner
(ILTP) will be the liaison between both the external partners and the superintendent. The ILTP will monitor the work
of the external partners and disseminate information to the superintendent. The ILTP’s responsibilities will include but
not be limited to: meeting weekly with each project manager; weekly with principals; weekly with superintendent; set
staff development with partners and principals; attend leadership team meetings at each school; attend alternate
governance meetings; monitor with the principal and external partner all teachers on improvement plans; attend VDOE
meetings in Richmond and monitor the required reporting schedule of schools for compliance; and monitor external
partner work schedules. The ILTP will work a total of thirty-two (32) hours per week, split between the two SIG
schools. The time at each school will vary depending on needs of the schools, external lead partner and district
meetings. The ILTP will devote 100% of the time working with SIG schools.

2. Teachers will develop a 30-day intervention plan to re-teach skills that revealed student performance deficits.

3. All students will complete a Reading diagnostic test administered via iStation and schedules will be established based
on the iStation results. iStation resources will be utilized for individualized teaching/re-teaching.

4. Monthly benchmark testing will be administered using iStation. Results will be monitored to gauge student success and
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adjust teaching in English and Reading.

5. Monthly Leadership Team meetings and weekly grade level meetings will convene to monitor and adjust instruction, as
well as determine student groups.

6. Monthly benchmark assessment will be provided by Edison Learning. Instruction will be adjusted according to results.

7. The LTP will assist the school improvement team with reviewing and adjusting pacing guides using Edison Companion
Guides.

8. PD 360 will be used to provide in-services for teachers. The principal, LTP, and ILTP will select the professional
development based on: 1. The overall needs of teachers for general professional development such as differentiated
instruction. All teachers will be required to view the PD360 videos and documented follow up will take place in full
staff meetings and grade level meetings (teachers will be required to complete reflection narratives and discuss during
staff and grade level/team meetings) and; 2. Individual teachers may view specific videos based on what the principal
determines the teacher needs and documented follow up will occur with teacher, principal, LTP and ILTP.

9. Teachers will continue to receive PD on Formative Assessment through VDOE and TeachFirst.

10. The LTP will provide PD in student behavior management.

11. In January, a 90-day plan will be developed and implemented based on the 2™ Quarter Benchmark results.

12. Remediation services will be provided during the school day by Title I staff and in the afternoon by tutors. Afterschool
tutors are regular classroom teachers holding appropriate licensure credentials. Depending on the needs of the
afterschool program, retired teachers may be employed to ensure afterschool programs are run with complete fidelity.
Additionally, SES providers may provide services but will be paid from the regular Title I grant, not the SIP grant.

13. A Math Consultant will provide PD and modeling for 2 days per month for teachers in grades 3 — 5. . The principal,
LTP, and ILTP will select the professional development based on the overall needs of teachers for math professional
development. The consultant will assist teachers analyze the results on SOL math and benchmark assessments to
determine areas for reteaching. The consultant will assist teachers in planning for instruction based on curriculum and
pacing guides. The consultant will “model” effective teaching with follow up discussion occurring with teachers. The
consultant will provide updates to the school principals based on conversations and/or observations held with teachers.
The consultant will serve on the school leadership team, when needed, to discuss mathematics data based on
benchmark assessments.

c. Teacher Experience — See Appendix B
d. Employment History — See Appendix C
e. Graduation Rate — N/A

f. Demographics — See Appendix D




g. Physical Plant —

Built in 1966; Additions 1973, 2008

65,154 Square Feet

32 Classrooms

2 Computer Labs

1 Choral Room

Cafeteria — 3,302 Square Feet; 2 Serving Lines
Gymnasium — 4,233 Square Feet

Library — 1,616 Square Feet; 5 Computer Stations

NN E

h. Minutes — 70,160

I. Teacher Workdays —4,092/4.158=98.41%-5243/5859=89.4%

J. Technology - Instructional Staff and Students have access to Promethean Boards, two fixed labs with 25 desktop computers in each
and 4 Laptop Carts with 24 Laptops in each. All computers have access to the Internet through either cabling or wireless. There are
also document cameras and video projection systems. Instructional software and video capabilities available:

CNN.com and FoxNews.com  Fun Brain Gale online Resources Internet4Classrooms.com
Jefferson Lab Multiplication.com Nick Jr. PBS

Portaportal.com SOLAR Accountability IEP Online Perspective

ePAT TestNav Accelerated Reader Activinspire/ActivStudio
Destiny Library Manager Interactive Notebook K-12 Station Microsoft Office
Discovery Education Network  PD 360 Study Island TicketoRead.com
Tumble Book World Book Online Star Portal Istation

Starbase

k. Annual Goals -

2011-2012: 85% of all Reading, Language Arts, and Math students will be successful on Virginia Standards of Learning Assessments
2012-2013: 90% of all Reading, Language Arts, and Math students will be successful on Virginia Standards of Learning Assessments
2013-2014: 95% of all Reading, Language Arts, and Math students will be successful on Virginia Standards of Learning Assessments

Part 2. Design and Implement an Intervention for Each School — Tier I and Tier Il schools must implement one of the
intervention models. Tier 111 schools may implement one of the intervention models or other school improvement strategies.

The LEA will need to have detailed plans in place to demonstrate how the interventions will be designed as well as the plan for
implementation. Listed below are the factors that will be considered to assess an LEA’s commitment to designing interventions
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consistent with the factors below from the U.S. Department of Education (USED) Final Requirements for School Improvement Grants
as amended November 1, 2010.

For each school listed in Section A that is implementing one of the intervention models, describe the following:
a. The plan to implement the interventions by the beginning of the 2011-2012 school year.
b. The plan to regularly engage the school community, with substantial emphasis on parental engagement, to inform members of
progress toward the design and implementation of the interventions and to give them opportunity to provide input.
The LEA resources to research and design the selected interventions as intended.
The plan to set aside time and resources sufficient to facilitate the design and ongoing implementation of interventions.
The SEA sponsored strategic planning session attended or to be attended by the LEA.
The LEA’s capacity to implement the selected intervention models.

ShD OO

Response: (Use as much space as needed.)

Both A.P. Hill and J.E.B Stuart Elementary Schools will implement the USED Transformation Model beginning July 1, 2011 with the
assistance of a Lead Turnaround Partner. The Lead Turnaround Partner, Edison Learning, will operate under the 25 components
established in the Virginia Department of Education’s Request for Proposals, RFP#DOE2010-03. In addition to the Lead Turnaround
Partner, an Internal Lead Partner will be employed by the LEA to ensure the full implementation of the Transformation Model.

The school superintendent has informed the School Board and community of the 4 USED reform models. The School Board selected
the Transformation Model in 2010 as the model for designated Petersburg schools. This was confirmed again in 2011 for A.P. Hill and
J.E.B. Stuart Elementary Schools. The school board and community will receive monthly updates during school board meetings. Parents
and community at large will receive information about the status of the schools from the division website. A.P. Hill and J.E.B. Stuart will
host three (3) parent nights, an information giving and gathering meeting, which will be coordinated with the PTA. The first one will be in
September with two more to follow (one additional meeting during the first semester and one during the second semester). Parents serve
on the principal’s advisory committee and provide input on school-wide initiatives. The Title I office also sponsors two parent forums and
information will be shared about the Transformational Model and how the model is progressing. Both the LTP and ILTP will be involved
with planning and attend parent meetings/forums.

The LTP with district and school staff will develop specific strategies to meet the 25 components of the RFP. The Virginia Department
of Education (VDOE) has provided ongoing technical assistance on implementing the Transformation Model through the Office of School
Improvement and Chief Academic Officer, assigned by VDOE to Petersburg City Public Schools (PCPS). Members of the division-wide
Improvement Team have attended technical assistance events sponsored by VDOE, including Intervention Model webinars and
Application Planning sessions.

Additionally, the Division Improvement Team will attend a VDOE strategic planning session on July 21, 2011 and participate in 5 days
of training sponsored by VDOE during the 2011-12 school year. The Superintendent, Internal Lead Turnaround Partner, Lead Turnaround
Partner, and staff will update the School Board and community periodically via School Board meetings and other platforms.

For any Tier 111 school listed in Section A not implementing one of the intervention models, describe the following:
g. The services the school will receive or the activities the school will implement; and
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h. The goals the LEA will establish to hold accountable its Tier 111 schools that receive school improvement grant funds.
(See Appendix B of the guidance document for examples of other school improvement strategies.)

Response: (Use as much space as needed.)
N/A

o |If the LEA lacks sufficient capacity to serve all of its Tier | schools, provide the following information:
a. What steps have been taken to secure the support of the local school board for the intervention model selected?
b. What steps have been taken to secure the support of the parents for the intervention model selected?
c. If the LEA does not have sufficient staff to implement the selected intervention model fully and effectively, has the
LEA considered use of the SIG funds to hire necessary staff?
d. What steps have been taken to secure assistance from the state or other entity in determining how to ensure
sufficient capacity exists to implement the model?

Response: (Use as much space as needed.)
Note: For divisions with Tier Il and Tier 111 schools, this response is NA.
X Mark NA, if applicable

Part 3. Recruit, Screen, and Select External Providers, If Applicable

To assist school divisions with recruiting, screening, and selecting external providers, if applicable, the Virginia Department of
Education (VDOE) conducted a Request for Proposals for Lead Turnaround Partners (LTPs). Awarded were four independent
contractors: Cambridge Education; Edison Learning, Inc.; John Hopkins University; and Pearson Education. School divisions may
select an LTP from the competitively awarded contract list or they may choose to initiate their own competitive process. The benefit
of selecting a provider from the VDOE contract list is that the competition has already taken place and a school division will not have
to delay the implementation of the work with the LTP by awaiting results from its own competitive process. Specific information
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such as contract number and pricing about each awarded contractor is publicly posted on the VDOE Web site. The link below
provides the request for proposal for the selection of the LTPs:

http://www.doe.virginia.gov/support/school improvement/title1/1003 g/tier 1-2/meeting apr 2010/rfp low achieving schools.pdf

Below are the factors that will be considered to assess the LEA’s commitment to recruit, screen, and select external providers, if

applicable, consistent with the USED Final Requirements for School Improvement Grants as amended in November 1, 2010.
Describe the following:

a. Reasonable and timely steps taken to recruit, screen, and select providers to be in place by the beginning of the 2011-2012
school year that may include, but are not limited to:
i.  Analyzing the LEA’s operational needs;
ii.  Researching and prioritizing the external providers available to serve the school;
iii.  Contacting other LEA’s currently or formerly engaged with the external provider regarding their experience;
iv.  Engaging parents and community members to assist in the selection process; and

v.  Delineating the responsibilities and expectations to be carried out by the external provider as well as those to be
carried out by the LEA.

X] Mark NA here if the LEA selected an LTP from the state’s list.
[ ] Mark NA here if the selected model does not require an LTP.
Response: (Use as much space as needed.)

b. Detailed and relevant criteria for selecting external providers that take into account the specific needs of the Tier | and/or Tier Il
schools to be served by external providers. These criteria may include, but are not limited to:
i. A proven track record of success in working with a particular population or type of school,
ii.  Alignment between external provider services and needs of the LEA;
iii.  Capacity to and documented success in improving student achievement; and
iv.  Capacity to serve the identified school or schools with the selected intervention model.

X] Mark NA here if the LEA selected an LTP from the state’s list.
[ ] Mark NA here if the selected model does not require an LTP.
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http://www.doe.virginia.gov/support/school_improvement/title1/1003_g/tier_1-2/meeting_apr_2010/rfp_low_achieving_schools.pdf

Response: (Use as much space as needed.)

Part 4: Modify Practices and/or Policies, If Necessary, to Enable Implementation of the Intervention Fully and Effectively-
Applicable to Tier I, Il, and 111 Schools

The LEA will provide evidence that a review of division and school policies have been completed to ensure alignment with the
selected interventions. Evidence will include copies of division meeting agenda and accompanying notes. If changes are needed to
existing policies and/or procedures, additional documentation will be requested such as revisions to policy manuals, local board of
education meeting minutes, and/or other appropriate division communication. These documents may be scanned and attached as an
appendix to this application with an explanation provided below.

Response: (Use as much space as needed.)
See Appendix E

Part 5. Sustain the Reform Effort After the Funding Period Ends - Applicable to Tier I, 11, and 111 Schools

The LEA will provide a narrative identifying resources, financial and otherwise, to demonstrate how the reform effort will be
sustained after the funding period ends. The LEA’s ability to sustain the reform effort after the funding period ends will be evaluated
by considering descriptions provided for the required components below.

Describe the following:

e Use of the Indistar™ tool by the division and school improvement teams to inform, coach, sustain, track, and report school
improvement activities;

o Implementation of contract with external provider, if applicable; and

e Division plan and budget for sustaining the reform effort.

Response: (Use as much space as needed.)
The School Division will sustain the efforts of this reform effort in a number of ways once the funding period ends:
1. Continue the use of Indistar as a means to develop and monitor School Improvement Plans
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no

Continue the use of Quarterly Planning as prescribed by the SEA

3. Will participate in the Department of Education Teacher Evaluation Pilot Project in 2011-12 and this will enable
Petersburg to develop a sound teacher evaluation process and teacher effectiveness will be tied to teacher evaluation.

4. The Division School Improvement Team will develop a means of determining program effectiveness and the school
division is committed to sustaining the initiatives supported by the existing SIP with the following funding sources:

Title I, Part A — Basic Programs

Title 11, Part A — Teacher Quality

Title 111, Part A — Limited English Proficient

Title 1V, Part B — 21* Century Community Learning Schools

Cameron Foundation Grants

Additional Partners and Grant Opportunities

5. Addltlonally, funding from the school operating budget will be designated to continue Professional Development for

teachers and administrators.

e a0 o

Section C: Pre-implementation Activities

“Pre-implementation” enables an LEA to prepare for full implementation of a school intervention model at the start of the 2011-2012
school year. To help in its preparation, an LEA may use FY 2010 SIG funds in its SIG schools after the LEA has been awarded a SIG
grant for those schools based on having a fully approvable application, consistent with the SIG final requirements. As soon as it
receives the funds, the LEA may use part of its first-year allocation for SIG-related activities in schools that will be served with FY
2010 SIG funds.

Allowable pre-implementation activities include, but are not limited to, the following. The LEA may:

a. Hold parent and community meetings to review school performance, discuss the new intervention model to be implemented,
and develop school improvement plans in line with the model selected.

b. Either: 1) select a charter school operator, a charter management organization (CMQO), or an educational management
organization (EMO) from the state-approved list; or 2) conduct the required review process to select a charter school operator,
a CMO, or an EMO and contract with that entity; or properly select any external provider that may be necessary to assist in
planning for the implementation of an intervention model.

c. Recruit and hire the incoming principal, leadership team, and/or instructional staff.

d. Provide remediation and enrichment to students in schools that will implement an intervention model, purchase appropriate
instructional materials, or compensate staff for instructional planning.
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e. Provide professional development that will enable staff to effectively implement new or revised instructional programs that are
aligned with the school’s comprehensive and instructional plan and intervention model.

f. Develop and pilot a data system for use in schools implementing an intervention model; analyze data; or develop and adopt
interim assessments for use in those schools.

g. Conduct other allowable pre-implementation activities.

h. Include sufficient funds in the budget to conduct pre-implementation activities fully and effectively in addition to
implementing an intervention model for its Tier |, Tier Il, as well as to support school improvement activities in its Tier I11
schools throughout the period of availability of funds.

If applicable, describe the activities for pre-implementation.

Response: (Use as much space as needed.)

In June, 2011 the school division selected an EMO to work with both elementary schools designated as Tier 1 schools. The
superintendent and Chief Academic Officer will develop the contract with the EMO prior to July 1, 2011 for School Board approval in
July, 2011. Together, the EMO, Director of Personnel and Superintendent will hire a principal and assistant principal for AP Hill
Elementary School. The EMO and school principals will attend a training conference sponsored by Edison Learning in early July.
The EMO will work with school staff to review most recent testing data and adjust previously established achievement goals for the
school year. The EMO, school leadership teams and central office staff will review curriculum, pacing guides and develop
appropriate benchmark testing in July and August. Teachers from both schools will take part in summer institutes during the months
of July and August to revise pacing guides and curriculum to ensure alignment with the new standards are evident in the subjects of
language arts, science, mathematics, and social studies. The principals of both schools will hold leadership retreats with select staff
members (School Improvement Teams/Leadership Teams) to discuss the mission and vision of the schools for the next three to five
years. A review of SOL assessment data, working on finalizing the thirty-day plans, and orientation with the LTP will take place
during the months of July and August. The cost associated with these pre-implementation activities is $2500 per school.

Professional development will be provided to teachers and administrators during the month of August. The LTP, Internal Lead
Turnaround Partner and principals will participate in SEA sponsored workshops in July, 2011. The EMO, central office staff and
principals will participate in the Teacher Evaluation Pilot Project sponsored VDOE and implemented by The College of William and
Mary. Training will begin in July, 2011.

SECTION D: BUDGET

As stipulated in the final USED SIG guidance, divisions may apply for $50,000 to $2,000,000 per school for each year of the grant.
The total budget request may not exceed $2,000,000 per school for each year or $6,000,000 per school over three years.

Part 1: Budget Summary (one for the division and one for each school). School Improvement Grant (SIG) funds may be expended on
any allowable expense as described in the Guidelines for School Improvement Grant Application document. School Improvement
Grant funds may also be expended for the purchase of educational vendor/company services to support the implementation of the
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selected intervention model(s). Appendix A in the guidance document contains additional information on the four intervention

models. The LEA must submit the following:
a.

b.

One combined LEA-level budget summary detailing expenditures designed to support implementation of the selected

school intervention model(s) in all schools chosen to be served in the LEA (Tier I, Tier 11 and Tier I11 schools);

For each school served with SIG funds, a budget summary detailing expenditures designed to support implementation of
the selected school intervention model(s) or, if applicable, other school improvement strategies.
For each school served with SIG funds, a detailed narrative describing the use of SIG funds and other sources such as Title
I1, Part A; Title Il, Part D; Title I1, Part A; Title VI, Part B; state and/or local resources supporting the SIG initiatives.

A description of expenditure codes can be found at the end of Section D.

See following pages for budget form(s).

Part 1(a): Combined Division-Level Budget Summary for ALL (Tier I, Tier Il, and Tier I11) Schools the LEA Commits to Serve

In the chart below, please include a budget summary of expenditures for activities designed to support implementation of the selected
school intervention model(s) in the LEA’s Tier | ,Tier 11, and Tier 111 schools. Please duplicate the chart below and complete a separate
budget for each school the LEA commits to serve with SIG funds.

Year 1: 2011-2012
(includes pre-implementation period)

Year 2: 2012-2013

Year 3: 2013-2014

Total

Sum of SIG Funds for

Expenditure Pre- SIG Funds Other Funds | SIG Funds Other SIG Funds Other Funds all three years.

Codes implementation Funds Do not include “other
(SIG Funds) funds.”

el $0.00 |  $160,470.00 $0.00 |  $100,470.00 $0.00 | $100,470.00 $0.00 $361,410.00

2000 -

Employee $0.00 $12,276.00 $0.00 $74,120.00 $0.00 $9,530.00 $0.00 $95,926.00

Benefits

3000 -

Purchased $5,000.00 $840,200.00 $66,000.00 $696,200.00 | $66,000.00 $692,200.00 $66,0000.00 $2,233,600.00

Services

4000 -

Internal $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
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Services

5000 -

Other Charges $0.00 $26,250.80 $0.00 $23,802.90 $0.00 $21,813.80 $0.00 $71,867.50
6000 -
Materials and $0.00 $47,254.00 $15,400.00 $0.00 | $15,400.00 $0.00 $15,400.00 $47,254.00
Supplies
8000 —
Equipment/ $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $108,000.00 $0.00 $108,000.00 $0.00 $216,000.00
Capital Outlay

Total $5,000.00 | $1,091,450.80 $0.00 | $1,002,592.90 $0.00 $932,013.80 $0.00 $3,026,057.50

These expenditure codes are for budgeting and recording expenditures of the educational agency for activities under its control.

