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DoDEA Mission Statement 
To Provide an Exemplary Education that Inspires and Prepares All DoDEA Students for Success in a Dynamic, Global Environment.
AEIS Vision Statement
The vision of Amelia Earhart Intermediate School is to help all students become respectful, responsible citizens and life-long learners.
AEIS Philosophy
“Success in Education is a Partnership in Responsibility”

Guiding Principles:
Teachers, students, parents, and communities are a Partnership with joint responsibility and accountability in the total learning experience of the child.
A Partnership in Responsibility will enable support and reinforcement to occur so that all students will desire to become lifelong learners. 
A Partnership in Responsibility will provide a productive academic environment that encourages, promotes, and inspires self-directed learning.
A Partnership in Responsibility will provide a safe environment where children adapt to change while developing emotionally, socially, and physically. 
A Partnership in Responsibility will foster cultural awareness and celebrate cultural diversity.
A Partnership in Responsibility, working collectively and individually in the area of technology, will inspire all students to meet the changing demands and challenges of the 21st century.













Unique Local Insights – Parent, Student, and Staff Perceptions

Data Collection Instrument(s)

We selected the following instruments to collect data regarding parent, student, and staff perceptions: 

· Customer Satisfaction Survey (2005, 2007, 2009, 2011)*
· Teacher Survey (Administered 10/3/07)
· Dept. of Defense Parent Survey  (Administered 05/07) 
· Dept. of Defense Student Survey (Administered 05/07) 



* Please note:  The Department of Defense has limited the use of surveys for parents and students.  As a result, only the Customer Satisfaction Survey may be given to parents and students for updated information.  The survey data listed here from 2007 and before were used to help select the school-wide CSI goals.

Presentation of Data: Unique Local Insights – Parent, Student, and Staff Perceptions
Presentation of Data:  Customer Satisfaction Survey (2005, 2007, 2009, 2011) Overall parent, teacher, and student ratings of our school



Description of Data:  The DoDEA Customer Satisfaction Survey was available for all parents, and students at Amelia Earhart Intermediate School, and was completed during the winter of SY 04-05, SY 06-07, SY 08-09, and SY 10-11.  Results of the anonymous responses were summarized and gathered from the DoDEA HQ website.  The graph above reflects "A" or "B" responses to the question, "What grade would you give your school?"

Analysis of Data:  The majority of Parent and Student responses indicate a favorable rating of Amelia Earhart Intermediate School throughout the period of the surveys.  There has been a steady increase of percentage of parents and students rating AEIS with an "A" or B". Parents of students attending AEIS schools consistently rated their schools higher than the National Parent data gathered from the PDK Gallup Poll of Attitudes Towards Public Schools.

Presentation of Data:  Unique Local Insights – Parent, Student, and Staff Perceptions
Presentation of Data:  Customer Satisfaction Survey (10-11) Percentage Rating Schools "A" or "B" in Subject Areas



Description of Data:  The DoDEA Customer Satisfaction Survey was available for all parents, and students at Amelia Earhart Intermediate School, and was completed during the winter of SY 10-11.  Results of the anonymous responses were summarized and gathered from the DoDEA HQ website.  The graph above reflects "A" or "B" responses to the question, "How would you grade (your/your child's) school in preparing students in the following subjects." (Percent responding "A" or "B")

Analysis of Data:  The vast majority of both students and parents rated instructional preparation an "A" or "B".  Student and Parent responses range from a high of 94% for Reading, 86% for Writing, 88% for Math, Science, and Social Studies to a low of 43% in Foreign Language, which is not a program offered for all grade levels at AEIS.  

Presentation of Data:  Unique Local Insights – Parent, Student, and Staff Perceptions
Presentation of Data:  Customer Satisfaction Survey (10-11) DoDEA School Effectiveness in Preparing Students for the 21st Century
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Description of Data:  The DoDEA Customer Satisfaction Survey was available for all parents, and students at Amelia Earhart Intermediate School, and was completed during the winter of SY 10-11.  Results of the anonymous responses were summarized and gathered from the DoDEA HQ website.  The graph above reflects parent and student perceptions on how well their school is preparing students for the 21st century.  During SY 10-11, 115 (21%) parents and 351 (94%) students completed this survey.

Analysis of Data:  The vast majority of both students and parents rated their schools as either "Somewhat Effective" or "Very Effective" in preparing students for the 21st century, with 96% of parents and 95% of students rating schools in these favorable categories.

Presentation of Data: Unique Local Insights – Parent, Student, and Staff Perceptions
Presentation of Data:  Customer Satisfaction Survey (10-11) Issues Problematic to Parents

	Percentage of Parent Responses 

	Issues
	Major
	Minor
	Not a Problem

	Financial support/funding
	7
	30
	63

	Lunch program
	14
	35
	51

	Overcrowded classes
	12
	25
	63

	Low quality curriculum/standards
	3
	23
	75

	Overcrowded schools
	12
	25
	63

	Bullying
	3
	46
	50

	Childhood obesity
	12
	38
	50

	Transportation
	1
	13
	86

	Poor/outdated buildings and grounds
	3
	34
	63

	Crime/vandalism
	0
	11
	89

	Timely communication from Teachers/Admin
	4
	19
	77

	Fighting/violence
	0
	23
	77

	Racial and ethnic understanding
	3
	15
	83

	Use of drugs/alcohol
	0
	8
	92

	Other
	3
	1
	28



Description of Data:  The DoDEA Customer Satisfaction Survey was available for all parents, and students at Amelia Earhart Intermediate School and was completed by 115 parents and 351 students during the winter of SY 10-11.  Results of the anonymous responses were summarized and gathered from the DoDEA HQ website.  The table above reflects parent and student perceptions on the most problematic issues facing students in their DoD schools.

Analysis of Data:  The percentage of parents rating issues as a "major problem" ranged from a high of 14% to a low of 0%. The top major issue for parents is the Lunch Program at 14%. A high number of parents (46%) also felt that Bullying was a minor problem. These responses provide AEIS the opportunity to seek strategies to reduce the conditions that could compromise student safety and parent confidence in their students’ school environment.


Presentation of Data:  Customer Satisfaction Survey (06/07) Overall parent, teacher, and student ratings of our school
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Description of Data:  The Customer Satisfaction Survey was available for all teachers, parents, and students of AEIS, and was completed during the winter of SY 06-07.  Results of the anonymous responses were summarized and gathered from the DoDEA HQ website.  The graph above reflects "A" or "B" responses to the question, "What is the primary purpose of the DoD school?"  (Columns with no values indicate fewer than 20 respondents completed the answers.)

Analysis of Data:  The number of parent respondents suggests a continued emphasis on a balanced approach to teaching basic academic subjects.  64% of parent responses also indicate further research into community needs and values relating to the mission of AEIS. 
Presentation of Data:  Customer Satisfaction Survey (06/07) Overall parent, teacher, and student ratings of our school.   
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Description of Data:  The 2006-2007 Customer Satisfaction Survey was available for all teachers, parents, and students of AEIS, and was completed during the winter of SY 2006-2007.  Results of the anonymous responses were summarized and gathered from the DoDEA HQ website.  The graph above reflects the percentage of parents rating the school an "A" or "B" for the item:  "Your child's school is striving to form stronger partnerships between parents, the community and the schools to improve student achievement.  Grade how well your child's school is meeting this goal right now."

Analysis of Data:  The success of education being a community partnership is the core of AEIS’ mission statement.  While 82% of parents responding positively in this area can be viewed as a significant achievement, any margin of our community responding otherwise can be used as a target for improvement.  
Presentation of Data:  Customer Satisfaction Survey (06/07) Overall parent, teacher, and student ratings of our school 
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Description of Data:  The 2006-2007 Customer Satisfaction Survey was available for all teachers, parents, and students of AEIS, and was completed during the winter of SY 2006-2007.  Results of the anonymous responses were summarized and gathered from the DoDEA HQ website.  The graph above reflects the percentage of teachers in how they feel which professional development opportunities would help them most in delivering the highest quality instruction to our students.