Below are definitions of the major expenditure categories. The descriptions provided are examples only. For further clarification on
the proper expenditures of funds, contact your school division budget or finance office, the grant specialist in the Virginia Department
of Education, or refer to the appropriate federal act.
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Part 1(b): Budget Summary for Each School the LEA Commits to Serve with SIG Funds

For each school served with SIG funds, please provide a budget detailing expenditures designed to support implementation of the selected
school intervention model(s) or, if applicable, other school improvement strategies. Separate division- and school-level expenses for SIG
funds. Division-level expenses are those that occur at the division level to support school improvement activities for the specific school.
School-level expenses are those expenses that are incurred for school improvement activities at the school building. Please duplicate the
chart below as needed to complete a separate budget for each school the LEA commits to serve with SIG funds.

SCHOOL NAME: A.P. Hill Elementary TIER IDENTIFICATION: XITIER I [JTIERII [JTIERIII
Year 1: 2011-2012 Year 2: 2012-2013 Year 3: 2013-2014 Total
(includes pre-implementation period)

) Sum of SIG Funds
Expenditure Pre- SIG Funds Other Funds | SIG Funds Other Funds | SIG Funds Other Funds | for all three years.
Codes implementation Do not include

SIG Funds “other funds.”
1000 - Division Expenses | Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses
Personnel $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $
School Expenses | School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses
$ $80,235.00 $50,235.00 $50,235.00 $180,705.00
2000 - Division Expenses | Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses
Personnel $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $
School Expenses | School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses
$ $6,138.00 $37,060.00 $4,765.00 $47,963.00
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3000 - Division Expenses | Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses
Purchased $2,500 $ $ $ $ $ $ $2500
Services
School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses
$ $420,100.00 $348,100.00 $346,100.00 $1,114,300.00
4000 - Division Expenses | Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses
Internal $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $
Services
School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses
$ $ $ $ $
5000 - Division Expenses | Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses
Other $ $13,125.40 $ $11,901.45 $ $10,906.90 $ $35,933.75
Charges
School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses
$ $ $ $ $
6000 - Division Expenses | Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses
Materials $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $
and
Supplies  "Sehool Expenses | School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses
$ $23,627.00 $0.00 $.00 $23,627.00
8000 — Division Expenses | Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses
/EqUIIOment $ $0.00 $ $ $ $ $ $
gi‘t)li;al School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses
y $ $.00 $54,000.00 $54,000.00 $108,000.00
Division Expense Division Expense Other: Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses
$2,500.00 $13,125.40 $ $11,901.45 $ $10,906.90 $ $38,433.75
Total School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses
$ $530,100.00 $489,395.00 $455,100.00 $1,474,595.00
Sum of SIG Funds for all three years for this school $1,513,028.75

Do not include “other funds.”
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SCHOOL NAME: J.E.B. Stuart Elementary

TIER IDENTIFICATION: X TIER |

LITIER I []TIER 11

Year 1: 2011-2012

(includes pre-implementation period)

Year 2: 2012-2013

Year 3: 2013-2014

Total

Sum of SIG Funds

Expenditure Pre- SIG Funds Other Funds | SIG Funds Other Funds | SIG Funds Other Funds | for all three years.
Codes implementation Do not include
SIG Funds “other funds.”
1000 - Division Expenses |Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses
Personnel $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $
School Expenses | School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses
$ $80,235.00 $50,235 $50,235 $180,705.00
2000 - Division Expenses | Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses | Other: Division Expenses
Personnel $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $
School Expenses | School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses
$ $6,138.00 $37,060.00 $4765.00 $47,963.00
3000 - Division Division Other: Division Other: Division Other: Division Expenses
Purchased | Expenses Expenses $ Expenses $ Expenses $ $2500
Services $2,500 $ $ $
School Expenses | School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses
$ $420,100.00 $348,100.00 $346,100.00 $1,114,300.00
4000 - Division Division Other: Division Other: Division Other: Division Expenses
Internal Expenses Expenses $ Expenses $ Expenses $ $
Services $ $ $ $

School Expenses
$

School Expenses
$0.00

School Expenses
$

School Expenses
$

School Expenses
$
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5000 - Division Division Other: Division Other: Division Other: Division Expenses
Other Expenses Expenses $ Expenses Expenses $ $35,933.75
Charges $ $13,125.40 $11,901.45 $10,906.90
School Expenses | School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses
$ $ $ $ $
6000 - Division Division Other: Division Other: Division Other: Division Expenses
Materials Expenses Expenses $ Expenses Expenses $ $
and $ $ $ $
Supplies
School Expenses | School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses
$ $23,627.00 $0.00 $0.00 $23,627.00
8000 — Division Division Other: Division Other: Division Other: Division Expenses
Equipment/ | Expenses Expenses $ Expenses Expenses $ $
Capital $ $0.00 $ $
Outlay
School Expenses | School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses
$ $0.00 $54,000.00 $54,000.00 $108,000.00
Division Expense | Division Expense | Other: Division Other: Division Other: Division Expenses
$2,500.00 $13,125.40 $ Expenses Expenses $ $38,433.75
$11,901.45 $10,906.90
Total
School Expenses | School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses School Expenses
$ $530,100.00 $489,395.00 $455,100.00 $1,474,595.00
Sum of SIG Funds for all three years for this school $1,513,028.75

Do not include “other funds.”

Part 1(c): Budget Narrative for Each School the LEA Commits to Serve with SIG Funds

In the chart below, for each school served with SIG funds, please provide a budget narrative of expenditures for activities designed to
support implementation of the selected school intervention model(s) or, if applicable, other school improvement strategies. Include the use
of SIG funds and other sources such as Title 1, Part A; Title 11, Part D; Title 111, Part A; Title VI, Part B; state and/or local resources
supporting the SIG initiatives. Use as much space as needed for each Expenditure Code. Please duplicate the chart below as needed to

complete a separate budget for each school the LEA commits to serve with SIG funds.
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SCHOOL NAME: A.P. Hill Elementary TIER IDENTIFICATION: XITIER 1 [JTIERII [JTIERIII

1000 — Personnel (Use as much space as necessary.)

An Intervention Specialist will provide tutoring and support for students with emotional and social behavioral problems that prevents those students from meeting grade
level academic expectations (27,000).

Tutoring services will be provided during the day and afterschool with SIG funds (14,000).

Teachers will receive a stipend to complete curriculum unit planning, pacing guide development, and PD. Five teachers from the school will work collectively to align
the new curriculum standards in reading, science, math, and social studies. Teachers will be paid at a rate of $20 per hour working a total of fifteen hours. Certified
teachers will be paid to provide after school remediation for students (1 hour per day, 3 days per week) (Total $9,235)

Up to 10 qualifying teachers will receive a $3,000 incentive for performance. ($30,000)

2000 -Employee Benefits (Use as much space as necessary.)
FICA is estimated at 7.65%.
FICA for up to 10 qualifying teachers will receive a $3,000 incentive for performance

3000 - Purchased Services (Use as much space as necessary.)

The Lead Turnaround Partner will implement the 25 components of the Transformation Model (est. $350,000 Yr. 1, $300,000 Yr. 2, and $300,000 Yr. 3)

An Internal Lead Turnaround Partner will monitor and provide oversight to the transformation initiative ($15,000 per year)

A Math Consultant will provide PD and modeling ($22,000 — Yr. 1). The math consultant is affiliated with SOPRIS West. She holds a masters’ degree and is a math
specialist. She will work 20 days; 10 at each school, 2 days per month. The aforementioned fee includes travel costs.

iStation will provide English/Language Arts Remediation ($6,500 per year)

TeachFirst will provide PD on formative assessment ($2,000 per year)

PD360 will provide both guided and independent PD online ($3,000 per year)

An AR Coach will facilitate the Accelerated Reader program ($21,600 per year). The AR Coach is a licensed teacher. She will work 90 days (3 days per week for 30
weeks). The coach is responsible for implementing the AR Reading program in the school. She will be building the librarians capacity to run the program and
responsible for purchasing student incentives and managing the incentive program. She will serve on the school leadership team.

The division’s lawyer will validate the contract and scope of work for the LTP and the school division’s collaborative efforts ($2,500—Yr. 1)

4000 - Internal Services (Use as much space as necessary.)
N/A

5000 - Other Charges (Use as much space as necessary.)
Indirect Cost is estimated at 2.9% ($13,125.40 Yr. 1, $11,901.45 Yr. 2, $10,906.90 Yr. 3)

6000 - Materials and Supplies (Use as much space as necessary.)

iStation materials will be used to enhanced reading levels ($3,000 per year). The cost for the Web based IStation program is ($6500). AP Hill ES has requested
additional funds for materials (folders, paper, etc). to provide students with hands on materials to take home, materials for small group intervention, and to develop
portfolios to show student progress.

AR incentives will be purchased to motivate students ($0 per year). All students who meet their AR reading goals may be eligible to receive small tokens such as
stickers, pencils, books etc. Larger prizes will be provided to top AR point achievers.
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Voyager materials will be purchased to support reading initiatives ($14,127 per year)

8000 — Equipment/Capital Outlay (Use as much space as necessary.)
One cart of 24 computers (COWS) will be purchased to enhance the Accelerated Reader program and to allow for students to do remediation using the web based iStation program(the cost
will be 34,000) ($0)

SCHOOL NAME: J.E.B. Stuart Elementary TIER IDENTIFICATION: XITIER I [JTIERII [JTIERIII

1000 — Personnel (Use as much space as necessary.)

An Intervention Specialist will provide tutoring and support for students with emotional and social behavioral problems that prevents those students from meeting grade
level academic expectations (27,000).

Tutoring services will be provided during the day and afterschool with SIG funds (14,000).

Teachers will receive a stipend to complete curriculum unit planning, pacing guide development, and PD. Five teachers from the school will work collectively to align
the new curriculum standards in reading, science, math, and social studies. Teachers will be paid at a rate of $20 per hour working a total of fifteen hours. Certified
teachers will be paid to provide after school remediation for students (1 hour per day, 3 days per week) (Total $9,235)

Up to 10 qualifying teachers will receive a $3,000 incentive for performance. ($30,000)

2000 -Employee Benefits (Use as much space as necessary.)
FICA is estimated at 7.65%.
FICA for up to 10 qualifying teachers will receive a $3,000 incentive for performance.

3000 - Purchased Services (Use as much space as necessary.)

The Lead Turnaround Partner will implement the 25 components of the Transformation Model (est. $350,000 Yr. 1, $300,000 Yr. 2, and $300,000 YT. 3)

An Internal Lead Turnaround Partner will monitor and provide oversight to the transformation initiative ($15,000 per year)

A Math Consultant will provide PD and modeling ($22,000 — Yr. 1). The math consultant is affiliated with SOPRIS West. She holds a masters” degree and is a math
specialist. She will work 20 days; 10 at each school, 2 days per month. The aforementioned fee includes travel costs.

iStation will provide English/Language Arts Remediation ($6,500 per year)

TeachFirst will provide PD on formative assessment ($2,000 per year)

PD360 will provide both guided and independent PD online ($3,000 per year)

An AR Coach will facilitate the Accelerated Reader program ($21,600 per year). The AR Coach is a retired Richmond City educator. She will work 90 days (3 days
per week for 30 weeks). The coach is responsible for implementing the AR Reading program in the school. She will be building the librarians capacity to run the
program and responsible for purchasing student incentives and managing the incentive program. She will serve on the school leadership team.

The division’s lawyer will validate the contract and scope of work for the LTP and the school division’s collaborative efforts ($2,500—Yr. 1)
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4000 - Internal Services (Use as much space as necessary.)
N/A

5000 - Other Charges (Use as much space as necessary.)
Indirect Cost is estimated at 2.9% ($13,125.40 Yr. 1, $11,901.45 Yr. 2, $10,906.90 Yr. 3)

6000 - Materials and Supplies (Use as much space as necessary.)

iStation materials will be used to enhanced reading levels ($3,000 per year). The cost for the Web based IStation program is ($6500). AP Hill ES has requested
additional funds for materials (folders, paper, etc). to provide students with hands on materials to take home, materials for small group intervention, and to develop
portfolios to show student progress.

AR incentives will be purchased to motivate students ($0 per year). All students who meet their AR reading goals may be eligible to receive small tokens such as
stickers, pencils, books etc. Larger prizes will be provided to top AR point achievers.

VVoyager materials will be purchased to support reading initiatives ($14,127 per year)

8000 — Equipment/Capital Outlay (Use as much space as necessary.)
One cart of 24 computers (COWS) will be purchased to enhance the Accelerated Reader program and to allow for students to do remediation using the web based iStation program(the cost
will be 34,000) ($0)
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Expenditure Code Definitions

1000 Personal Services - All compensation for the direct labor of persons in the employment of the local government. Salaries and wages
paid to employees for full- and part-time work, including overtime, shift differential, and similar compensation. Also includes payments for
time not worked, including sick leave, vacation, holidays, and other paid absences (jury duty, military pay, etc.), which are earned during the
reporting period.

2000 Employee Benefits - Job related benefits provided employees are part of their total compensation. Fringe benefits include the
employer's portion of FICA, pensions, insurance (life, health, disability income, etc.), and employee allowances.

3000 Purchased Services - Services acquired from outside sources (i.e., private vendors, other governmental entities). Purchase of
the service is on a fee basis or fixed time contract basis. Payments for rentals and utilities are not included in this account description.

4000 Internal Services - Charges from an Internal Service Fund to other functions/activities/elements of the local government for the
use of intragovernmental services, such as data processing, automotive/motor pool, central purchasing/central stores, print shop, and
risk management.

5000 Other Charges - Includes expenditures that support the program, including utilities (maintenance and operation of plant),
staff/administrative/consultant travel, travel (staff/administration), office phone charges, training, leases/rental, Indirect Cost, and other.

6000 Materials and Supplies - Includes articles and commodities that are consumed or materially altered when used and minor
equipment that is not capitalized. This includes any equipment purchased under $5,000, unless the LEA has set a lower capitalization
threshold. Therefore, computer equipment under $5,000 would be reported in “materials and supplies.”

8000 Equipment/Capital Outlay - Outlays that result in the acquisition of or additions to capitalized assets. Capital Outlay does not
include the purchase of equipment costing less than $5,000 unless the LEA has set a lower capitalization threshold.
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Section E: Assurances

The LEA must assure that it will—
1. Use its SIG funds to implement fully and effectively an intervention in each Tier | and Tier 11 school that the LEA commits
to serve consistent with the final requirements;

2. Viathe Indistar™ online school improvement tool, establish annual goals for student achievement on the State’s
assessments in both reading/language arts and mathematics and, on a quarterly basis, measure progress on the leading
indicators in Section B of this application to monitor each Tier | and Tier Il school that it serves with school improvement
funds, and establish goals (approved and monitored by the SEA) to hold accountable its Tier 111 schools that receive school
improvement funds;

3. Ifitimplements a restart model in a Tier I or Tier Il school, include in its contract or agreement terms and provisions to
hold the charter operator, charter management organization, or education management organization accountable for
complying with the final requirements; and

4. Report to the SEA the school-level data required under the final requirements of this SIG grant.

Section F: Waivers

The LEA identifies the waiver that it will implement for each school. Not all waivers are applicable for each school. If the waiver is
applicable, please identify the school that will implement the waiver.

[] A waiver from Section 1116(b)(12) of the Elementary and Secondary Act of 1965 (ESEA) to permit local educational agencies to
allow their Tier I, and Tier Il, Tier Ill, Title I participating schools implementing a turnaround or restart model to “start over” in the
school improvement timeline.

(School Name)
(School Name)
(School Name)
(School Name)

A wnh e
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[ ] A waiver from the 40 percent poverty threshold in Section 1114(a)(1) of the ESEA to permit local educational agencies to
implement a schoolwide program in a Tier I, Tier 1, or Tier 111 school that does not meet the poverty threshold.

(School Name)
(School Name)
(School Name)
(School Name)

Hwnh e

Application Submission
e Applications are due on Friday, June 17, 2011. The application must be submitted to the Department via the Virginia Department
of Education’s Single Sign-On for Web Systems (SSWS) DropBox no later than midnight on Friday, June 17, 2011.
Applications should be sent to the attention of Marcia Birdsong.
¢ Inthe subject line, indicate the division name and application type (e.g., Portsmouth SIG Application).
In the file name, include the division name, application type, and initial year of implementation
(e.g., PortsmouthSIGApplication11-12).

(If there is a need for a dropbox user name and password, please contact your SSWS division administrator.)
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Attachment #1 - Revised
Extended Day
During the 2011-2012 school year, the school division will conduct a feasibility study to investigate the possibility of extending
the school day.

Extended Learning Opportunities

All Students at JEB Stuart and AP Hill Elementary Schools will be afforded the opportunity to participate in the Extended Day
Program. The Extended Day Program is an after school remediation option for students at both schools. The program will provide
a high quality after school program that integrates the educational, emotional, physical and social needs of each child. The
program will specifically highlight the following areas: test-taking skills, intensive intervention with students in Tier 3 of iStation,
remediation of students performing below average on weekly and 4.5 weeks math assessments. Students will receive an additional
one-hour of remediation outside of the normal school day three days a week. The program will be staffed with four teachers being
compensated at a rate of $21 per hour. Through remediation efforts of the after-school teachers, the goal will be to have students
rotate out of the program after noting progress with iStation and math assessments. Students will be administered a pretest prior
to entering the program and a post assessment prior to exiting the program.

Accelerated Reading (AR) Program

Reading assessment scores at AP Hill declined from 64% to 62.08% during the 2010-11 SY while scores at JEB Stuart increased
from 69% to 76.73%. The A.R. program increases reading comprehension when students are consistently provided with books on
their independent reading levels. The program motivates reluctant readers through quality literature, and by providing incentives
for reaching goals. To Implement the AR program with fidelity at each school, which will assist in increasing reading assessments
scores, an A.R. Coach will be hired. This coach will work with the school librarian and the leadership team to ensure that AR is
fully implemented for all students. Knowledgeable educators will work with librarians at each school to ensure all components of
the program are implemented (Class Level and Student Level - Diagnostic Reports, Professional Development, Book Clubs). The
educators will be charged with monitoring the AR program and tracking the successes of students who participate in the program.
Students will be provided incentives for having the most points at the end of each marking period.

Teacher Evaluation

The Petersburg Public School division is participating in a pilot program with The College of William and Mary and the Virginia
Department of Education to incorporate student growth measure into teacher evaluation. Petersburg’s teacher evaluation system
for all schools will incorporate student growth measures.

Intervention Specialist
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The Intervention Specialist will provide tutoring and support for students with emotional and social behavioral problems that
prevent those students from meeting grade level academic expectations.
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A.P. HILL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
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2009 — 2010
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SubGroup Results Report

Multiple Choice Tests, Spring 2009

Stendards District: Petersburg City Public Schools

1 g&?sﬂ%%t School Name: A. P. Hill Elem.

e ) g BB 30 4 X Rosource

Roport run on; June 7, 2011

Report Disaggregation Parameters.
Test Name: Reading Grade 3 (2002 Standards)
Document Level: 03

Student Group:~ All Tested

Saore Bands ¢ »=0and <601

AH Students in Testlng Group

Percent oL Numher : '_-—.Parsant_ '-_xi:lfiunibar ' "‘-_'-',' ;E_Percanl :‘Aveiége
. Group - ‘Passing ‘Passing - Falllag Falling Scoras
Number In Gseﬁp 85 100.00% 56 85.88% 28 34,12% 427.68

Mot Enrolied In Couise ¢ 0.00% ]
All Tested 85 100.00% 58 85.88% 29 34.12% 427.68
Eligible Only 85— 160:00% b6 —65:88% 29 3412% 427,66

Subgroups W!thin Tesﬂng Group

. Tested ;- Paroentaga of Numbar L I Percent 5 UNumber -2 '3Parcam- . Averags -,
Suhgmup “Group - Passlng “pasglng - oFalilng Failing Seores

Fiale 48 54.12% 31 B87.39% 16 3Z81% -A25.48

Female 39 45.88% 25 64.10% 4 35.00% 430.23
Non-Minorily 0 0.00% 1] 0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00

TMinority 85 100.00% 58 55.88% 29 34.i2% 427.68

Non-Disabled 75 88.24%— 51 88.00% 24 - 32.00% 433.16

Disabled 10 11.76% 5 50.00% 5 B0.00% ~386.40

Non-Limited English 85 100.00% o6 65.88% 29 34.12% 427.66
Limited English 0 . . 00% - 0 0.00% 2] - D00%-- 0.00

Non-Econ Disadvaniage 15 17.65% 11 73.33% 4 26.87% 422.33

Econ Disadvantage 70 82.35% 45 “64,20%— 25 35.71% 428.80
Migrant... 0 0.00% 0 0.00% Y G.00% 0.00

Homeless 6 7.06% 3 50.00% 3 650.00% 395.67
Neglecled 0 0.00% B 0.00% 0 0.00%.. 0.060

Copyrighted Material 2004-2011 Page 1 of 2




SubGroup Resuits Report
Multiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2009

_ AB Sft?.ndargls District: Petersburg City Public Schools
= — 2 ofieaming .
Y STEM Qg:lsﬁinaent School Name: A, P. Hill Eler.

Report run on: June 7, 2011

Selection Informatlon :
Test Name: Reading Grade 3 (2002 Slandards)
Bocument Level: 03
Student Group: Ali Tested
Score Bands 1 >=0 and <601
SUBGROUP CATEGORY codas ~ Toss _ "Rouit® e atss  proicen T
Total Number Of Students 85
Total Number Tesied 85 100% 427.66 20% 45.88% 34.12%
T GENER T opde o Toese OO e profeem P
Males Tested M 48 54.12% 425.48 19.57% 47,83% 32.61%
Females Tested — F 3% 45.88% 430,23 20.51% 43.69% 35.9%
T ETANGIL  odes - Totals Popentage "7 oM acuaneed” b L
Unspecified o 4] 0% 4] 0% 0%
American Indlan or Alaskan Native 1 0. 0% 0 0% 0%
Aslan 2 0 0% 0- 0% 0%
Black {Not of Hispanto Origln) 3 83 27.65% 426.31 19.28% 45,78% 34.94%
Hispanic 4 i 1.18% b1t 100% 0% 0%
White (Not of Hispanic Odgln) 5 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
-Native Hawalan/Other Paclife lslander ] 1 1.18% 456 0% 100%— 0%.
CIGABILITY STATUS -\ codes - rotas PSR CHE  htaneed
No Disabliittes 75 88.24% 433.16 21.33% 2%
Mental Retardation (both TMR & EMA) o -0 % Y 0% 0% -
Sevare - Profound Disabilitles 02 0 0% 0 0% 0%
- Mulliple Disabilitles 03 0 0% 0 0% 0%
Orthopedio Disabllitles 04 0 0% o 0% 0%
Visual Impafrmant 05 t] 0% ] 0% 0%
Hearlng Impaiment 06 0 0% 0 0% 0%
Leaming Disability 07 1] 0% 1] 0% - 0%
Sericus Emotional Dislurbance 133 0 0% 0 0% 0%,
Spasch or Language Impalmment 0% 7 8.24% 398.14 14.20% 42.86%
OtharHealth Impalment 10 0 0% 0 0% 0% _
Physlcal Disabliity 11 o 0% 0 0% 0%
Deainess and Blindness 12 0 0% 0 0%— 0%
Autism 13 0 0% 0 0% 0%
Traumatic Bratn injury 14 0 0% 0 0% 0%
Handlcapped Under Ssction 504 16 3 3.63% 359 0% 88.87%
Develcpmentally Delayed 16 0 0% 0 0% 0%

Copyrighted Materlal 2004-2011 Paga2of2




SubGroup Resulis Report
Multiple Choice Tests, Spring 2008
Ap Standands District: Petersburg City Public Schools

. %fst‘::"s‘;g?“ . Schoo! Name: A, P. Hill Elem.

i Resource

Report run on: June 7, 2011

Report Disaggregation Parameters -~ -
Test Name: Reading Grade 4 (2002 Standards)
Document Level: 04

Student Group: Al Tested

Sgore Bands : »=0and <601

A!I Studentsm Testmg Group

Numbar Percant e ‘.:;:.-Number '-A'{:."’~;‘Péi;i':'é.i'1f - "-E_;Avefaga
i ; : Paas!ng Passlng‘i“ “Falllng ~ - "-.Falling 0 ° Scores
“iwraber In Group 78 £8. 73.42% 21 08.68% 463,53

Not Enrolied In Coursg 0 _0.00%
All Tosted 79 100.00% 68 73.42% | 28.68% 453,63
Eligible Only 79 100.00% 68. —7332% 29 26.68% 453.63

, Subgroups Witiﬂn Tes*ing Group

oty Parcem ;-'..'_
Fafiing -

Male 36 26— 72.22% 10 27.78%
Female 43 32 74.42%- 1 26.58%
Non-Minority i 1 100.00% 0 0.00%
Minoriy 78 57 73.08% 21 26.92%
Norn-Disabled 74 54 72.97% -20- 27.03%
Disablad 5 4 80.00% 1 20.00% 442.00
Nen-Limitad English 79 58 73.42% 21 26.58% 453.63
Limited English 0 o 0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00
Non-Econ Disadvantage 19 24.05% 16 84.21% 3 16.79% 479,32
Econ Disadvantage 80 75.05% 42 70.00% 18 30.00% -445.37—
Mlgrant 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00
Homaless 5_ 6.33% 4 80.00% 1 20.00% 450.40
Naglecled 0 —0.00% 0 0.00% - 0 000%_ . 0.00

Copyrighted Materlal 2004-2011 Page fof2




SubGroup Resulis Report
Muitiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2009

: AR Sﬁndmlis District: Petersburg City Public Schools
' dfleating o thool Name: A. P. Hill Elem,

Resource

Report run on: June 7, 2011

-iSelecilon Information -
Test Nama: Reading Grade 4 (2002 SEandards)
Document Level: 04

Student Group: All Tesled

Score Bandst »>=0 and < 601

SUSGROUP GATEGORY _ Comes _ Tows  "reets®® LUl pduanced puoibom T
Totat Number Of Siudents 79
Total Number Tested 79 100% 453.53 30.38% A3.04% 28.58%
TIENDER | codes | Tows | Peperae —oCOuR alss o bty
Matas Tested M 36 45.67% 447.19 26% A47.22% 27.78%
Females Teosted F 43 B4.43% 458,84 34.88% 30.53% 25.58%
IOy aes - Totels - Topenag - SOP oy o prooans !
Unspecliied 0 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
- American Indlan-or Alaskan Nallve 1 0 0% —0 0% 0% -0%
Aslan 2 1 127% 600 100% 0% 0%
Back {Nol of Hispanic Origln} 3 77- 97.47% 449.73 28.57% A416% 27.27%
Hispanis 4 4 0% i 0% 0% 0%
White (Not of Hispanle Orlgln} 5 1 1.27% 800 400% 0% 0%
Nalive Hawalan/Other Pagiile Istander 6 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%

Percentage JGroup ;- Ti -Pase "vPags ¢} "-"":'-."'Fali

Rl el ' ‘Totals “Tesled “Average ' -Advanced Pro!lcent o
No Dizabillies T4 93.67% 45431 32.43% 40.64% 27.03%

L utantal Retardation (both TMR & EMR) o1 o % 0 0% 0% 0% 3
Savere - Profound Disabilitles 02 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
__ Multiple Disabilifes 03 0 0% B 0% 0% 0%
Orthopedic Disabllitles 04 i 0% _Q 0% 0% 0%
Visual Impaliment 05 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Hearing Impalrment 06— 0 0%-— 0 0% 0% 0%
Learning Disability- o7 1 1.27% 441 0% - 100% 0%
B Sarlous Emolional Distutbance o8 1 1.27% 441 0% 100% 0%
Speech or Language Impakment- 09 2 2.53% 430 0% 50% 50%
Other/Health impaliment 10 o 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Physlcal Disablity 11 o 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
) Dealness and Biindness 12 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
- Autlam 13 0 0% '3 0% 0% 0%
Traumalic Braln Injury i4 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Handicapped Under Sactlon 604 15 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Developmentally Dalayed 16 i] 1.27% 468 0% 100% 0%

Copyrighted Materlal 2004-2011 Paga20of2




SubGroup Resulis Report
Multiple Choice Tests, Spring 2008
_ AR Standards District: Petersburg City Public Schools

fLearni ,
ofleanind  gchool Name: A. P. Hill Elem.

2 Resourcs

Report run on: June 7, 2011

Report Dlsaggfgq\ ation Parameters -
Test Name: Reading Grads 5 {2002 Standards)
Document Level 05

Student Group: All Tested

Score Bands ; »= 0 and <601

AI! Students in Testmg Group

To-ia.l; k . Number - Number ; ;';';jr-‘arcent - Average
LRl . “'Passlng ZFalilng - Falling 1 §eoras
Numbsr In Group 75 66 8 12.00% 449.69.
Not Enrolled in Course 0
All Tested 75 66 88,00% g 12.00% 449,69
-Eliglble Only 75 86 88.00% 2 12.00% 449,59 —

! ore '5_1' Number L -"-_.Percem
L S-Cilpagsing™ “Faliing Falling
- Mele —35- 46.67% az 81.43% 3 B.567%-
Female 40 53.33% 34 85.00%— 5 16.00%
Non-Minority 0 0.00% L 0.00% 0. 0.00%
Minority 75 100.00% 86 88.00% 9 i2.00%
Non-Disabled 72 96.00% B3 87.50% 9 12.60% 449.94
Disabled 3 4,00% 3 100.00% [ 0.00% 441.00
Non-Limited English 75 100.00% 66 88.00% ) 12,00% 449,59
Limited English 0 - 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% - 0.00-
Non-Econ Disadvantage 18 -24.00% 16 88.89% 2 1111% 461.22
Econ Disadvantage &7 - 76.00% &0 B7.72% 7 12,28% 445.91
Migrant 0 0.00% -0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00
_ Homeless ] 4.00% 2 ' 66.67% i 33.33% 41833
. Neglecled—-— 0 0.00%- -0 y 0.00%_. 0 0:00% D00 1.

Copyrighted Materlal 2004-2011 Page 1 of 2




SubGroup Results Repori

Muitiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2009

Standards District: Petersburg City Public Schools

L
sfteamind o i Name: A, P. HIll Elem,

Resourca

SYSTEM

Report run on: June 7, 2011

Selectlon Information *

Test Name: Reading Qrade 5 {2002 Standards)
Document Leval: 05

Student Group: All Tested

ScoreBands 1 >=0and <601

e
TSUBGROUP CATEGORY __ Codes _ Toils _ "'pomd®  avrago pdeaesi profem ol
Total Number Of Students 76 i}
Tota) Number Tested 75 $00% 449.59 9.35% 78.67% 12%
CENDER T Gaten | Totms P S e e T
Males Tested M 356 46.67% 446,91 6.71% 85.71% 8.67%
Femalas Tested ' E 40 53.33% 451.02 12.6% 72.5% 16%
T RTTETY  oodes 1 Tois | Fopeeie, | UOM eanein broean
Unspacifled 0 '3 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Amedcan{ndlan or Alaskan Naiive 1 Yy 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Aslan 2 o 0% ¢ 0% 0% 0%
Black (ot of Hispanie Origin} 3 72 896% 448.88 8.33% 7047% 12.5%
Hispanic A= 3 4% 466.87 33.33% 66.67% 0%
White (Not of Hispanlc Origin) - B G 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Nalive Hawalar/Olher Paciflo Islander 6 [ 0% G- 0% 0% 0%

““Percentage T Greup oPass. - o oPasg iUl Fa!l o

S DISABILITY:STATUS /- “Codas ™ eiain— Tested AVG@QL Adv hoed Broflc ant
. No Disatllittes 72 96% 449.94 8.72% 77.78% 12.5%
Mental-Rotardation (both TMR & EMR) -01 -0 0% 0 0% 0% 0% -
Severe - Profound Disabllitles 02 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
_Multipla Disabllities 03 o 0% [ 0% 0% 0%
B Orihopedic Disabliitles 04 0 0% Y 0% 0% 0%
Visual Impalmnant 05 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Hearing Impalment 08 0 0% 0 0%- _0% 0%
Leaming Disabllity 07 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
‘Serlous Emotional Disturbance - 08 0 0% g 0% 0% 0%
“Speech or Languags impalment 09 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
OlhsrHealh Impalrment 10 i 1.33% 441 0% 100% 0%
Physlcal Disabiilty 11 0 0% o 0% 0% 0%
‘Deafness and Biindness 12 0 0% 0 0% - 0% 0%
Autism i3 o 0% Y 0% 0% 0%
Traumatlo Braln injusy 14 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Handlcapped Under Secllon 604 15 2 2.67% 444 0% 100% 0%
Developmentally Delayed 16 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%

Copyrighted Matertal 2004-2011 ' Page 2 of 2




SubGroup Resulis Report
Multiple Choice Tests, Spring 2009
AR Standards District: Petersburg City Public Schools

of Eearnin
SYSTEM R

Assessment | School Name: A. P. Hill Elem.
Raport runi ort; June 7, 2011

fasaurce

Report Dlsaggregatlon Parameters

Test Name: Mathematics Grade 3 (2001 Standards)
Document Level: 03

Student Group: All Tested

Scoro Bands ; »= 0 and < 601

AII Students in Testing Group

. Parcnt - - Number -, ‘Parcent .. .. Average -
: . ; I?as_s_ln_g . 'Falling "Falllng *'Sgores
Number In Group 85 76.29%. 21 24,71% 442,68
Mot Envolted In Course 0
All Tosted 85 100.00% 64 75,28% 21 24,71% 442,58
Eligible-Only 85 100,00% 84 75.29% 21 24.71% 442.58
i 'Porgent -+ Number "Rercent » - -:_-}Average
: - =Passing -+ - Falling *Falllng " "Scorea
Male 47 55,29% 36 . 78.80% 17 23.40% 445.74
Female 38 44.71% 28 73:85% i0 26.32% 438.88
Non-Minority 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00
Minority 85 100.00% 84 76.29% 21 24.711% 44258
Mon-Disabled 74 B87.06% 58 78.38% 16 21.82%- 450.47
- Disabled 11 12.84% 6 64.55% 1 45.45% 389.45
Nor-Limited English 85 100.00% 64 75.29% 21 24.71% 442,68
~ "Limited English g . 0:00% 0 0.00% o_ 0,00% 0.00
Non-Econ_Disadvantage 16 17:65%— 11 73.33% 4 2B6.67% 443.07
Econ Disadvantage 70 B2.35% 53 76.71% 17. 24.20% 442.47
Migrant-- 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00
Homeless 6 7.06% 3 50.00% 50.00% 401.17
Neglacted o 0.00% 0 .0.00% 1] 0.00% 0.00
Capyrighted Material 2004-2011 Page 1 of 2
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A P Slandards:
3 ofLearnlng

Assessment

SubGroup Results Report

Multiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2009
District: Petersburg City Publie Schools
School Name: A. . Hill Elem,

Sslection Information ™~

_Document Level: 03
Student Group: All Testad
Score Bands ¢ »=0 and-<601

Test Name: Mathemalics Grade 3 (2001 Standards)

et —— e

T SUBGROUP ATEGORY - - ~codss _ Towts  "tll®  avuafe e omeent P
Total Number Of Students 8§
Total Number Testad 85 100% 442,58 17.65% 57.85% 24.71%
T amnan e Tows P S, pdemess b T
Males Tesled M 47 £65.29% 445.74 21.28% £5.32% 23.4%
Fomales Tested F 38 44.71% 43886 13.16% 60.63% 26.32%
Unspecified 1] -0- 0% ¢ 0% 0% 0%
Amerlcan indian or Alaskan Native — 1 G 0% - 0% 0% 0% -
Aslan 2 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Black {Not of Hispanic Orlgin} 3 83 97.85% 440:72 18.87% 57.83% 253% -1
Hispanic 4 1 1.18% 582 “100% 0%- 0%
White {Not of Hispanic Crlgin) & 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Native Hawalar/Other Pacific lslander 6 1 1,18% 447 0% $00% 0%
T OISARILITY,STATUS . Godes * “Totss. g8 e brataom
No Disdbfliies 74 87.06% 45047 20.27% 58.11% 21.82%
Mental Retardation{boih TR & EMR) ot o 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Severe - Profound Disabililes 02 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
__ Muliiple Disabililes 03 1] 0% 0 0% 0% 0% -
Orthopedio Disabilities 04 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Visual Impaiment 05 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Hearng impaiment 06 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
‘eaming Disabilify -07 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%.
Serious Emotional Disturbancs 08~ 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0% -
Speach or Language Impairment” (31 7 8.24% 447.29° 0% 71.43% 28.57%
Other/Hsalih Impaliment 10 0 0% 0 0% T 0% 0%
Physlical Disability 11 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%-
Deatness and Bilndness 12 0 0% G 0% 0% 0%
Autlsm 13 0 0% o 0% 0% 0%
Traumatio Brain Injury \L) 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Handicapped Under Sectlon 504 15 4 4.71% 340.76 0% 25% 75%
Davelopmantally Delayed 16 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Copyrighted Matertal 2004-2011 Page20f2




Standards
of Learning

B Rescurce

Report run on: June 7, 2011

Assessment

SubGroup Results Report
Muttipte Chaice Tests, Spring 2009
Dlstrlet: Petersburg City Publle Schools
School Name: A. P. Hill Elem.

Copyrighted Materlal 2004-2011

Beport Disaggregation Parameters
Test Name: Malhematics Grade 4 (2001 Standards)
Document Level: 04
Student Group: Alt Tested
Score Bands ; >=0and <501
All Students in Testing Group
S Number : ercenl Number' ~:'-:"','?s..l='er~cén\ -_'f"g._fA-iIAveraga
R Passlng w -:Pas,glng Falilng :"Falllpg’ - Sgores
MNumber In Group 79 100.00% 65 82.28% 14 17.72% 452,10
Not Enrolled lnCourse 0 0.00%
All Tested 78 100.00% 66 82.28% 14 17.72% 452,10
~Efigible Only 79 100.00% - 45— 82.28% 14 17.72% a0 |
1thln “Testing Group
T : ercent Poroant - - -Avarage
\ Subgroup *Passing : ~Falllng T Soeres
Male 386 £0.56% 7 10.44% . 457.86_
Female 43 83.72% 7 18.28% 452,30
Non-Minority 1 100.00% 0 0.00% £27.00
Minority 78 88.73% B4 82.05% 14 17.85% 451,14-
Non-Disabled 74 93.87% 80 81.08% 14 18.92% 453.05
Disabled & 6.33% & 100.00% 0 -5.00% 438,00
Nen-Limited English 79 100.00% 85 82.28% 14 17.72% 452.10
Limited English - 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0,00
Non-Econ Disadvantage 19 24.05% 18 04.74% 1 5.26% 473.00
Ecan Disadvanlage 60 76.95% A7 78.33% 13 21.87% 445.48
Migrant 0 0.00% 0~ 0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00
Homelass_ 5 6.33% 4 80.00% 20.00% 438.40
A ——Negletlos— 0 0.00% 0 _D.00% 0 0.60%- 060
Pagae i of2




SubGroup Results Report

Multiple Choice Tests, Spring 2009
Ap_swndards District: Pelersburg City Public Schools

of Learmning

SYSTEM ,gssassmem Schoo! Name: A, P. Hill Elem.
1 Resource
Report run on: June 7, 2011

Seleotion Informatlon
Test Name: Mathematics Grade 4 (2001 Standards)
Document Lavel: 04
Student Group: Alf Tested
Soore Bands 1 >= 0 and < 801
O
el IRGROLIE CATEC e T Pert:anlage “Group .- Pass ~-Pass - - g,
‘SUBGROUP CATEGORY Codes Totals “Tested __ Average . Advanced Proflcont Fall
Total Number Of Studsnts- 79
Total Number Tested 79 100% 452.1 25.32% £56.96% 17.72%
- TTGENDER - o podes-i Tol a]s"_{'-i',Pgrcenlage . “Groyprs [l Pass T Pass. L g
. 12 s - * - 'Tealed * Average Advanced *Proficent — h
Males Tested M 36 45.67% 451,86 26% 55.56% 10.44%
Females Tested — F 43 54.43% —AB2.3 25.68% 58.14% i6.28%
: LI .-'_‘T,l"v_.‘-v"-','_‘".::': o S -Psrcemage L G _Pags T PESS ' . B 3
ETHNICITY - c°d?;5- Totals “Tosled__ Average _ Advanced “Proficent il
Unspeciifed 0 0 0%- -0 0% 0% 0%
American Indlan or Alaskan Native 1 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Aslan 2 1 1.27% 600 100% 0% 0%
Black {Nol of Hispanie Origlny. 3 77 07.47%— 450.51 23.38% 58.44% 18.18%
Hispanle 4 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Whita-{Not of Hispanic Origin} 5 1 1.27% 627 100% 0% 0%
Native Hawalan/Other Paclfic Istander B [\ 0% o 0% 0% 0%
LS ABILIT T T T T groenlage < - 1 8roup- TPase 1 pay i
DISABILITY STATUS (1 inCodes .- Totals =\, qetiag average Pmﬂ ot ' CFalln
B No Digablildes 74 -93.67% 453,05 54.05% 18.82%
Mental Retardation {both T & EMR) 01 0 0% 0 0% 0%
Severe - Profound Disabliifes 02 4 0% 1] 0% 0%
Multiple Disablites 03 0 0% 0 0% 0%
Orthopedic Disabliitles -04 0 0% 0 0% 0%
Visual Impalment 05 0 0% 0 0% 8%
Hearing Impalment 06 0 0% 0 0% 0%
Leaming Disability o7 i 1.27% 488 100% 0%
Sernous Emotionat Distuibance 0B 1 1.27% 469 100% 0%
Spesch or Language Impatment 09 2 2.53% 4155 100% 0%-
Other/Health Impalrment 10 t] 0% 0 0% 0%
B Physlcal Disabllity 11 0 0% 4 0% 0%
Deafness and Blindness 12 o 0% 0 0% 0%
Autlsm 13 0 0% 0 0% 0%
Traumnatic Braln Injury 14 0 0% 0 0% 0%
Handlcapped Under Section 504 16 0 0% 0 0% 0%
Devalopmsntally Detayed 16 1 1.27% 402 100% 0%
Copytighted Materlal 2004-2011 Paga2of2




SubGroup Results Report
Mulliple Cholce Tests, Spring 2009
Distrlet: Petersburg City Public Schools
. School Name: A. P. Hill Elem.