Analysis of Data:  Teacher responses reflect an interest in a wide variety of professional development strategies.  This information should be considered when planning for future staff development related to the school improvement process and would support a differentiated staff development model at our school.

 

Presentation of Data:  Unique Local Insights – Parent, Student, and Staff Perceptions
Presentation of Data:  Teacher Survey Results – Support for Student Learning


	
AEIS TEACHER SURVEY
Oct 2007
(25 teachers responding)
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

	Support for Student Learning
	Percentages

	1. Teachers are willing to give students individual help outside of class time.
	16
	76
	0
	4

	2. Students are provided learning opportunities that support the full range of student abilities.
	16
	68
	16
	0

	3. Our school effectively communicates with parents.
	28
	72
	0
	0

	4. Technology is used to help students learn.
	40
	60
	0
	0



Description of Data: To determine teacher perceptions of how our school supports students, survey data were collected from 25 teachers in October 2007.  The chart above illustrates how teachers perceive the school’s organization and administration support students in the following areas:

1. Teachers are willing to give students individual help outside of class time.
2. Students are provided learning opportunities that support the full range of student abilities.
3. Our school effectively communicates with parents
4. Technology is used to help students learn.

Analysis of Data: Teachers communicate with parents concerning the quality of education.  Many opportunities are given to teachers and parents to support student learning.  Teachers also devote time outside the duty day to assist student learning.
There is a small minority (4%) of teachers who perceive that students are not given opportunities for individualized instruction outside of classroom time. A small minority (16%) of teachers do not perceive that instruction is diversified to meet the needs and abilities of all students.

Presentation of Data: Unique Local Insights – Parent, Student, and Staff Perceptions
Presentation of Data:  Teacher Survey Results – Perception of school climate and environment


	
AEIS TEACHER SURVEY
Oct 2007
(25 teachers responding)
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

	School Climate and Environment for Learning
	Percentages

	1. Teachers are respected by students and parents.
	16
	80
	4
	0

	2. Students and teachers are respectful of each other.
	20
	80
	0
	0

	3. The school has a safe and orderly environment for learning.
	32
	68
	0
	0

	4. School discipline is appropriately maintained.
	24
	68
	8
	0

	5. I am satisfied with the school.
	20
	76
	4
	0




Description of Data: In Oct 2007, the staff was surveyed to determine teacher perceptions of the quality of the school.  Twenty-five AEIS teachers completed the survey; some teachers did not respond to every survey item given.  The table above illustrates teachers’ perceptions of the school’s climate and environment for learning as measured by rating their agreement or disagreement with the following statements:

1. Teachers are respected by students and parents.
2. Students and teachers are respectful of each other.
3. The school has a safe and orderly environment for learning.
4. School discipline is appropriately maintained
5. I am satisfied with the school

Analysis of Data: The top two specific areas in which small minorities of teachers (4% in both areas) feel that AEIS needs to improve are in the areas of teachers are respected by students and parents and teachers being satisfied with the school.

Presentation of Data: Unique Local Insights – Parent, Student, and Staff Perceptions
Presentation of Data:  Teacher Survey Results – Perception of quality of organization and administration


	
AEIS TEACHER SURVEY
Oct 2007
(25 teachers responding)
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

	School Organization and Administration
	Percentages

	1. The school is committed to continuous improvement.
	28
	64
	8
	0

	2. The school uses data and research when making decisions about teaching and learning.
	32
	60
	4
	0

	3. Teachers are involved in decisions impacting on the quality of teaching and learning.
	24
	68
	8
	0

	4. There are positive working relationships between teachers and administrators.
	40
	60
	0
	0




Description of Data:  To determine teacher perceptions of the quality of our school’s Organization and Administration, survey data were collected from 25 AEIS teachers in Oct 2007.  All teachers surveyed responded to each question.  The graph above summarizes teacher perceptions regarding the decision-making processes for student learning, the relationship between teachers and administrators, and the school’s commitment to continuous improvement.

Analysis of Data:  The majority of teachers and community members strongly agree that we are committed to educational improvement.  The decisions made to guide our educational plan are research based.  Teachers are continually involved in working with the community to improve the quality of their teaching.  There is a positive relationship between teachers and administrators. The three areas in which a small minority of teachers (less than 10%) disagreed suggest an opportunity to improve our efforts in research-based instruction, empowering teachers in all curriculum decisions, and continuous improvement throughout the school.  

Presentation of Data: Unique Local Insights – Parent, Student, and Staff Perceptions
Presentation of Data:  Parent Survey Results (May 2007) - Parent perception of school safety

Highest percentage /Second highest percentage
	#'s in Percentages
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Undecided
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

	My child’s school maintains good discipline.
	38
	51
	7
	4
	1

	My child feels safe at school.
	50
	45
	2
	1
	0

	Discipline problems are handled quickly at my child’s school.
	28
	50
	15
	4
	1

	Discipline problems are handled fairly at my school.
	24
	46
	25
	3
	1

	My child is safe in the school hallways.
	40
	53
	5
	0
	1

	My child is safe in the classrooms.
	53
	42
	2
	1
	1

	My child is safe in the school lunchroom.
	37
	55
	4
	2
	1

	My child is safe in the school playground.
	27
	56
	11
	4
	1

	My child is safe in the school parking lot.
	21
	45
	22
	9
	1

	My child is safe in the school restrooms.
	28
	55
	10
	3
	1

	My child is safe on the school buses.
	24
	41
	7
	1
	1

	My child is safe walking to and from school.
	14
	38
	12
	3
	2



Description of Data: To determine parent perceptions of the quality of our school, survey data were collected from 271 AEIS parents in May 2007.  Some parents did not respond to every survey item given.  The table above illustrates parents’ perceptions of the safety of the school environment as measured by rating their agreement or disagreement with the statements listed in the table.

Analysis of Data: The top two specific areas in which a minority of parents feels that we need to improve safety are in the school parking lot and the school playground.  It is also noteworthy that a significant number of parents were undecided in the area of school discipline.

Presentation of Data:  Unique Local Insights – Parent, Student, and Staff Perceptions
Presentation of Data:  Parent Survey Results (May 2007) - School Partnerships

Highest percentage /Second highest percentage
	#'s in percentages
	Most of the Time
	Sometimes
	Rarely
	No Answer

	My child’s school makes me feel welcome when I visit.
	88
	8
	1
	3

	 
	At least once a week
	At least once a month
	Once or twice a year
	No Answer

	How often does the school communicate with you (phone, email, newsletter, etc.)?
	50
	39
	6
	4

	 
	Parent/ Sponsor
	Teacher
	Principal
	Someone Else

	Who usually initiates the communication between you and the school?
	27
	54
	6
	9

	 
	Yes
	No
	No Answer
	 

	My child’s school encourages parent/ guardian involvement at school related events.
	88
	5
	5
	 

	 
	Most of the time
	Sometimes
	Rarely
	No answer

	The staff at my child’s school listens carefully when I express my opinions and concerns.
	75
	13
	3
	9



Description of Data: To determine parent perceptions of the quality of our school, survey data were collected from 271 AEIS parents in May 2007.  Some parents did not respond to every survey item given.  The table above illustrates parents’ perceptions of the school’s partnership with parents as measured by rating their agreement or disagreement with the statements listed in the table.

Analysis of Data: The success of education being a community partnership is the core of AEIS’ mission statement.  88% of parent respondents indicate AEIS encourage them to participate in school-related events.  This survey provides a measurable number of parents who must be included in the efforts to succeed in the AEIS mission.