Report run on: June 7, 2011

Report Disaggregation Parameters _ ]
Tost Name: Mathemallcs Grads 5 {2001 Standards}
Document Level; 05
Studant Group: All Tested B
Score Bands 1 >=0and <601
A[l Students in Testlng Group
i P_e"cenwt_  “Number - - ﬁercant ‘-',.'Number o Parcent U Averaga
. - .5 Group Passlrig > 'Passing Falllng ™~ -~ "~ " Falling “Sgores .
Number in Group 74 100;00% B5 74.32% 19 25.68% 466,99
Not-Enrolied In Gourse [t] 0.00%
All Tested 74 100.00% 56 74.32% 19 25,68% 466.89
Eifgibie Only 74 100.00% 55 74.32% 8 25.58% 456.98
Subgroup&WIthln Testin-g Group
. groenit - v-;Numher “pargent ¢ - “Average..
‘passing “ Falllng - Sealllng . :Scores
Male FOATH 8 -2353% 470.26
Female 72.60% 11 27.50% 464.20
Non-Minority 0.00% 0 000% 0.00
Minority 74 100.00% B85 — 74.32% 19 25,68% 466.80
Non-Disabled 70 94,68% 54 TTA4% 16 22.86% 472,74
Disabled 4 B.41% 1 26.00% 3 76.00% 366,25
Non-Limited English 74 100.00% 55 74.32% 19 25.68% 466.99
Limited English 0 0.00% 0 0.06% 0 0.00% 0.00
Non-Econ Disadvantage 18 24.32% 13 72.22% 5 27.78% 472,04~
Econ Disadvantage 56 7688% 42 76.00% 14 25,00% 465.07
—Migrant 0 0.00% 0 —000%- 0 0.00% 0.00
Homeless 3 4.05% 2 86.67% 1 33.33% 463,33
— — - Neglecteg——— 0 ———0:00% 0— 000% 0. 000% 000
Copyrighted Materlal 2004-2011 Pags 1 0f2




- AR o
: | of Learving

Assessment
Resourca

Report run on: June 7, 2011

SubGroup Results Report

Mulliple Cholce Tests, Spring 2008
District: Petersburg City Public Schools

School Name: A, P. Hill Efem. -

Selection Informatlon

Tost Name: Mathematlcs Grade 5 {2001 Standards)

pPocument Level: 05
Siadent Qraup: All Tested
Score Bands : >=0and < 601

S UBGROUP CATEGORY  Godes . Tauls _ POLonage O ess  poleen T
Total Number Of Students 74
Totai Number Tasted 74 100% 438,99 39.19% 35.14% 25,68%
T amRoen oo e P o fies prolsen A
Malas Tosted M 34 45.85% 470.26 41.18% 35.20% 23.53%
Females Tested F 40 54.05% 484:2 37.6% 35% 27.5%
s e < - LRl M VAR - . |
Unspeciied 0 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Amerlcan indlarror-Alaskan Native 1 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%-
Aslan 2 0 0% 0 0% 0% _0%
Blagk {Nol of Hispanic Origin} 3 71 £5.95%. 464.27 A8.03% 35.21% 28.76%
Hispanic 4 3 4.06% 531.33 88.67% 33,33% 0%
White {Not of Hispante Origin) 5 -0 0% -0 0% 0% 0%
Native HawalaryOther Pacific tslander ) G- 0% 4 0% 0% 0%
B ~Percentage - .@roup- ipasgLc . L. Pags: it
: Tested .~ - “Averags Advanced  -Proficent :
_ -No Disabliites 70 94.66% A72.74 A1.43% 35.71% 22.86%
Montal Ratardation {both TMR & EMR) 01 Q 0% Q 0% 0% 0%
Savere - Profound Disablliles 02 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
_ Multipla Disabillies _ 03 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Orhopedic Disabilities 04 0 0% -G 0% 0% 0%
Visual Impalment 05 G 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
- Hearing-lmpalmment™ 06 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
t-eaming Disabitlty o7 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Serjous Emotional Disturbance 08 0 0% ] B8%— 0% 0%
Spaech or Language Impalment 08 0_ 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Other/Health Impalrment 10 1 1.35% 426 0% 100% 0%
Physlcal Disability i1 ¢ 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Dealness and Blindness 12 0 0% a 0% 0% 0%
Auilsm 13 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Traumatic Braln injury 14 0 0% Y 0% 0% 0%
Handicapped Under Sectlon 504 15 3 4.05% 346.33 0% 0% 100%
Davelopmentaliy Delayed 16 0 0% 3 0% 0% 0%
Copyrighted Materlal 2004-2011 Page?2of2
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Report run on: June 7, 2011

Muitiple Choice Tests, Spring 2010

District: Petershurg City Public Schools
School Name: A. P. Hill Elem.

SubGroup Results Report

Heport Disaggrapatlon Paramaters -

Tost Name: Reading Grade 3 (2002 Standards)
Document Level: 03

Student Groups All Tested

Seore Bands 1 >=0and <601

Group
ant i pergent -~ ¢ Number. " peraent - - “hverage .
“ Passing - - :Falling -~ Falllng -~ .- Scores
Numbsr In Group 87 100,00%- 40 46,98% 47 54.02% 397.48
Not Enrolied In Course 0 0.00%
Al Tested a7 100.00% 40 45.98% 47 £54,02% 397.46
__Eligible Only 87 -$00:00% 40 45,96% 47 54.02% 397.46
Group
arcant RN TR {I.iié;"c'e:i{t e
- Passing “Faillng
Male 16 38.46% 61.54%
Famale 48- B5.17% 25 52.08% 23 47.92%
Non-Minority- 0 0,00% 0 0.00% Q 0.00% .
Minorlty 87 100.00% 40 45.98% 47 54.02% 397.45
-Nen-Disabled a2 94,25% 38— 4B.34% 44 53,66% 398.28
Disabled ) 5:75% 2 A0.00% 3 60.00% 38440
Non-Limited English 87 §00.00% 40 45.98% 47 54.02% 397.46
Limited English 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% — 000
Non-Econ Disadvantage 39 44.83% 17 43.69% 22 56.41% 30252
Eson Disadvantage 48 £65.17% 23 47.92% 25 52.08%- 401,16
Migrant 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0:00% G0
Homaeless 2 2.30% 1 50.00% 1 60.00% 394.00
...... o Neglecled 0 000% ____ R 0.00% o_ 0.00% 0.00
Copyrighted Maierial 2004-2011 Pagoiof2
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SubGroup Results Beport

Multiple Cheice Tests, Spring 2010
District: Petersburg Cliy Public Schools

Name: A. P, Hill Elem.

Seléction Information .

Test Name: Reading Grade 3 {2002 Standards)
Pocument Level: 03

Student Group: All Tesled

Score Bands ¢ >=0and <601

""-i-'SLi'B‘G'Roﬁi?‘-'f CA‘fEGORY . codes . Totals - :'-"e,;‘g"s't‘;fﬁ?. - ;3,;‘;;&‘ : Adﬂg;:w ' péﬂﬁiﬁn{ i )
Total-Number Of Studenis 87 .
Totat Number Tested 87 100% 397.46 12,84% 33.33% 54,02%
CUGENDER Tt T Codes i Totals P reated A%ﬁe -Adf::::ed e Rl
Malos Tested M 39 44.83% 382.07 12.82% 26.64% 61.64%
Famales Tested “F 48 65,17% L 40923 12.6% —38.68% - 42.92%
] T ader T PO S e brooent
Unspecllied 0 0 0%- 0 0% 0%.
Amstlcan Indlan or Alaskan Native 1 “ 0 0% 0 0% 0%
Aglan 2 i 1.15% 485 0% 100% 0%
Black {Not of Rispanic Crigin} K] 88 98.85% 306.44 12.78% 32.66% 54.65%
_Hispanie 4 ) 0% 0 0% 0% 0% -
White (Not of Hispanle Origin) 5 0 4% L2 0% 0% 0%. ’
Natlvs Hawalan/Other Paclflc Islandsr 6 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
ISABILITY.STATUS "= Godes 1 Tolgis Pa{.ies?;:‘ge_‘ Aevra?:gpa Adﬂ:::ed o p;'i?ui’éi;{i :
No Disabllifles B2 94.25% 308.26 12.2% 34,16% B53.66%
Mentai Relardation (both TMR & EMB) 01 4] 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Seovers - Profound Disabitiies 02 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
I MultiploDisabllitles 03 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Orihopedlo Disabllities 04 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0% u
Visual lropalmaent 05- 0 0% 4] 0% 0% 0%
Hearlng Impalment —06 o 0%- 0 0% 0% 0% -
Leaming Dlaabllity o7 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0% .
Sertous Emotional Distutbance 08 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0% -
Speach or Languags Impaliment 09 3 3.45% 383.33 0% 33.33% 66.67%
_Ctherfealth Impairment 10 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0% l
Physteal Disabliity 11 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Deafness and Blindness 12 0 0% ¢ 0% —0% 0%
Autism 13 1) 0% (1] 0% 0% 0%
Traumatlc Brain Injury 14 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Handicapped Under Section 504 15 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Developmentally Delayed 16 2 2.3% 386 60% 0% 50%
Copyrighted Materlal 2004-2011 Page 2 of 2
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SubGroup Resuits Report

Muitiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2010
District: Petersburg Clty Public Sthools
d forossmert | School Name: AL P. Hill Elem,

|Report Disaggregation Parameters -

Test Name: Reading Grade 4 {2002 Standards)
Dogument Level: 04

student Group: All Tested~

Score Bands 3 >=0and < €01

All Students In Testmg Group

* Percent * -

"-A\rerage

ercent : - Numher L )
) . ~Pagsing .~ - Failing Faling -~ ~Scofes
Sunber-in Group 80 52.50% kL 47.80% 418,62
Not Enrolled in Course 0 X
Al Tested 80 100.00% 42 52.50% 38 47.50% 418.62
Eligibler Only- B0 —100.00% 42 52.60% 38 A750% 418,62

z "".sGoress :
~iale 45 56.25% 21 —-4.6.67% 24 404,23
Fomale. 35 43.76% 21 60.00% 14 437.00
MNon-Minodly 0 0.00% o 0.00% 0- 0.00
Minority.. 80 100.00% 42 52.60% a8 418,62
Nen-Disabled 70 87.60% 38 £54,29% 32 422.06
Disabled 10 {2.60% 4 40.00% 3] 384:50
Non-Limltad English 80 100.00% 42 52.60% 38 47.60% 418.62
Limited English 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%. 200
: Non-Ecor Disadvantage 43 53.76% 23 53.49% 20 46.51% 428,51
Econ Disadvaniage- 37 46.25% 19 51.35% 18 48.85% 407.14
Migrant -0 0.00%. 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00
Homeless 1 1.25% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 434.00
b _Meglected D _ 0.00% o 00U% 0 0.00% 0.00
Page 1 of 2
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Report run on: June 7, 2011

SubGroup Results Report

Multiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2010
District: Petersburg Clty Public Schools
Name: A. P. Hill Elern.

Selactiominformation i

Test Name: Reading Grade 4 (2002 Standards)
Document Leval: 04
|student Qroup: Al Tested
Score Bands ; >=0 and <601

e e ———

“'SJBGROUP.CATEGORY - “‘Codes T Totals Pe.‘;‘;:‘t‘ézge "gf_ie‘:;gpe ’A;z:::ea A 5:333?_.1 R TR
Total Number Of Students 80
Tolal Number Tested 80 100% 418.62 16% 37.5% 47.6%
TTGENDER 1 oates - Tows T SR B . L
Males Tosted M 45 £6.25% 404.33 8.67% 40% 63.33%
Femalos Tested F 35 43,76% 437 25.71% 34.28% 46%
ETHNICITY; - codas - Totala e e s - Rae Ll
Unspacifled 0 ¢ 0% [ 0% — 0% 0%
Amenican Indian or AlaskariNative i~ 0 0%- 0 0%~ 0% 0%
Aslan 2 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Black {Notof Hispanic QOrigin} 3 79 08.75% 418.57 13.92% 37.97% 48.1%
- Hispanic & 0 0% 0 0%- 0% 0%
White {Not of Hispanio Orlgln) 5 G 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Native HawalarvOther-Pacifle istander 8 1 1.26% 581 100% 0% 0%
T‘x’“ST:‘-‘\TBS— odes Totais pe{.‘;i"‘égga A%:&
No Plsablilties 70 B7.6% 422,08 15.71% 38571% 46, 71%
_Mental Retardation.(both TMR & EMA} 01 4] 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Severe - Profound Disabilities 02 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
_ Multiple Disabilittes 03 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Orthopedic Disabilities 04 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
‘Visual Impairment 05 0 0% 1] 0% 0% 0%_
Hearng Impalment 06- o 0% -0 0% 0% 0%
Leaming Disability— 07 1 1,25% 307 0% 0% 100%
Sarious Emotional Disturbance 08 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Spasch or Language Impalment 08 6 7.6% 422.33 16.87% -60% 33.39%
Other/Health impatment 10 1 1.26% 3 0% 0% 100%
Physleal Disabliity 11 Y 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Deafness and Blindness 12 0 0% 1] 0% 0% 0%
Autlam 13 0- 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Traumallc Brain injury 14 0 0% Y 0% 0% 0%
Handicapped Under Section 504 15 2 2.5% 387 0% 0% 100%
Davslopmentally Delayed 16 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Copyrighted Matertal 2004-2011 Page 2of 2




SubGroup Results Report

\ Multiple Choice Tests, Spring 2010

Stardards District: Petersburg City Public Schools

oflearing.  gehool Name: A, P. Hill Elem.

Resource

Report run on: June 7, 2011

Report Disaggregation Parameters "
Test Name: Reading Grade 5 (2002 Standards)
Document Level: 05

Student Group: All Tested

Score Bands : >= 0 and <801

S * Number -
- ) oiFalling e
Number In Group a2 100.00% 7i. 21 22.83% 429.67
Mot Enrolted In Course 0 0.00%
Ali Tested g2 100.00% 71 77.47% 21 22.83% 429.67
Eligible Only_ g2 109.00% 7i 77.17% 21~ 22.85% 429,67

Nimber .
AR roup: 3 - ~Faling - :
Male ~41 - 4§:67% “30 11 26.83% 416,69
Famale &1 55.43% 4 10 19.81% 440,20
Non-Minorib- ! 1.09% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 65656.00
Minority 9 98.91% 70 76.92% 21 23.08% 428.30
Non-Disabled’ 87 84.67% 68 78.16% 19 21.84% 431.85
Disabled 3] 6.43% 3- 60.00% 2 40.00% 360,00~
Non-Limited English ferd 100.00% 71 77.47% 21 22.83% 429.87
Limited English 8] 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00
Non-Econ Disadvantage 45 48.91% as 84.44% 7 15.66% 441,73
Econ Disadvantage 47— 51:08% 33 70.21% 14 29,70% 418,13
— Migrant L 0.00% 0 D.00% 0 0.00% 060
Homaoless 0 0.00% .0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0,00
. T — —.—Negiectad————0-- 0% . O 000% — 0 —— 0.00% . D00 4
Page 10!2
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SubGroup Resuits Report

Muitiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2010
District: Potersburg City Public Schools

of Learning
Assessmont -
Resqurce

SYSTEM

Report run om: June 7, 2011

School Name: A. P, Hill Elem,

Selection Information i
|{Tast Name: Reading Grade 5 (2002 Slandards)
Document Level: 05
Student Group:; Ali Tested
Score Bands ¢ >=0-and <601
"SUBGROUP GATEGORY . Godss - Totals -~ POoerlas®. - COMR." - amene. _profloant "~
Total Number Of Students 92
Total Number Tested 92 100% 429.87 9,78% 67.39% 22.83%
o GENDER . Codes - “Totale- “‘P?_'I’%;?;gge, IS ':._;c‘i’;gggpé-i; M_’::_;zed S Fr’;glzgm L ipaly
Malos Tesled M 41 44.67% 418.69 7.32% 65.85% 26.83%
Females Tosted F E1- | 56.43%- 440.2 11.76% 68,83% 18,61%
Unspecified— 0 H 1.09% —5B5~ 100% 0% 0%
= American Indlan orAlaskan Native 1 Y 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
-Aslan 2 1 1.00%- 432 0% 100% 0%
Black (Not of Hispanio Origin) 3 88 95.65% 428.67 7.95% _88.18% 23.86%
Hispanic 4 1 1.09% 441 0% 100% 0%
White {Not of Hispanlo Origln) B 1 1.09% 555 100% 0% 0%
- Native Hawalan/Other Pacific Islander 6 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
ISABILITY.STATUS .. - rotels. | PiEge T Grop - pase etteati Fall
No Disabilitles 87. 04.67% 431.85 10.34% 67.82% 21.84%
--ental Retardation-{boir TMR & EMR) o1 8 -0% 0 0%- 0% 0%
Sovere - Profound Disabliitles 02 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
_ MultiploDisabliles 03 o 0% 9 0% 0% 0%
Grihopedic Disablliflas 04 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Visual Impalmmaent- 05 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Hearing Impaiment” 06 o 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
- Leaming Disabliity o7 3 3.:26% 307,67 0% 66.67% 33.33%
Serious Emolional Dlsturbance 08 3] 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Spesch or Languags Impalrment 08 2 2.17% 37856 0% E0% B0%
Other/Health Impalmnent 10 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Physlcal Disablitty 19 0 0% s 0% 0% 0%
Dealness and Blindness i2 Q 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
_Autism 13 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Traumalto Braln Injury 14 o 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Handlcappad Under Section 504 15 o 0% i 0% 0% 0%
Devslopmanially Delayed i6 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Copyrighted Mataral 2004-2011 Pags2o0f2




SubGroup Results Report
Mulliple Choice Tests, Spring 2010
District: Petersburg City Public Schools
Schoo! Name: A. P, Hill Elem.

Btandards
of Learning
Assessment
8 Rasolircs

Report run on: June 7, 2011

Report Dlsagy tegation Parametsrs

Test Name: Mathematics Grade 3 {2001 Standards)
Document Level: 03

Student Group: All Tested

Soore-Bands : >=0and <601

- average ::';

i e
_ CiFalllng i UFaliing i CSceres
Number in Qroup 24 _39.08% 426,93
Not-Enralled In Course: 0
All Tested 87 53 60.92% 34 38.08% 426.83
Eilgible Only g7 B3 e00E% 34 39.08% 42693

‘Wale 3g- 44.83% 20 51.28% 19 48.70% 41,74

Female 48 B5.47% a3 88.75% 15 31.26% 439,27

Non-Minosity 0 0.00% 0 0:00% 0 0.00% 0,00

Minority 87 100,00% 53 60.92% 34 59.08% 426.93

Non-Disabled 82 94.25% 50 60.98% 32 99.02% 426,57

Disabled & 5.76% 3 60.00% 2 40.00% 432.80

Non-Limited English 87 100.00% 63 60.92% 34 39,08% 426,93

‘Limited English 0 0.00% 0. 0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00 .

Non-Econ Disadvantage 29, 44.83% 2% 64.10% 14 35.90% 431.44

_Econ-Disadvantage 48 . 65,17% 28 -58,93% 20 41:67% 42327

Migrant 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00

- Homelass 2 2,30% 1 £0.00% i B0.00% 441.00

T Negleclsd ——0 ———0.00% o 0O00%.—— O — 0.00% 000

Copyrighted Materlal 2004-2011
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Standards

: AR of Learning

SYSTEM st

Report run on: June 7, 2011

SubGroup Results Report

Muttipie Cholce Tests, Spring 2010
District: Petersburg City Public Schools

School Name: A. B. Hill Elem,

Selectlon Information >~ e

Pocument Level: 03
Student Group: Alf Tested
Score Bands : >=0.and <801

Test Nama: Mathematics Grade 3 (2001 Standards)

et —————
e e ——

S SUSGROUR OATEGORY | Ggier  ous_Popetese i T P e T
Total Number Of Students 87
Total Number Tested 87 100% 426.93 21.84% 39,08% 39.08%
Males Tesled M 39 44.83% 41 1 74 17.95% 33.33% 48.72%
~ Femalos Tested F 48— 55.17% 439.27 - 25% 43:76% 31.25%
TETANIGITY - - Gadee Tols *PECEER T
Unspecifled 0 o} 0% — 0% 0% “0%—
American Indlan or Alaskan Natlve 1 0 -0% 0 0% —0%- 0% —
L Aslan 2 5 1.15% 451 D% 100% 0%
Black {Not of Hispanlc Origin) 3 86 08:85% 426.65 22.09% 38.37% 39,63%
Hispanlo 4 0 0% 0 % 0% 0%
Whita {Not of Hispanie Orign) 5 0 0% ] 0% 0% 0%
Nalive Hawalan/Other Paclfic isfander G- 0 0% 0 -0% 0% 0%
; Percentaga.. : .
g “Tesled ° Froﬂcent o
No Disabilltles — 82 24.25% 426.67 20.73% 40.24% 30,02%
‘Montal Betardation (both TMR & EMB).  —1 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Sevare - Profound Disabilites 02 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
. kadtiple Disablliles— 03 1] 0% D 0% 0% 0%
Orhopedio Digabllittes 04 o 0% -0 0% 0% 0%
VisuaHimpaliment 05— 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Hearlng lmpalmment 06 o 0% 0 0% 0% —{%
Learning Disabllity— 07 -0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Serious Emotional Disturbance 08 0 0% ‘B 0% 0% 0%
Speech or Language Impalrment 09 3 3.45% 416.33 33.33% 33.33% 33.33%
Othar/Mealth Impalrment 10 0 0% 0 0% 0% —0%
Physlcal Diagblifty 11 0 T% o 0% 0% 0%
Dealness and Blindness 12 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Auilsm 13 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Traumatic Braln Injury id 0 0% Y 0% 0% 0%
Handlcapped Under Sectlon 604 i6 O 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Developmentally Delayed 16 2 2:5% 457.5 50% 0% 60%
Copyrighted Materiai 2004-2011 Paga20f2




SubGroup Results Report
Multipte Choles Tests, Spring 2010

A ﬁ Sﬁndar?s Distrlct: Petersburg City Public Schools
SYSTEM Essi%iit Schoao! Name: A. P. Hill Elem.
il ot &8 Resource

Report run on: June 7, 2011

Report Disaggregation Parameters

Test Name: Mathematles Grade 4 (2001 Standards)
Document Lavel: 04

Student Group: All Tested

Score Bands : >= 0 and < 601

Number Parcent Average
‘ T - 7 ::Falllng - Faling - ~iScores - ’
Number in Group 79 100.00% \ 23. 28.41% 439.85
Not Ensolied In Course 0 0.00%
Al Tosted 79 100.00% 56 70.89% 23 28.11% 439.85
Eligible Only 79. 100,00% 56 70:80%- 23 20,11%. -—438:85

Average 1|
: +Sopres -
Male 43793 |
Female X . . 442.38
Non-Minority 0.00
Minorlty 79 -100,00% 56 70.89% 23 20.11% — 439.857
Non-Disabled 7t 88.87% B1 71.83% 20 28.17% 443.56
Disabled 8 10.13% B 62.60% 3 37.50% —406.88
Non-Limiled Engllsh 78 100.00% 56 70.88% 23 29,11% 439,85
Limlied English 0 L00% 0 0.00% ¢ 0.00% 0.00
Non-Econ Disadvantage 44 “B6.70% _32 72,73% 12 — BF2l% 439,98 -
Econ Disadvanlags 35 44.30% 24 68.57% i1 031,43%. 440,71
Migrant 0 0.86%- 0 0.00% 0 0.00%._ 0.00
Homeless 1 1.27% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 800.00
-Neglected———8&————— 0.00%--- -0 0.00% . 0 0.00% 0.00.

Copyrighted Materlal 2004-2011 Page 1012
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Report run on: June 7, 201 )

SubGroup Results Report

Multiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2010
District: Petersburg Clly Public Schools
Schoot Name: A. P. Hill Elsm.

Selection Infofimation.

Document Level: 04
[Student Group: All Tested
Scora Bands 1 >= 0 and < 801

Test Name: Mathematios Grade 4 (2001 Standards}

R
’SUBGROUP.CATEGORY = Goges - Totals :; ‘Pefcsmtags . Aﬁ;ggga e obass T,
Total Number Of Students 79
Total Number Tested 79 100% 439.85 12.68% 58.23% 28.11%
T GENDER - i L Codes - “otats, - ¢ Focentege T e Paee Tope T
Males Tesled M 45 68.86% 437.93 8.80% 64.44% 28.67%
Females Tosled £ 34— 43.04% 442,38 A7.85%. 50% 32.35%
T T
Unspeciiied 0 0 0% o 0% 0%
Amedcan Indlan or Alaskan Malive 1 0 0% -0 0% 0%
“Aslan 2 0 0% 0 0% 0%
Black (Mot of Hispanlo Ofigin} 3 78 98.73% 438.05- 11.54% 58.97% 28.45%
Hispanlc 4 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
White {Not of Hispanic-Origln} 5 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
{ Native Hawalan/Other Pacifig Islander_- 6 i 1.27% 580 100% 0% 0%
SRS eTATIe [ oot e P SR ananess prloen T
No Disablliliss 71 89.87% 443.68 14.08% 57.76% 28.47%
Mental Retardation both TMR & EMR} -1 O 0% b 0% 0% 0%
Severe - Profound Disabllifles o2 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
_ Muliipte Disabllities. 03 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0% )
Onthopedio Disablifties— 04 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Visual Impaiment 05 [1; 0% o 0% 0% 0%
Hearing Impalrment Cb 0 —0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Learning Disabilly 07 0 DY — 0 0% —0% 0%
Serlous Emotional Disturbance 08 0 “0%- 0 0%- 0% - 0%
~  Spesch or Language Impaliment 09 8 ©7.69% 42747 0% 83.33%- 16.67%
Olher/Hsalih Impairment 10 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Physleal Disabliity i1 0 0% 4 0% 0% 0%
Deafness and Bllndness 12 Y 0% o 0% 0% 0%
Autism 13 0 -0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Traumatlc Braln |njuzy 14 4] 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Hangdlcapped Under Seqtlon 604 16 2 2.63% 348 0% 0% 100%
Developmentally Delayed 16 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Copyrighted Material 2004-2011 Page 20of2
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Report run on: June 7, 2011

Standards
of Learning
Assassment
4.3 Rasource

SubGroup Hesults Report

Mulfiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2010
Distrlct: Petersburg City Public Schools
School Name: A. P. Hill Elem.

Report Disaggregation- ‘Parameters’

Document Level: 05
Student Group: All Tested
Score Bands : >= 0 and <601

Test Name: Mathematics Grade 5 (2001 Slandards)

All Students in Testmg Group

A | Parcen
_, : Passin Passmg.. Falllng =2 i §eop
Number In-Group- -390 100.00% 81 B7.78% 32.22% 438.14
Not Enrolled in Gourse Y 0.00%
All Tosted 80 100.00% 61 67.78% 28 32.22% 438.14
Ehgible-Only €0 100.00% ot —67.78% 29 32.22% 438,14

E “Falling
Malg 40 ,44 4% 2. 30.00% 433.98
Female 50 55.56% 17 34.00% 441.48
Non-Minodiy 1 1.11% 0 0.00% 630:00
Minority 89 98.80% 29 32568% 436,33
Non-Disabled 87— 06.67% 27 31.03% 441.18
Disabled 3 3.33% 2 66.67% 350.67
Non-Limnlted English o0 100.00%, 61 67.78% 28 32.22% 438.14
Limited English Q 0.00% 0 0.00% 0. 0.060% 0.00
Non-Egon Disadvantage 43 47.78% 30 69.77% i3 20.23% 447 .85
Econ Disadvaniage A7 52.22% 31 66.96% — 18 - 34.04% 429,45
Migrant 0 0.00% 0 000% L4 0.00% 0.00
Homsless G 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00
Neglected 0 0.00% 0 0,00% 0 0.00% 000

Copyiighted Materlal 2004-2011
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SubGroup Results Report

Multiple Choice Tests, Spring 2010
District: Petersburg City Public Schools
School Name: A, P. Hill Elem.

Report run on: June 7, 2011

Selectlon Information

Test Name: Malhematios Grade 5 (2001 Standards)
Document Level: 05

Student Group: Al Tested

Score Banda : >= 0 and < 601

G —

: SUBGRO UP: CﬁTééOR\' -:Q@dﬂs - Totals pe_;t;asrtié(aigg - A(\Er:ggﬂ_ . E‘Advanced ;rlg%::nt Fall
Totai Number Of Students 80
Total Number Tested a0 100% 438.14 24,41% 46.87% 32.22%
TTOENOER Gt o < P0n SR ke btesn Pl
Malss Tested M 40 44.44% 433.98 20% 50% 20%
‘Females Teosted F B0 55.568% 44148 D2%- 44% 34%
TETHNIGITY. - i iCodes + Toule R e L
Unspeclfied i -5658 100% 0% 0%
_ Amenican Indian or Ajaskan Native- ! 0 3 0% 0% 0%
Aslan 2 1 513 100% 0% 0%
Black (Not of Hispanic Orlgin) 3 86 05.568% 432.9 17.44% 48.84% 33.72%
Hispanic 4 1 1.11% 533 100% % 0%
White {Not of Hispanic Orlgin} 5] i 1.41% 600 400% 0% 0%
| Native Hawalan/Oiher Paclilc Istander 8 0 0% o 0% 0% 0%.
~* DISABILITY.STATUS . , R dvaneed -
No Disabliitias 87 86.87% 441,18 21.84% 47.13% 31.03%
Mental Retardation {both TMR & EMB) o1 0 6% Q- 0% 0% 0%
Sevara - Profound Disabilitles 02 0 0% 4] 0% 0% 0%
Mulliple Disabilifles o3 G 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Orthopedic Disabilites 04 0 0%- 0 0% 0% 0% _r
Visual Impairment 05 0 0% 0 0%. 0% 0%
Hearing Impalment 06 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0% —
Leaming Disabliity 07 ] 1.11% 326 0% -0% 100%
Serious Emotional Disturbancs 08 0 0% 0 0% 2% 0%
Spaech or Languags Impairment GO 2 2,22% 363.5 0% 50% 50% —
Cther/Haaith Impairmant 10 o 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Physleal Disabllity 11 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Desfness and Bllndnass 12 0 0% o— 0% 0% 0%
Aullsm 13 ¢ 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Traumatic Brain Injury i4 0 0% 4] 0% 0% 0%
Handicapped Under Seotlon 504 16 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Developmentally Delayed 16 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Copyrighted Material 2004-2011 Page2ot2
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SubGroup Results Repori

Multiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2008
Standards District: Petersburg City Public Schools

{ lR of Learalng

 Assessmene. School Name: J. E. B. Stuart Elem.
Resoursa

Repoit run on: June 7, 2011

Report Disaggregation Parameters
Test Name: Reading Grade 3 (2002 Standards)
Document Level: 03

Student Group: All Tested

Score Bands : >=0and <801

Al Students in Testlng Group

To!a;s o '.Percent of Number Number 1 ' Average -
R ~Group - Paa;lng “cFalllng 7 i Scoras -
Number In Group 65 100.00% 49 16 24.62% 450,23
Mot Enrolled In Gourse 0 0.00%
Al Tested 65 $00.00% 49 76.38% 18 24.62% 450,23
Ellgible Qnly €5 100.00% 49 75.38% 18- 24.62% -—450.23

Suhgroups Within Testmg Group

afcent - Average-. "
Falling -~ " Scores -

Male 28 'S 28,57% 435,57
Female a7 56:92% 29 78,38% 8 21.62% 46182
_ Non-Minority 2 3.06% z 100.00% 0 0.00% 521,50
- Minority 63 06.92% 47 7460% 16 25.40% 447.97
Non-Disabled 60 92:31% 46 76:67% 14 23.33% 45228
Disablod 5 7.69% 3 60.00% 2 40.00% 425.60
Non-Limited English 85 100.00% 49 76.38% 16 24.82% 450,23
, Uimited English ~ 0 o00% . 0 0.00% o 0.00% 0.00
- Mon-Econ Dlsadvantage i3 20.00%— 9 ~59:23% 4 30.77% 423,89
Econ Disadvantage. 52 80.00% 40 75.92% 12 23.08% 456.87
Migrant 0 0.00% 0 _0.00% 0 0.00% 0,00
Homeless ©7.69% 1 20.00% 4 80.00% 378,40
Negleoted 0 0.00% 0 0.00% ['3 0.00% 0,00

Page 1 of2
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SubGroup Results Report

Multiple Choice Tests, Spring 2009
District: Petersburg City Public Schools
School Name: J. E. B. Stuart Elem.

Stendards

of Learning
Assessmant -
Rasource

Report run on: June 7, 2011

Selection Information =~
Test Name: Readlng Grade 3 {2002 Standards)
Dogument Level: 03
Student Group: All Tested
Score Bands : »>=0and < 601
"SUBGROUP CATEGORY : i " ‘Codes | ‘Totals v R o A ndeed  proficent Fall
Tolal Number Of Students 65
Total Number Tested 85 100% 450,23 26,16% 49.23% 24.62%
TTUGENDER T ades - Tows -+ PSSy ot pratean  Fo
Males Tested M 28 43.08% 435.57 21,43% 50% 28.57%
_Females Tested F 37— 56.92% 481.82- - TTEETF3% 48.65% 21.62%
O ETHNICITY 5 Coes e advanged . Profiosnt- =~ Fal
Unspecliied 0 O— 0% 0 % 0% _ 0%
American Indian or Alaskan-Native.. i 0 0% C 0% 0% 0%
Aslan 2 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Black {Nol of Hispanie Origin} 3 658 80.77% -448.27 26.42% 50.85% 23.73%
Hispanle —4 4 6.16% 443.6 26% 25% 650%
White_{Nol of Hispanto Origin) & 2- B.08% 521.5 50% -£0% 0%
Native Hawalan/Other Pacific Islander 6 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
T DISABIATY.STATUS - (-Cofles " “folals - POLooNlegs i, BIOUR. - . pieanged .
1 No.Disabliies 60 02.831% 452,28 28.67% 23.33%
Manial Retardation (both TMR & EMR) 01 0 0% 0 0% 0%
Severs - Profound Disabliitles o2 0 0% 0 0% 0%
Multiple Disabilitles 03 0 0% 0 % 0%
Orthopedo Disabilities 04O 0% 0 - 0% 0%
Visual impalment- 05 0 0% 0 0% 0%
Hsaflngimpalment 06 [ 0% 0 0% 0%
Leaming DPisabllity 07 O 0% 0 0% 0%
Serdous Emotiorrl Disturbance Eo}:] 0 0% 0 0% 0%
Speech or Language Impalimant 09 3 4.62% 425 33.33% "33.33%
Cther/Health Impakment 10 1 1.64% 489 0% 0%
Physlcal Disability 1) 0 0% 0 0% 0% »
Deainess and Blindness 12 0 0% 0% 0%
Autism 13 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Traumate Brain Injury 14 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Handicapped Under Sseilon 604 15 0 0% _0 0% 0% 0%
Davelopmentally Dolayed 16 1 1.54% 384 0% 0% 100%
Copyrighted Material 2004-2011 Page 2 of 2




SubGroup Resulis Report
Multiple Cholee Tests, Spring 2008
Standards Distrlct: Petarsburg City Public Schools

oflearning ¢ hool Name: J. E. B. Stuart Elem.

Report run on: June 7, 2011

Report Disagaregation Parameters = "+
Test Name: Reading Grade 4 (2002 Stendards}
Bocument Level: 04

Siudent Group: All Tesled

Score Bands ; >=0 and <601

All Students !n Testlng Group

l ‘Percent of " iNuinber - -+ - Percent. . §Number . percent .
RIS ; ~-:-Group "t'Pagalng ~ “Passing “Falllng = " Falling.::
Numbsr In Group 72 100.00% 54 75.00% 18 25.00%
Not Enrolted In Course 0 0.00%
All Tosted 72 100.00% 64 76.00% 18 26.00% 443.86
Eflgible Only 72 100.00% B4 75.00% 1B g500% 7 -443.86

Subgroups Wuthm Test!ng Group

Male 32 =44:44% 27 84.38% 5 15.62%. 446,94
Famale 40 55.66% 27 67,50% 13 32,60% 441407
Non-Minority i 1.38% 1 100.00%- 4 -0.00% 441.00
Minority i 98.61% 53 74.65% 18 —25.35% 443.90
Non-Disabled 71 98.81% 54 76.06% 17 23.94% 445,04
Disabled 1 1.39% 0 0.00% 1 160.00% 360.00
Mon-Limitad English 72 100.00% 54 75.00% 18 26,00% 443,86
Limited English ] -0.00% a8 . 0.00% . 0 0.00% 0.00
NorrEcon Disadvantage - 16 20.83% 12 80,00% e 20,00%- 450,33
Econ Disadvantage 57 79.17%- 42 73.68% 15 28.32% 442,18
Migrant 0 V00% 0 0.00% D._ 0.00% 0.00
Hometess 3 417% 3 100,00% 0 0.00% 45433
Neglested——— 00— 0.00% 0 0.00% . 4] e 0.00% 0,00

Copyrighted Materfal 2004-2011 Page f of 2




SubGroup Results Repori

Multiple Cholce Tests, Spring 20609
Btandaeds District: Petorsburg City Public Schools

AR

of Learving-
SY P ssessment. School Name: J. E. B. Stuart Elem. -
,,,,,, X Resousca
Report run on: June 7, 2011
Selectlon Information- %0
Tesat Name: Reading Grade 4 {2002 Siandards)
bocument Lavel: 04
Student Group: All Tested
IScore Bands : >=0and <601
T o Percentage ' Group “Pass = Pass
SUBGROUP CA_TEGORY Codes Tolals Tested Average A duanced Profloant Fall
Total Numhber Of Students 72
Total Number Tested 72 100% 443.86 23.61% 51.38% 25%
| D e pt R R T -Percentage - .- Group.: "Pass . Pass... ' .oonlil:
Q_ENDER o ) codss Tota!s ‘Tested “Average ﬁdvanced Proflcent Fall-
Mates Tested M 32 44,44% 446.94 25% 59,38% 15.62%
Fomales Tasted F A0- 55.56% 441.4 225% 45% 3256%
T e Gdas ¢ “Porcentage. .. . Gropp.—. .. oPags. Pags— 1 gl -
N "-"ET"!N'G]TY ;o e Codes Totals - yegied - “Average Advanced Proﬂcent— o Fall -
Unspeciiled 0 0 0% 0 -0% 0% 0%
Amerlcan indian or Alaskan Native 1 0 0% - 0 _0% 0% 0%
' Aslan. 2 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Biack {Not of Hispanic Originy 3 68 94.44% 437.69 20.659%- 52.94% 26.47%
Hispanic 4 3 4.17% 584.67 100% 0% 0%
Whita_(Not of-Hispanic Grigin) ] 1 1,39% LY ~ 0% 100% 0%
Native Hawalarn/Qther Pagific islander 8 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
AR TV ATATLS o aa & ol Psrcen!age._ T Greup .t EPass .l TPass. i T
-DiSA.BIL!f[_?(jSIAIUS_-- L Cod_es__:_:‘_.__.?rotals TTested pgerana - - Advanced 5 Proﬂcam Fall
No Disablilitles 71 08:61%- 445,04 23.94% B2.11% 23.94%
Mental Retardation (both TMR &ENR) 0Ot 0~ 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Savere - Profound Disablitles 02 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
_____ Multipte Disabllitles 03 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Orthopedic Disabllitles 04 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Visual Impaiment 05 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0% -3
Hearlng impalmsnt 08 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Leaming Disabliity o7 0 0% 0 0% D% 0%
Sarlous Emotlonal Disturbance 08 0 0% 0- 0% 0% 0%
Speech or Language Impairment 09 0 0% -0 0% 0% 0% =
OtherHealth Impairment 10 1 §.89%— 360 0% 0% 100%
Physicat Disability 11 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Deafness and Blindness {2 1] 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Autlam 13 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Traumatic Braln Injury 14 0 0% 0 0% -0% 0%
Handlcapped Under Section 504 16 o 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Davelopmentally Delayed 16 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%

Copyrighted Materlal 2004-2011 . Page 20of2




SubGroup Results Report
Multiple Choice Tests, Spring 2009

S - A n Sft?.ndsrés Distrlct: Petersburg City Public Schools
SYSTEM Zssiirs‘éri'l%t School Name: J. E. B, Stuart Elem.

Resource
Reporl run on: June 7, 2011

Report Disaggregation Parameters

Test Name: Reading Grado 5 {2002 Standards)
Document Level: 05

Student Group: All Tested

Score Bands : >=0and.< 601

Ail Students in Testing Group

‘.,‘_3 arceni of _;~_ﬁum$er;_ 5 Parcent :,"_":..',"s"Avéi'a_lang.a -
- TUGroup - L ©- Falllng © " - -Falling -: ""'-"Sc_q;'qg L
Numberin Group- 69 100.00%- 65 7871% 14 20.29% 436.26_
Mot Enrollsd In Course 0 0.00% )
Al Tested 69 100.00% 55 79,71% 14 20.20% 438.26
Eilgible Only- 69 100.00% —558 79.71% 14 20.29% 436.26

Subgroups With!n Testiﬂg Gfoup

“LiGrogp . 'Passing “*passing 3 '::‘Falilng
Male 38 55.07%. 27 71.05% H- 28.95%_ 42742
Female’ 37 - 44.83% 28 50.32% 3 6.68% 447,10
Non-Minority 0 0.00%- 0 0.00% 0- 0.00% 0.00
Minority 69 100.00% 65 78.1% 14 20,20% 436.28
Non-Disabled 88 84,20% 53 81.54% 2 18.46% 437.81
Disabled 4 5.80% 2 50.00% - 50.00% 409.60
Non-Limited English 69 100.00% 55 79.71% 14 20,29% 436.26
Limlted English o 0.00% 0 0,00%— 0 0:00% 0.00
Non-Econ Disadvantage 13 18:84% i2 92:31% 7.69% 476.23
Econ Disadvaniage 56 g1,18% 43 76.79% i3 23.21% 42698
Migrant _ O 0.00% D 0.00%. 0— 0.00%— 0.00
Homeless 4 5.80% 3 76.00% 1 25.00% 429,00
e Noglected—— 0 - 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00
Copyrighied Malsrial 2004-2011 Page 1 of 2




SubGroup Results Report

Multiple Choice Tests, Spring 2009
District: Petersburg City Public Schools
Schooi Name: J. E. B. Stuart Elem.

AR Standards
A N ofLeatning
SYSTEM |l

Resource
Report run on: June 7, 2011

Selection Information -
Test Neme: Reading Grade 5 (2002 Standards)
Document Level: 08
StudeniGroup: All Tested
Score Bands ¢ »>=0and <601
T e R Percentage .7 -"Group O “Pags . Pass i g
:*SUBGRQUP.CATEGORY Codes -~ - Totals Tested Average Advanced Proficent - Fall
Total Number Of Students -89
Total Number Tested 89 100% 436,28 8.7% 71.01% 20,29%
e T i ey - Percentage - - .GrOUP - ' Pass o pass oo Ulvpo
GENDE‘R i . ~Codes .- Totals Tested Avaragg '-Advanced _Froficent Fall -
Males Tested M a8 65.07% 427.42 5.26% 85.78% 28.65%
Females Tested F 31 44.93% 447.1 12.9% 77.42% 0.68% -
e L iotes | Totals, - . Pereontage - < >Group-L ; ; . LiPass . .. Pass. vl
:ETHNICITY .+ "Codes TotaIs_ “Teated “Avarage Advanced proficent, - Falb-
Unspactiied 0 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%-
American Indlan or Alaskan Native 1 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Aslan 2 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Black (Not of Hispanic Origln} 3 65 94.2% 435,89 0.23% 69.23% 21.54%
Hispanic™ 4 & 5.8% 442,25 0% 140% 0%
White.(Not of Hispantc Origin} 5 0 0% 4] 0% 0% 0%
Native HawalarvOther Pacific Isfander 8 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0% )
S cades Parcentage T Group - Pass . ¢ o Pass
DISAB[LTW STA TS Codes - Totala “rested ~ ‘Averags ___‘Advanced Proflcent
o Disabilites 85 94.2% 437,81 9.28% 72.31% 18.46%
Mental Retardallon {both TMR-& EMR) 01 0 0% 0 0% ~0% . 0%
Sovere - Profound Disabllitles 02 [ 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Mudtiple Disablliias 03 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Onhopedlo Disabilities 04 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Visual Impalmmeni 05 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Hearing Impalmsnt 086 o 0% 0 0%~ 0% 0%
Learning Disability 07 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0% -
Serlous Emotional Disturbance 08 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Spaech or Language Impaliment” 09 3 4,356% 380.33 0% 33.33% 86.67%
Other/Healih Impalrmant 10 1 1.45% 497 0% 400% 0%
Physical Disability 11 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Dealness and Blindnass 12 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Aulism 13 0 0% 0 (%- 0% 0%
Traumatic Brain Injury 14 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Handlcapped Under Section 604 i5 0 0% o 0% 0% 0%
Dsvslopmentally Delayed i8 G 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Copyrighted Materla! 2004-2011 Page 2 of 2




Standarde

SubGroup Results Report
Multiple Choice Tests, Spring 2009
District: Pelersburg City Public Schools

—u gf Learnlng
Assessment
B Rasource

Schoot Name: J. E. B, Stuart Elem.

Report run on: June 7, 2011

Report Disa gregat on Parameters

Teost Name: Mathemalles Grade 3 (2001 Standards)
pocument Leval: 03

Student Group: All Tested

Score Bands ; >= 0 and <801

All Students In Testing Group

" percent

Parcenl_‘-.; 2 .
R oKt “:pagging . UV rFaIl]ng
Number in Group 62 100.00% 84— 54.84% 45.16% 418.11
Naot Enrolled In Coizse. v} 0.00%
All Tested 62 100.00% 34 64.84% 28 45,16% 418.11
Elighble Only 62 100.00% 84 54.84% —28 45.16% 416,11

“Number -

- ipercent.
: /Faliing .

Average .

Copyrghted Material 2004-2011

‘Passing = - Passlng— " i Goores -
Male 15 55.56% 12 44.44% 414:04-—
Female a5 £56.45% 19 54.29% 18 45,71% 417.71
Non-Minority 2 3.23% 2 100,00%. 0 0.00% 491.50
Minority 98.77% 32 53.33% 28 46.87% 413.60
Non-Disabled 68 93.55% 32 65,17% 26 44.83%- 418.17
Disabled 4 B.45% 2 B0.O0% 2 60.00% 371.76
Non-Limited English €2 100.00% 34 54.84% 28 45.16% 418.11
Limitedg English 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% ~000
‘Non-Econ Disadvaniage i3 20.97% 53.86% 6 48.15% 403.77
Econ Dizadvanlage -A9 79.03% 27 55,10% - 22 44,90% 41439
Migrant o 0.00% 0 0.00% o 0.00% 0.00
Homelass B 8.06% 0 0.00% & 100.00% 364.40
- MNeglected——0——— —D.00% 0 0.00% 1] 0.00% _000
Pags fof2




AR B ofieamning
31V, § Assessment
B8 Resource

Report run on: June 7, 2011

SubGroup Resulis Report

Multiple Choice Tests, Spring 2009
District: Petersburg City Public Schools
School Name: J. E. B. Stuart Elem.

Selection’Information

Documaent Level: 03
Studeni Group: All Tesled
Score Bands : >=0and <601

Test Neme: Mathematics Grade 3 (2001 Standards)

'SUBGROUP.CATEGORY _Codes atals PO, A profleent e
Total Number Of Students 62 ' )
Total Muntber Tested 62 100% 418,11 12.6% 41.94% 45.16%
- et e R ¥ N i o Ok |
Males Tested M 27 43.56% 414,04 14.81% 40.74% 44.44%
Females Tested -F— 35.. 56.45% 417,71 11.43% 42.86%— 45.71%
[ ey oo o Pt S dintes e
) Unspecilied 0 0 0% 3] 0% 0% 0%
American indian or Alaskan Native i o 0% 4] 0% 0% 0%
Aslan 2 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Black {Not of Hispanie Origin) 3 68 g5.16% 413.2 11.86% 40.68% 47.46%
-Hispanis 4 1 1.81% 437 0% 100% 0%
White (Not of Hispanle Ot_lg@ b 2 3.23% 491,56 50%. 50% 0%
Naliva Hawalar/Other Paclile slandsr 8 O 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
T DISABILITY-STATUS i AT Al VIR v
No Disabllilles 58 93.65% 41917 13.79% 41.38% 44.83%
Mental Retardallon (both TMR & EMR) 01 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Savere - Profotnd Disabilities 02 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Muliipte Disabllitles 03 0 5% 0 0% 0% 0%
Orihopedio Disablities 04 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Visual impairment 05 [+3 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Hearing Impalrment 06 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Learning Disablity 07 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Sarious Emotional Disturbance. 08 0 0% 0 0% -0% 0%
Spesch or Language lrpairment 09 2 3.23% 374 0% 80% 50%
Other/Health Impalimant 10 1 1.61% 437 0% J00% 0%
Physlcal Disabliity a4 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Disafness and Bilndness i2 0 0% "] 0% 0% 0%
Autlsm 13 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Teaumallc Braln Tnjury 14 o 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Handlcapped Under Seotlon 604 15 o 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
- Developmentally Delayed 16 i 1.81% 302 0% 0% 100%
Copyrighted Materlal 2004-2011 Paga20of2




SubGroup Resulis Report

Multiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2009
Distrlct: Petersburg City Public School
School Name: J, E. B, Stuart Elem. - .

Report run on: June 7, 2011

Report Disaggregation Parameters L T
Test Name: Mathematlos Grade 4 (2001 Standards)

Document Lovel: 04

Student Group: All Tested

Score Bands : >=0and <801

Homber In Group

Not Enrelled in Course
All Tested ! 100.00% 46 64.79% 28 35.21% 428.85
i Eligible Only 71 100,00% 46 64.79% e 2B .. 35.21% 428.85

Group
NMale 32 45.07% 10 31,25%

Famale 39 54.93% 24 81.64% 16 38.46% 420.00
- Non-Minority 1 1.41% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 468.00
3 Minority 70 08.58% 45 84.29% 25 35.71% 428,27
Non-Disabled 71 100.00% 45 84.79% 25 3B21% 428.85

Disabled 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00
Non-Limited English 71 100.00% 46 64.79% 25 3B21% 428.85
Limited.English 13 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00 .
-Mon-Econ Disadvantage 14 19.72% 9 64.20%. & 35.71% 423.86
Econ Disadvanlage 67 £80.28% 37 84.81% 20 35.09% 430,07

Migrant 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00
_Homeless 3 4.23% 2 68.67% 1 33.33% 445,87

| . HNeglecled 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0,00% .00

Copyrighted Materlal 2004-2011 Page 1 of 2




A q tandards
. of Learning

SubGroup Results Report

Multiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2009
Distrlct: Petersburg City Public Schools
School Name: J. £, B. Stuart Elem,

SYSTE ()] ] Recocsment
Report run on: June 7, 2011
Seleotlon laformatlon - i T T
Test Name: Malhemalios Grade 4 (2001 Standards)
Document Level: 04
Student Group: All Tested
_lscore Bands : >=0and <601
T SUBGROUP CATEGORY .~ Cades  Tolls 1 "oomied® il ™ sandes prafoont P
Tota! Number Of Students 71
Total Number Tested 7t 100% 428.85 21.13% 43.66% 36.21%
TRENDER T Coege ~ Totas | Foicmlege Gt L e retent T PO
Malas Tested M 32 45.07% 439.62 31.25% 37.5% 31.26%
Femalos Tested F 39 54.93% 420~ 12.82% AB.72% 38.46%
T ETANIGITY, - Gades . Total. PECEUa®: ISR ansd par
Unspeeified Q- 0 0% O 0% 0%
American Indlan-or-Alaskan Native-— 1 0 0% 0 0% — 0%
Astan 2 0 0%~ o 0% 0% 0%
Black {Not of Hispanls Qrlgin) 3 87 94.37% 422,33 17.91% 44,78% -37.31%
Hispanie. 4 3 4,23% 561 100% 0% 0%
White (Not of Hispanic Origin} B 1 1.41% 469 0% 100% 0%
Native Hawalan/Other Paclifo Islander & o 0% 4] 0% 0% 0%
ISABIEITY STATUS- - {iCodes Siotate . Eoreantage. - Aﬁ;‘;:ga L el
No Disablilties 71 100% 458,85 21.13% 43.66% 35.21%
Mental Retardation-(bolh TMR & EMR} 01 0 0% 1] 0% 0% 0%
Sovere - Profound Disabliittes 02 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Muliiple Disabllitles 03 4 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Orthopediv Disabliities 04 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Visual impakment 05 0 0% O 0% 0% 0%
Hearng Impalrment 08 ¢ 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Learning Disability 07— ] 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Sarlous Emotional Disturbance 08 1] 0%- 0 0% 0% 0%
Spaech orlanguage impalrment 09 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Othsr/Health impaliment 10 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Physical Disabltity 11 0 0% 0 0% 0%- 0%
Deafness and Blindness -i2 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Autlsm 13 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Traumatio Braln Injury 14 ¢] 0% ¢ 0% 0% 0%
Handicapped Under Seclion 504 i6 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Developmantally Delayed 16 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Copyrighted Materlal 2004-2011 Paye 20f 2




SubGroup Results Report

Multiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2010
District: Petersburg City Public Schools
School Namea: J. E. B. Stuart Elem.

Raport run on: June 7, 2011

Report Disaggregation Parameters <~
Test Name: Reading Grade 3 {2002 Slandards)
Document Level: (3

Student Group: All Tested

Score Bands ; »=0-and <601

“Percent .. - Avarage --|
-Falling

NumbsrIn Group 7 100.00% -35- 45.46% 42 54.65%
Not Enrolled In Course ¢ 0.06%
Al Tested 77 100.00% 35 45,46% 42 54.65% 401.05
Eliglble Only i 100.00%— 35 45.45% 42 - 54.55% 401.05

e T oot
‘Falting " *  Falllng ;

Subgroup
Malo 41 i7- 24 58.54%
- Femalo 36 48.76% 18 50.00% i8 50.00%
Non-Minority 1 1.30% 1 100.00% 0 0.00%-
Minority 76 98.70% 34 44.74% 42 55.26%
Nen-Disabled 74 26.10% 35 47.30% 39 52.70%
Disabled 3 3,90% 0 0.00% 3 100.00% 354.00
. Non-Limited English 77 100.00% 35 45.45% 42 54,55% 401.05
. Limited English 0 0.00% 0 -0.00% 0 0.00% 000 |
Non-Econ Disadvantage 8 =10.30% 4 50.00% 4 50.00% 41075~ -
Eeon Disadvanlage 69 80.61% - 3 44,93% 38 55.07% 398.88
Migrank  —0— 0:00% 0 0.00%. 0 0.00% 0.00
Homeless 4 5.19% 4 100.00% 0 0.00% 518.00
Naglected— -0 0.00% - | 0.00%. o _D.00% 0.00

Copyrighled Materfal 2004-2011 Page 10f2
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Report run on: June 7, 2011

SubGroup Results Report

Multiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2010
District: Patersburg Cily Public Schools
School Nama: J. E. B. Stuart Elem,

Selectlon Information - -7 TR

Pacument Level: 03
Student Group: Al Tested
Score Bands ; »=0 and< 801

Test Name: Reading Grade 3 (2002 Standards)

ISABILITY STATUS -

Codes - toials..

5 - -.‘— PR .: Pementaga P G]’Oup _"'-.j::' - . :"'P_QSS. -_"-:..‘.:- : % ' B
SUBGHOUP CATEGOHY ;Codas Tolals Tostad - Avarage _ Advanm Proficent “Fall -
Total Number Of Students__ 77
Total Number Tested 7 100% 401.05 15.68% 29.87% 54.55%
IS e -__’_:Parcentage h T Group. ‘Pass .. .. Pas§ 0 R
M ENBER:; - 'Codes. Tolals " “egted - “'Average Advanced . 'Proncent sl
Males Tosted M 41 63.26% 386.49 7.32% 34.15% 58.64%
Females Tested- F 85 48.76% 417.64 25% 26% E0%
g e oo Perceplage . Group. CiiPass, o, o -Pags It o
“Codes. Totals. -7 2o CAver clvanced Proficent s
Unspecifled 0 0 0% 0% 0% 0%
Amoricanindian or Alaskan Native i 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Aslen— 2 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Black {Not of Hispanie Orlgin} 3 73 94.81% 395.68 13.7% 28,77% 57.53%
Hispanic 4 8 3.9% 503.67 £86.67% 33.33% 0%
White (Not of Hispanio Origin) 5 1 1,3% 485 0% 100% 0%
1 Native Hawalar/Other Pacilic Islander 8 ] 0% 0- 0% 0% 0%
Percemlage - Group. o Pasg. T Paas. i

“Tegled ™~ Prof{cant
Mo Disablilfies 74 88.1% 81,08%

#anial Retardation (both TR & EMR) 01 0 0% 0%
Sovere - Profound Disablliles 02 0 0% 0%
I multiple Disabltites 03 0 0% 0%
_ OrthopadicDisabllittes 04 0 0% 0%
Visual Impalment 05 0 0% 0%
—Hearing impalment 08 0 0% 0%
Leaming Disabllity 07 2 2.8% 0%
‘Serous Emotional Distutbance 08 0 0% 0%
Speechror Languags Impaliment 09 1 1.3% 0%
B Othar/Healih Impalrment 10 -0 0% 0%
Physleal Disabllity i1 0 0% 0 0% 0%
Doainess and Blindness iz 0 0% -0 0% 0%
Autlsm 13 0 0% 0 0% 0%
Traumatfc Braln injury " 14 0 0% 0 0% 0%
Handicapped Under Secifon 504 15 0 0% ¢ 0% 0%
Developmentally Delayed 16 0 0% 0 0% 0%

Copyrighled Materlal 2004-2011
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SubGroup Results Report
Multiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2010
_ AR Standards District: Petersburg City _Pub!ic:_Schools

I
gs‘fei?m%it School Name: J. E. B. Stuart Elem.

Resource

Roport run on: June 7, 2011

Report Disaggregation Parameters
Test Name: Reading Grade 4 (2002 Standards)
Document Level: 04

TStudent Group: All Tested

Score Bands ¢ >=0 and-< 601

AII Students in Testmg Group

Parqem .
I : . - -Pagsing .~ v ¢
Number In Group 62 $00. 00% 41 66.13%
Not Enscltad In Gourse 1] 0.00%
All Tested 62 100.00% 41 66,13% 21 33.87% 440.20
Eligible Only [ 100.00% 41 —68,13% 21- 33.87%— LR

aubgmups Withln Testing Group
e

‘Peroant
X X ~Qroy ek . “Falling . -
-Male 30 A8.39% 24 80.00% 8- -26.00% 449.20
Famale 32 51.681% 17 63,12% 16 48,88% 433,12
Non-Minority 0 “0.00% 0 0:00% 0 0.00% 0:00
Minority 62 100.00% 41 85:18% 21 33.87% 440,90
Non-Disabled 67 91.94% a9 68.42% 18 31.58% 446,39
‘Disabled 5 8.06% 2 40.00%- 3 60.00% 37840
Non-Limited English 62 100.00% 41 66.13% 21 33.87% 440,80
“Liited English 0 0.00% o 0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00
‘Non-Econ Disadvantage 11 17.74% g 81.82% 2 18.18% 450.36
Econ Disadvaniage 51 82,26% 32 62.78% 19 37.25% 438.86
~Migrant — 0 0.00% 0 __ ~0.00%%5- 0 0.00% 0.00
Homaless 1 1.61% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% - 536.00
A HNeglected-——-0 —0.00%— 0. 0.00% o . 0.00% 0.00

Copyrighted Materlal 2004-2011 Page 1 of 2




Report run on: June 7, 201 )

School Name: J. E. B, Stuart Elam.

SubGroup Results Report

Multiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2010

Distrlct: Petersburg City Public Schools

Selection Information

Document Level: 04
Student Group: Afl Tesled
Soore Bands ¢ »=0and <8601

Test Name: Reading Grade 4 (2002 Standards)

e

'SUBGROUP CATEGORY * Parcertage.. sobass Rl
Total Number Of Students 82
Total Number Tested 62 100% 440.9 22.58% 43.56% 33.87%
GEMDER= """ ™ “Godes +Totals. :.‘-::E—Pe{-‘;es?;figa 2 ﬁd';i:iea . p,i;ﬁ;:& - Fall
Malos Tested M 30 48,35% 20% 80% 20%
Females Tested £ 32 51,61% _26%~ 28.12% 48.88% |
CETHNICITY cotios, | Totgt | PEIGENE iRasy i
) Unspecified 0 0 0% 0% 3% -
Armerican Indian or Alaskan Nalive 1 0- 0% 0% - 0% —
Aslan 2 0 0% [ 0% 0% 0%
Black (Not of Hispanie Orlgln) 3 57 91.84% 442,84 22.81%- 43.86% 33.33%
Hispanle 4 B 8.08% 418.8 20% 40% 40%.
White (Not of HispanioOrigln) 6 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
~Natlve Hawalan/Other Paciiic lslander . o 0% 0 0% 0% 0%

DISABILITY.STATL ..
No-Disabiiitles &7 91,94% 446,39 24.86% 43.86% 31.68%
-Mental Retardation {both THH & EMR) 01 0 — 0% 0 0%- D% 0%
Severo - Profound Disablliles 02 0 0% Y 0% 0% 0%
_Mullipte Disablliiies 03 0 0% 0 0% 0% - 0%
Orthopedio Disablitlies 04 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Visual impalmnent 05 0 0% 0 0%- 0% 0%
Hearing Impalment 06 0 0% a 0% 0% 0%
Leaming Disabilly o7 1 1.81% 434 0% 160% 0%
Senous Emolional Dislurbance” 08 0 0% 0 0%- D% 0%
Speech or Language Impalrment 09 i 1.61% 472 0% 100% 0%
OtherHealth Impalment -10 2 3.23% 335 0% 0% 100%
Physlcal Disabllity 11 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Deainess and Blindness 12 0 -0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Autism 13 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Traumatic Braln Injury 14 0 0% -0 0% 0% 0%
Handicapped Under Secticn 504 15 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Davelopmentally Delayed 16 1 1.61% 316 0% 0% 100%
Copyrighted Matsrial 2004-2011 Page 2 of 2
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Report run on; June 7, 2011

SubGroup Results Report

Multiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2010
District: Petersburg City Public Schools

School Name: J. E. B. Stuart Elem.

Report Dlsaggregation Parameters

............

Test Name: Reading Grads 5 (2002 Slandards}
Dogument Level: 05

Student Group: All Tested

Score Bands ¢ >=0and <601

All Students in Testmg Group

73.44%

17 26.66%

Number In Group 64 100.00%
Not Enrofled in Course 0 0.00%
Al Tosted 84 100.00% 47 73.44% 17 26.66% 439,756
Ellglble Oniy—~ 84— 100.00% 47 73.44%— 17 28.66% 43T

Subgreups Within Testing Group

Copyrighted Matartal 2004-2011

l;.ll-lmbar.;
3 “*Falllng - -So0re!
Male -0 33.33% 435,40
Female 34 53.12% 27 79.41% 7 20,59% 443,69
Non-Minority 1 1.56% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 452.00
Minority 63 98.44% 48 73.02% 17 26.98% 439,68
Non-Disabled 62 96.88% 45 72.58% 17 27.42% 438.68
Disabled 2 3.12% 2 100.00% 0 0.00% 473.00
Non-Limited English 54 100.00% 47 73.44% 17 26.56% 430.76
Limited English 0 0.00% 0 0.00% - 0 0.00% 0.60
MNon-Econ Disadvantage 13 20:31% 10 76.92% 3 23.08%— 43885
Ecen Disadvantags ~&% 79.68% 37 72.55% —14 27.45% 430,98
. Iigrant- v} 0.00% —0 0.08% 0 0.00% _.0.00
Homeless i 1.56% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 484.00
__ . Neglecled 0 0.060% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0,00
Page 1 0f 2
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Report run on: June 7, 2011

School

SubGroup Results Report

Multiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2010
District: Petersburg City Public Scheols
Name: J. E. B. Stuart Elem,.

Selection Information

Test Name: Reading Grade & (2002 Standards)
Documant Lavel: 05
Student-Group: ANl Tested
Score Bands: »=0and < 601

SUBGROUP CATEGORY - Godes - Tolals ~ Péfoemtage .- Solp. ™ S Pass o Pess Rl
Total Number Of Students 84
Total Number Tested 64 100% 439,75 12.6% 60,84% 26.66%
GENDER | oades, | Totls [ PO | et moteen PO
Malas Tested M 30 4&88% 435.4 13.33% 53.33% 33.33%
Females Tested F 34 £3.12% 442.60 11.76% "B7,65% 20.69%
- oude i 31;9-@15 p:ila[z:st R Fall :‘f-,
Unspeciﬁed 0 -0 _0% 0%
-American Indlan or Alaskan Native- 1 0 0% 0%
Aslan 2 0 0 0% 0% 0%
Black (Not of Hispanle O+lgin} 3 82 96.88% 437.69 11.20% B1:29% 27.42%
Hispanlc 4 1 1.65% B55 “100% 0% 0%
White {Not of Hispanlc.Origin) 5 1 1:66% 452 0% 100% 0%
Nallve Hawalar/Other Pacifie Islander &- o 0% o 0% 0% 0%
S ABILITY STATUS 1. ados - Totals .- Peroentage L5 BIOUR. . Base ey Pl
No Disablliles 62 95.88% — -438:88 12.9% 59.68% 27.42%
-Mental Retardation (both TMR & EMR) 01 0 0% -0~ 0% 0% 0%
Severs - Profound Digabilities 02 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Multiple Disabllittes 03 0 0% 0 0%- 0% 0%
onhoped[o Disablittes 04 0 0% 0 0%. 0% 0%
Visual Impafment 05 Y 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Hearing Impaiment 08 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
teaming Disabllity 07 0 0% 0 0% 0% %
Serious Emotional Disturbance 08 1 1.56% 494 -0% 100% 0%
Spaech or Languags Impairment 08 1 1.66% 452 0% 100% 0%
OthsrHealth Jimpalrment 10 0 0% 0- 0% 0% 0%
Physical Disability 11 0 0% 0 - 0% 0% 0%
Deafness and Blindness 12 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Autlsm 13 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Traumatie Braln Injury i4 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Handicapped Under Section 504 15 Q 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Developmentally Delayed 16 0 0% 0 0% 0%- 0%
Copytighted Matarial 2004-2011 Pags 2 0f 2
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Report run on: June 7, 2011

Rasource

Standards
of Learning
Assessmant

SubGroup Resulis Report

Multiple Choice Tests, Spring 2010
District: Petersburg City Public Schools
Schooj Name: J. E. B, Stuart Elem,

[Report Disaggregation Parameters -~ =" " "~ |

Documant Level: 03
1Student Group: All Testad
Seore Bands : >=0and <801

Test Name: Mathemalics Grade 3 (2001 Standards)

‘Porcent . i Average

ot ale i vargup ! Ing i Epalling
Humber In Group 76- 100.00% \ 30.26%
ot Enrolled lnGourse o 0.00%
Al Tested 76 100,00% B3 69.74% 23 30.26% 424,29
Eligiole Only 76 100.00% B3I ~89.74% 23 30.26% 42429

Tioer
Passing , g o
Male 26. 83.41% 15- 36.68%.. 41068
Female 27 71.14% 8 22.88% 429.83
Non-Minority 1 100.00% 0 0:00% 451.00
Minorily 5 98.68% 52 69.33% 23 80:67% 423,53
Non-Disabled 75 08.68% &2 B9.33% 23 30:87% 424,39
Disabled 1- 1.32% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 417.00
Non-Limited English 76 100.00% 63 69.74% 23 30.26% 424,29
Llmited English 0.00% 0 0.00% 8- 0.00% 0.00
Non-Econ Disadvantage 7 8.21% 4 B7.14% 3 42.86% 420,00
Econ Disadvantage 89 . £0.76% 49 71.01% 20 28.09% 423.81
Migrant 0.00% -0 0.00% 0 0.00% -0:.00-
Homeless 4 5.26% 4 " 100.00% 0 0.00% 469,60
Neglected —0—- —0.00%—- ) -0,00%. 1] _ 0.00% 0.00
Copyrighted Materlal 2004-2011 Page 10f2
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Report run on; June 7, 2011

SubGroup Results Report

Multipie Cholce Tests, Spring 2010
District: Petersburg City Public Schools

gchool Name: J. E. B, Stuart Elem.

Seleclion Informatlon '

Document Level: 03
student Group: All Tesled
Score Bands : >=0and <601

Test Name: Mathematics Grada 3 (2001 Slandards)

et e e e T ————

T s R AT Percenlage GI’DUP .'5=Pags B "'.5-.3!'-’_&53 :—,_;; %
SUBGRQUP CATEGORY - C‘“‘.’as Tota!s ‘Tested Avarage  Advanced Proficent -Fall
Total Numher Of Students 76
Total Number Tested 78 100% 424,28 9,21% £0.53% 30.26%
SRR et ey Percenlaga.gi -Group ... TPasg . Pags b e
E{‘EER S Cades Totals - . Tested Average ' Advanceﬂ*' " :Proflgent - Fall
Males Tested M 41 £53.95% 41958 7.32% EB.1% 38.68%
Females Tasted F 25_ 48.05% 429,83 — 11.43%_ _85.71% 22.86%
S Percen!aga ' B ST i
| Y Codes -~ -Totals - Proﬁcent - Fall -
Unspeciﬂed 0 0 0% 0%_
_ American Indian or Alaskan Nalive 0 0% 0%
- Asfan 2 0 0% 0%
Black (Not of Hispanis Origin) 3 72 59.72% 31.94%_
Hispanle 4 3 86.67% 0%
White-{Not of Hispande Origin} -6 1 100% 0%
Native Hawalan/Olher Pagifio Islander B 0 0% 0%

s

No Disabllitles 76 98.68% 424,39 £,33% ao% -80.87%
Mentat Retardation {both TMR & EMA) i 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Severs - Profound Disablitfles 02 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
N Multipte Disabllilles 03 0 0% ] 0% 0% 0%
Orihopedic Disablitles. 04 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Visual impaliment- 05 0 — 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Hearngdimpalimenl 06 o 0% ] 0% 0% 0%
L earmning Disability 07 —0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Serious Emotional Dislurbance 08 0 0% 0 0% 0%- 0%
Spesch or Language Impalrment 0 - 1 1.32% 417 0% 100% 0% _
Other/Health Impalrment 10 0 0% o 0% 0% 0%
Physical Disabliity 11 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Deainess and Blindness 12 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Aullsm 13 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Traumaile Braln injury i4 o 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Handlcapped Under Ssction 504 16 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Davelopmantally Detayed 16 Y 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Copyrighted Material 2004-2011 Page2of2




SubGroup Resulis Report
Multiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2010

District: Petersburg City Pubiic Schools
School Name: J. E. B, Stuart Elem. .

Report run o Juns 7, 201t

Report Disaggregation Parameters s
Test Name: Matnematlcs Grade 4 (2001 Slandards)
Document Level: 04

Student Group: All Tested

Score Bands ¢ >=0and <6

ipgroent 1.\, Average -

All Students in Testing Group

Nomioer. - . Parcent - - Numer -,

S . ':T?}.E_lls"i ' 95?33;“ i Passing 1< 5 CFalilng © 7 UFalling t . -Seores v
Nurmnber In Group 53 100.00% 49 10 16.85% 469.69
Not Enrolled In Course V] 0.00%
Al Tested 59 100.00% 49 83.05% 10 16.95% 469,69
Eligible Only 59. 100.00% 49— B305% 10 ~46:95% -480.59

B Mals 85,71%
Female 31 52.64%- 26 80.65% 8 19.35% 455,23 -
Non-Minority 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00

Minority 59 100,00% 48 83.05% 10 18.85% #460.59

Non-Disabled 57 96.61% 48 84.21%— i 15.79% 468,67

Disabled 2 33% 1 50.00% 1 50.00% 498.00

Non-Limited English &8 100.00% 4G 83.05% 10 16.95% 460.59

Limited English 0 0.00% 0 0.00% G 0.00%- - 0.00

Non:Econ Disadvantage 11 18.64% 10 20.91% 1 8.09% 473.01

Econ Disadvantage 48 .§1.36% 39 81.26% ] 18.75%. 468,60

Migrant 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 000

Homeless 1 1.69% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 458.00
Neglected 0 _0.00% 0 0.00% 0 000% 00D

Copyrighted Matetial 2004-2011 Page 1 of 2




Report run on; June 7, 2011

Multiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2010
Distrlct: Petersburg City Public Schools

Schoot Name: J. E. B. Stuart Elem.

SubGroup Results Report

[selection Information

DocumentLevel:s 04
Student Group: All Test
Score Bands 1 >=0and <601

Test Name: Mathematles Grade 4 (2001 Slandards)

T SUBGROUP CATEGORY - .- Godes ~ Totals ~PEBEE " iy ple Pade i Pass LRl
Total Number Of Students 69
Total Number Tested &9 100% 469.59 27.12% 55.93% 18.95%
SGENDER 4150 Godes < Totals, - “FCINEG0, -._:-:;;-.Ac‘a’gi P;g;:n‘t“ R
Malas Tosted M 28 47.46% 485.6 32.14% 53.67% 14,20%
Females Tesled F i 52.54% 455,23 22.58% 58.06% 1635%
= e f : Fercaniage LAroup Pass ;- i Pass i Fall e
=LA At ‘Average - Advancad Proficent -
- Unspectiléd- 0 0 0% 0% -0%
Amarican Indlan or-Alaskan Nalive 1 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Aslan 2 0 0% 0 0% 0%- 0%
Black {Not of Hispanlo Orlgin)- 3 54 91.53% 468,19 25.93% 55.66% 18.52%
Hispanile 4 5 B.AT% -484.8 40% 80% 0%
White (5t of Hispanle Crigin) [ 0 0% o] 0% 0% 0%-
Nativa Hawalan/Other Paclfic Islander 6 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%

~ Tested

No Dtsabllllles

57 98:81%

15,79%

468 67 28.32%
“Mental Relardation (both TMA & EMR) 01 Yy 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Savers - Profound Disablliles 02 G 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Muliiple Disabililles 03 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Orthopedic Disabililes 04 0 0% o 0% 0% 0%
Visual mpalrment 05 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Hearing Impalrment 08 o 0% 0 0% 0% 0% -1
B Leaming Disability 07 [ 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Sarlous Emotional Distuibance -08 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Speech or Languageimpaltrasnt 09 1 1.69% 600 100% 0% 0%
CtherHealth impalrmant 10 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Physlcal Disabllity 13 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Deafess and Blindness i2 0 0% b 0% 0% 0%—
Autlsm 13 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Traumatic Brain Infury 14 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Handicapped Under Section 504 16 4 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Developmentally Delayed 16~ 1 1.69% 392 0% 0% 100%
Copytighted Matorlal 2004-2011 Page2of2
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School Name; J. E. B, Stuart Elem,

SubGroup Results Report

Muttiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2010

District: Petersburg City Publle Schools

Repci"*ﬂsaglmgation Parameters

Document Level: 05
Sludent Group: All Tested
Score Bands ¢ >=0and < &01

[Test Name: Mathematles Grade & (2001 Standards}

All Studants in Testing Group

82, 54%

Number In Group -
_Not Enrolled In Courss 0 0.00%
All Tested 63 100.00% 62 82.54% 11 17.46% 468.49
Eligibte Only 63 100,00% 52 82.64% 11 17:46% 468,49

Subgroups Within Testing Group

Copytighted Material 2004-2011

—Male 30 47.82% -23 \ 478.83

-Famale a3 52,38% 29 87.88% & 12.12% 459,09

Non-Minority 1 1.59% 1 “160.00% ¢ 0.00% 558,00

Minority 62 98.41% 51 82.26% it 17.74% 467.05

Non-Disabled 82 98.41% 61 82.26% 11 17.74% 467.05

Disabled 1 1.659% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 558,00

Non-Limited English 63 100.00% 62 82,64% 11 17.46% 468.49
Limiled English 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00

Non-Ecan Disadvanlage 13 20,63% 12 92.31% 1 7.69% 488,31

Eton Disadvantage 50 7937% 40 80.00% 10 20.00% 483,86
Migrant 0 0.00%- 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 6.00
Homeless 0 0.00% 0 0.00% o 0.00% 0.00
-—————Noglécled——0——— —0.00%— HD— . 000% 0 0.00% 0.00

Page 1of2




AR Standards
of Learning

Assessment
Resoltrce

Report run on: Juns 7, 2011

SubGroup Results Report

Multiple Cholce Tests, Spring 2010
District: Petersburg Ciy Public Schools
School Name: J. E. B. Stuart Elem,

Selectlon Information

Document Level: 05
Student Group: All Tested-
Score Bands ¢ >= 0and < 604

Test Name: Mathematics Grade b {2001 Slandards) . -

SUBGROUP CATEGORY - -~ Godes  Totals = Percomtage = L oroup . Fenged Profloem P
Total Number Of Students 63
Total Number Testad 83 100% 468,49 30.18% 52.28% 17.468%
R TR 1 S T PR i L
Males Tested M 30 47.62% 478,83 40% 38.87% £23.33%
- Fernales Tested. F- 33 §2:38% 459.09 21:21% 66.67% 12.92%
SETHNICITY odos i Totaly -+ PAICEEge R Rl
) Unspediited 0 0- 0% 0 0%
. American Indian or Alaskan Nalive 1 0" 0% 0 0%
Aslan 2 0 0% 0 0%
Black (Not of Hispanic Origin}- 3 61 95.83% 46558 2FBT% 654.1% 18.03%
] Hispanio -4 1 1.69% 558 100% 0% 0%
Whita {Nat-of Hispanic Origin) & 1 1.59% 558 100% 0% -0%
Native Hawalan/Other Paclilc Istander 6 ¢ 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
T DISABILITY.STATUS . ' fades " Towls.. Fgicenleae U GRUR e Pass T )
No Disabliltles 62 98.41% 467.05 28,03% 53.23% 17.74%
Mental Retardation (both TMR & EMR) 01 ¢ 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Sevars - Profound Disabliities 02 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
“Mulliple Disabllitles 03 -0 0% 0 0% 0% -0%
Orthopedic Disabililles 04 ¢ 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Visual Impalrment 05 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Hearing Impalment 08 -0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Leaming Disabliity 07 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
1 Serlous Emotional Disturbance 08 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Spesch-or Language Impaimsnt 09 i $.60% 558 100% 0% 0%-
Other/Health Impalrment 10 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Physlcal Disabliity 11 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Deafness and Blindness 12 -0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Autlsm 13 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Traumatic Braln Injury 14 ¢ 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Hendlcapped Under Sagtlon §04 16 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Davelopmentally Delayed 16 0 0% 0 0% 0% 0%
Copyrighted Materlal 2004-2011 Page20f2




A. P, Hill - (Less than 3 years experience)

APPENDIX C

‘Nam “Assignme
Teacher “N” Kindergarten
Teacher “N” First Grade
Teacher “N” First Grade
Teacher “N” Fourth Grade
Teacher “N” Title I Reading
Teacher “N” Art

Teachers With-Less Than Three Years of Experience - 6

Number of Highly Qualified Teachers — 38

Percentage.of Highly Qualified Teachers — 97.06

J. E. B. Stuart - (Less than 3 years experience)

‘Nam \ssignment
Teacher “N” Kindergarten
Teacher “N” Music
Teacher “N” Art
Teacher*N” Librarian

Teachers With Less Than Three Years of Experience -4

Number of Highly-Qualified Teachers - 33

Percentage of Highly Qualified Teachers — 94.28




Instructional Staff at A, P. Hill

Teacher “N Fifith Grade 5
Teacher “N” First Grade 8
Teacher “N” Title ] Reading Teacher !
Teacher “N” Instructional Specialist’ 2
Teacher “N” Math Resource Teacher 2
Teacher “N” Fifth Grade 2.5
Teacher “N” Kindergarten 5
Teacher “N” Music 5
Teacher “N” Third Grade 6
Teacher “N” Second Grade 5
Teacher “N” Fifth Grade 13
Teacher “N” Sp. Ed. MR 3
Teacher “N” First Grade 2
Teacher “N” Kindergarten 1
“Teacher “N” Third Grade 2
Teacher “N” Third Grade 5
Teacher “N” Fifth Grade 4
Teacher “N” Second Grade 18
Teacher “N” Kindergarten 5
Teacher “N” Sp-Ed. LD 4
Teacher “N” Sp. Ed Dev. Delayed— 1
- Teacher “N” Fourth Grade 2
Teacher “N” Third Grade 5
“Teacher “N” ~Second Grade 4
Teacher “N” Second-Grade 2
Teacher “N” Fourth Grade 2
“Feacher “N” First Grade- T
Teacher “N” Fourth Grade 3
-—-Teacher*N” -Third-Grade— -
Teacher “N” Sp. Ed. MR 13
| Teacher “N” First Grade 1
Teacher “N” Second Grade 5
Teacher “N” Kindergarten 13
Teacher “N” Phy Ed. 7
Teacher “N” Kindergarten 5
Teacher “N” Fourth-Grade 5
Teacher “N” Librarian 1
Teacher “N” Art 2
Teacher “N” First Grade 4




Instructiona! Staff at J. E. B. Stuart

Teacher “N” 1
Teacher “N” Fourth Grade 4
Teacher “N” Kindergarten 2
Teacher “N” Second Grade 1
Teacher “N” Kindergarten 2
Teacher “N” ESL 4
Teacher “N” Kindergarten 1
Teacher “N™ First Grade 27
“Teacher “N” Music 1
Teacher “N” Kindergarten 1
Teacher “N” Third Grade 6
“Feacher “N” Second Grade 7
Teacher “N” First Grade 3
Teacher “N” Sp. Ed-MR i
Teacher “N” First Grade 7
Teacher “N” Tnstructional Specialist 23
Teacher “N” Fourth Grade 3
Teacher “N” Fourth Grade 1
Teacher “N” Reading Teacher 2
| Teacher “N” -Fiftlr Grade 3
Teacher “N” Third Grade 0
Teacher “N” Arxt 1
Teacher “N” Second Grade 4
Teacher “N” Sp. Ed. MR- 10
Teacher “N” Title I Math 10- .
Teacher “N” Librarian 1
Teacher “N” Sp. Ed. Severe Disabilities 3
Teacher “N” First Grade 37
~ _| Teacher “N” Second Grade 4
1 Teacher “N” Third Grade 6
Teacher “N” Fifth Grade 4
Teacher *N” Fifth Grade 7
Teacher “N” -Phy. Ed. 8
Teacher “N” JInstructional Technology I-
Teacher “N” -Fourth Grade 5




APPENDIX D
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Wednesday; June 1, 2011
School Board Regular Meeting

Page 1 of 4

LOCATION: Vernon Johns Junior High $chool, 3101 Homestead Drive, Petersburg, VA Time:
6:30 p.m. Any questions or concerns for the Board Clerk, Chairman, or Superintendent?
Please call: (804) 732-0510 (Switchboard)

1. Call to Order

Subject
Meeting
Category~
Type

Subject
Meeting
Category
Type

A. Moment of Silence
Jun 1, 2011 - School Board Regular Meeting
1. Call to Order

Procedural

B. Pledge of Allegiance: Alexis Bridgeforth
Jun.1, 2011 - School Board Regular Meeting
i. Call to Order

Procedural

2. Recognitions

Sibject A. PCPS Teacher of the-Year- Dr. Alvera J. Parrish
Meetirg Jun 1, 2011 - School Board Regular-Meeting
Category 2. Recognitions
Type Recognition
FilesAttachments
TOY school candidates.pdf (206 KB) Teacher of the vear overview.pdf (87 KB)
. Subject—. —B. Recognitio n of Seniors: Appomattox Regional. and Maggie L. Walker

Meeting
Lategory
Type

Subject

Meeting
Category
Type

Governor's Schooels, and Richard Bland-Middle College High School —Ms.
Sabrina Beamon and Dr. Brenda Petteway

Jun 1, 2011 - School Board Regular Meeting
2. Recognitions

Recognition

C. Recognition of PCPS Maintenance Department Workers - Mr. Russel}
Lawrence and Mr, Darreil Godette

Jun 1, 2011 - School Board Regular Meeting
2. Recognitions

Recognition

3. Public Comment Period

http://\W.boarddocs.com/vsba/pitpsvafBoard.nsffPublic

6/16/2011




BoardDocs® LT

Subject A. Procedures for Public Comment
Meeting Jun 1, 2011 - Schoo! Board Regular Meeting-
Category 3. Public Comment Period

Type Information

Page 2 of 4

Public and staff comments are encouraged during the discussion of each information item. No person may
speak on an issue for more than 3 minutes; and no one may speak twice on an issue until all present have

had an opportunity to speak,
4. Correspondence

5. Agenda Approval

Subject A. Approval of Agenda

Meeting Jun 1, 2011 - Schoot Board Regular Meeting
Category 5, Agenda Approval

Type Action (Consent)

6. Approval cf Consent Agenda

Subject A Personnel

Meeting Jun 1, 2011 - Schoot Board Regular Meeting
Category 6. Approval-of Consent Agenda

Type Action (Consent)

Subject B. Approval of Minutes

Meeting Jun 1, 2011 --School Board-Regular Meeting
Category 6. Approval of Consent Agenda

Type -Action {Consent)

7. Action Items

Subject - A:Policy Updates/Revisions: BCG-(Advisory Committees to the Schooi-Board),

CLA (Reporting Acts of Viclenceand' Substance Abuse); D3F{Purchasing
-procedures), GAB/IIBEA (Acceptable Computer System Use), GBA/JIFHA

(Sexual or Gender Harassment/Harassment based on Race, Natienai Origin,

Disability and Religien), GBEA (Unlawful Manufacture, Distribution,

Dispensing, Possession or Use of Controlled Substance), GCN (Evaluation of

Professional Staff); 1IGBB (Programs for Gifted Students), IIBEA/GAB

“{Acceptable Computer System Use), IKEB (Acceleration), JFHA/GBA (Sexual

Harassment/Harassment based-on Race, National Origin, Disability and

Religion), JHH (Suicide Prevention), JO (Student Records), and KKA (Service

Animals in Public Schoals) - Mrs. Gail Wade

Meeting Jun 1, 2011 - School Board Regular Meeting
Category 7. Action Items
Type Action

File Attachments
Pollcy Updates May 2011.pdf (490 KB}

http://www.boarddocs.com/vsba/pitpsva/Board.nsf/Public

6/16/2011




BoardDocs® LT Page 3 of 4

8. Information Items

Subject _A. Update on the Algebra Project.- Mrs. Gwendolyn Price

Meeting Jun 1, 2011 - School Board Regular Meeting
Category 8. Information Items
Type Information

File Attachments
The Alaebra Project June 1 2011 {2).pdf (958-KB)-

Subject B. Technology Plan - Mr-Williams Rawles
Meeting Jun 1, 2011 - School Board Regular Meeting .
Category 8. Information Items

Type Information

File Attachments
PCPS Tech Plan Final Draft 6-1-11 Reg Bd Mtgzpdf (3,053 KBY

Subject C. Update on the Elementary Schools in-Tier I - Dr. Dorothea Shannon
Meeting Jun 1, 2011 - School Board Regular Meeling

Category 8. Information Items

Type Information

File Attachments
Process for Tier 1 Schools-SIG Grant.pdf (80 KB}

9. New Business from Board Members
_10. Adjournment .

Subject A. Motion to-Adjourn

Meeting Jun 1, 2011 - School Board Regular Meeting
Category 10. Adjournment

Type Action

11. A closed session may be held prior to or after the public hearing.
12, FYI1

Subject A. The Virginia Early Warning System (VEWS) - Dr. Brenda Petteway
Meeting Jun 1, 2011 - Schoo! Board Regular Meeting

Category 12. FYI

Type FYI

http://wwwboarddocs.com/vsba/pitpsva/Board.nsffPublic 6/16/2011
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BoardDocs® LT Page 4 of 4

File Attachments
The Virainia Early Warning System Synopsis-April 9 2611 provided for the 6-1-11 Reg Bd Mig.pdf {385 KB}

Subject B. Improving Literacy Through School Libraries Summary Evaluation - Mrs.
Cheryl Bostick

Meeting Jun 1, 2011 - School Board Regular Meeting

Category 12, FYI

Type FYl

Public and staff comments are encouraged during the discussion of each infarmation item. No
-person-may speak on an issue for more than 3 minutes; and no one-may speak twice on an-issue
until all present have had an opportunity to speak.

A closed session may be heid prior to or after the public hearing.

http://www.boarddocs.com/vsba/pitpsva]Board.nsf/Public 6/16/2011




‘AP Hill / Stuart -

Eleméntary Identified as &

a Tier 1 school for USED
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tmprovement Funds

(516)

]
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and selects restructuring
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I . 1 l
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- Board approves-

l I T
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1003{a} grantof $60,000
-June 17th, 2PM;
* annual funding

Superintendent weites Superintendent writes
restructuring plan - ~improvement plan_
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“June 17th; 2PM; -
potential -1,2 million
doliars over three years
g »

Sc_Eool Baoai-d_ apbroves
- vendor contract




BoardDocs® LT Page 1 of 1

Monday, June 6, 2011
Special Meeting ef the Petersburg School Board to Discuss USED Grant Funding
for J.E.B. Stuart Elementary School

LOCATION: Petersburg City Public Schools Administrative Office, 255 South Boulevard East,
Petersbura. VA - Main Board Room Time: 6:00 p.m. Any questions or concerns for the Board
Clerk, Chairman, or Superintendent? Please call: (804) 732-0510 (Switchboard)

1. Call to Order

2. Roll Call

3. USED Grant Funding for J.E.B. Stuart Elementary Schoot
4, Announcements

5. Closed Session

6. Adjournment

Subject A. Motion to Adjourn

“Meeting. Jun 6, 2011 - Special Meeting of the Petersburg School Board to DiscussUUSED Grant
Funding for J.E.B. Stuart Elementary School

Category 6. Adjournment

Type Action

7. FY1

Public and staff comments are encouraged during the discussion of each information item. No
person may speak on an issue for more than 3 minutes; and no one may speak twice on an issue-
until all present have had an opportunity to speak.

A closed session may-be-held prior to or after the-public hearing.

http://www.boarddocs.com/vsba/pitpsva./Board.nsf/Public 6/16/2011
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Monday, June 13, 2011
Special Meeting of the Petersburg School Board - Approval of FY11- FY12
Operating Budget & Turnaround Partner Presentation

LOCATION: Petersburg City Public Schools Administrative Office, 255 South Boulevard East,
Petersburg, VA - Main Board Room Time: 6:00 p.m. Any questions or concerns for the Board
Clerk, Chairman, or Superintendent? Please call: {(804) 732-0510 (Switchboard)

1. Call to Srder

2. Roll Call

3. Agenda Approval
4. Action1tems

Subject A Approval of the FY11-FYiZ Operating Budget - Dr. Alvera J. Parrish

Meeting Jun 13, 2011 - Specfal Meeting of the Petersburg School Board - Approval of FY11-
FY12 Operating Budget & Turnaround Partner Presentation

Category 4. Action Items

Type. Action

Subject” B. School Calendar Change {School-Closure - June 17, 2011) - Dr. Alvera J.
Parrish

Meeting- Jun 13, 2011 - Special Meeting of the Petersburg School Board - Approval of FY11-
FY12 Operating Budget & Turnaround Partner Presentation

Category 4, Action Items

Type Action

5. Information-Item

Subject A. Virginia Lead Turnaround Partner - A.P. Hill Elementary & 3.E.B. Stuart
Elementary with EdisonLearning Alliance - Mr. Chris Wheedleton

Meeting Jun 13, 2011 - Special Meeting of the Petersburg School Board - Approval of FY11-
“FY12 Operating Budget & Turnaround Partner Presentation

Category 5. Information Hem

Type Action

File Attachments
Alliance Brochure 6082011 LoRes.pdf (832 KB)

Petersburg Turnaround Partner Presentation 6-7-11.pdf (504 KB}

6. Announcements
7. Adjournment

Subject A. Motion to Adjourn

http://www.boarddocs.com/vsba/ pitpsva/Board.nsf/Public 6/16/2011
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Meeting

Jun 13, 2011 - Special Meeting of the Petersburg School Board - Approval of FY11-
FY12 Operating Budget & Turnaround Partner Presentation

Category 7. Adjournment
Type Action
8. FYI

Page 2 of 2

Public and staff comments are encouraged during the discussion of each iinformation item. No
persen may speak-en an issue for more than 3 minutes; and no one may speak twice on an issue
until all present have had an opportunity to speak.

A closed session may be held prior to or after the public hearing.

http://www.boarddocs.com/vsba/pitpsva/Board.nsf/Public

6/16/2011
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EDISONLEARNING”

Alliance™ is a comprehensive leadership development and
change-management program designed to turnaround
underperforming schools, developing site capacity-to ensure
sustained and ongoeing improvement.

With Afliance, EdisonLearaing partners with your district, sending a team of education professionals

to work closely with the local staff to transform the school. The program operates with a whole
school approach, combining professional development, curricilum support and a proven

assessment system to target all components of the learning process.

Why choose Edisonlearning?

The Alliance model draws on Edisonlearning’s nearly 20 years of experience working-in some of the
most challenged-schools in-the United States and internationally.

« EdisonLearning partnership programs are built on solid research and practice

» Programs are implemented with a high degree of fidelity on a large scale

« Proven resuits show-EdisonLearning programs demonstrate efficacy while serving a diverse
student population

The Five Strands

The Alfiance modelds based on EdisonLearning's Five Strands of high
functioning schools: Leadership, Learning Environment, Assessment for
Learring, Pedagogy and Curriculum, and Student and Family Support.

We focus our work on five, interrelated strands that represent the
RAISING essential support systems that are effectively managed at today’s

ETUDENT . - P
ACHIEVEMENT high-functioning schools.

Our approach is founded on a set of core values that encourage a
- pbRuOGYE positive culture and guide decision making: Wisdom, Justice,
< Courage, Compassion, Hope, Respect, Responsibility-and Integrity.



ALLIANCE™

Alliance Implementation

With every Alfiance partnership, a team of Edisontearning experts is placed on site

to work with the school and community. The implementation begins with a diagnostic
assessment of the school’s strengths and weaknesses that serves as the basis for a
customized program for success. The Alfiance Diagnostic combines a quantitative
analysis of existing school data with an on-site assessment, including interviews and
classroom observations. The result is a diagnostic report that highlights achievements
and challenges, and provides recommendations in such areas as schooi leadership,
curriculum, student learning, and professional development.

The Alliance Team then works with district and school leadership to develop a results-oriented
achievement plan for each school that addresses its particular needs,

The plan is aligned with the Five Strands-model andincludes:

Shared vision and
values
Distributed
leadership

“Management

Professional
Learning &
Achievement
Teams

Team & Time Skill
Building

Protocols for
Robust Planning &
Self Evaluation

T Strategic Change |

Values-driven
-Code of Conduct

Positive &
Proactive Behavior
Management

Nurturing Physical
Environment

Student Voice

College NEXT
Focus

Celebrations of
Achievement

—forLearning

Targeted School Diagnostic | Parent, Student &
Professional . .. | Teacher Learning
Monthly Formative

Development Assessment Conferences.

Framework for System Response fo

Shared Language | Data-Briven Intervention

?gg&iquamy' Decision Making & | Dedicated Support
8 Action Blanning Teams

ggi;:esf_eammg Self& Peer Community

HAssessment Engagement

E?}riggg?é?n Targeted Response | English Language

Standards-based Process for At-Risk | Learners-and

inst.ru?:tion Students Speciat Education
_ Quality Frmal | Professional-

Data-Driven & Informal Development

Curr[c‘ulum Assessments.

Planning

Focus on Reading School Level

& Writing Across Dashboards

Curriculum

Meaningful

Classroom Visits &
Reflection




| EdlsonLearmng Alliance Success in Hawaii

: .EdisonLeamlng was one of three companies chosen for a restructuring effort by the Hawaii Department
“of Educatmn in 2005. Using the Alliance model, these schools have seen sustained student achievement
increases, exceedmg state gains in percent of students who are proficient or above proficient,

Initially assigned 7 schools in 2005, EdisonLearning was awarded 40 schools by the 2010-2011 school year.

First year achievement gains for Alliance schoolswere on average 7.5% inteading and 11% in math.

Schools raised achievement by 22% in reading and 30% in math within three years.

Among all partner providers in Hawaii, EdisonLearning partnership schools continue to have the highest

combined achievement results.

© 2011 EdisonLearning, inc. Al rights reserved

Edisonlearning, the Edisontearning logo and the Edison “e” mark are
trademarks of Edisontearning, Inc,

Offering details are subject to change, and may vary by individual client
engagement, Student and school performance depends on many variables;
as such, specific results are not guaranteed and may vary.

www.edisonlearning.com e« 1-877-422-6532

edisonlearning:

Edisonlearning, Inc,

485 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10017
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