Presentation of Data:  Unique Local Insights – Parent, Student, and Staff Perceptions
Presentation of Data:  Student Survey Results (May 2007) - Student perception of school safety

Highest percentage / Second highest percentage

	#'s in Percentages
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Undecided
	Disagree

	My school maintains good discipline.
	22
	44
	24
	6

	 
	Very Safe
	Safe
	Undecided
	Unsafe

	How safe do you feel at school?
	36
	43
	10
	4

	 
	Never
	Rarely
	Some Days
	Most Days

	How often do you feel unsafe when you are at school?
	30
	20
	11
	2

	 
	Most of the time
	Sometimes
	Rarely
	No answer

	The staff at my child’s school listen carefully when I express my opinions and concerns.
	75
	13
	3
	9




Description of Data: To determine student perceptions of the safety of our school survey data was collected from 396 AEIS students in May 2007.  The table above summarizes students’ overall perceptions of safety in our school.  It is based on consideration of students’ perception of school discipline and how safe they feel at school.  

Analysis of Data: Ninety three percent of our students completed a questionnaire.  Sixty six percent of the students strongly agreed or agreed that AEIS maintains good discipline.  Seventy nine percent of the students feel very safe or safe at school.  Fifty percent of the students never or rarely feel unsafe at school.

Presentation of Data: Unique Local Insights – Parent, Student, and Staff Perceptions
Presentation of Data:  Student Survey Results (May 2007) - Student perception of safety at specific locations

Highest percentage / Second highest percentage
	 #'s in Percentages
	Very Unsafe
	Unsafe
	Neither safe nor unsafe
	Safe
	Very Safe

	School Hallways
	3
	4
	17
	45
	27

	Classrooms
	2
	2
	7
	30
	52

	School Lunchroom
	2
	5
	12
	41
	30

	School Playground
	3
	11
	21
	33
	22

	School Parking Lot
	11
	15
	25
	24
	16

	School Restrooms
	3
	7
	19
	35
	24

	School Buses
	4
	6
	16
	23
	28

	Walking to & from School
	6
	7
	13
	19
	11

	Other (Please Specify)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1




Description of Data: To determine student perceptions of the safety of our school at specific locations, survey data was collected from 396 AEIS students in May 2007.  

Analysis of Data: Seventy two percent of the students feel that the school hallways are safe or very safe.  Eighty two percent feel the classrooms are safe or very safe.  Seventy one percent feel the school lunchroom is safe or very safe. Fifty five percent feel the playground is safe or very safe. Forty percent feel the parking lot is safe or very safe.  Fifty nine percent feel that the restrooms are safe or very safe.  Fifty one feel the school buses are safe or very safe.  Thirty percent feel they are safe walking to and from school.


Presentation of Data: Unique Local Insights – Parent, Student, and Staff Perceptions
Presentation of Data:  Student Survey Results (May 2007) - Student perception of bullying

Highest percentage / Second highest percentage
	#'s in Percentages
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Undecided
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

	My school deals appropriately with students who bully other students. 
	27
	34
	19
	12
	4

	
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	Supervise the playground and halls better
	Establish rules against bullying
	Enforce rules against bullying
	Teach kids how to get along better
	Other

	What can teachers and administrators do to help stop bullying?
	36
	24
	23
	33
	9

	
	
	
	
	
	




Description of Data: To determine student perceptions of bullying at our school, survey data was collected from 396 AEIS students in May 2007.  It is based on consideration of students’ perception of bullying and how adults can more effectively address bullying in our school. 

Analysis of Data: Sixty one percent of students agree or strongly agree that the school deals appropriately with students who bully other students.  Thirty six percent of students feel that teachers and administrators can supervise the playground and halls better.  Twenty four percent feel that more rules need to be established against bullying.  Twenty three percent feel that the rules against bullying need to be enforced.  Thirty three percent feel that teachers and administrators need to teach kids how to get along better.

Presentation of Data: Unique Local Insights – Parent, Student, and Staff Perceptions
Presentation of Data:  Student Survey Results (May 2007) - Student perception of Discipline

	
AEIS Student SURVEY
Oct 2007
(396 students responding)
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Undecided
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

	School Discipline
	Percentages

	1. Discipline problems are handles quickly at my school.
	20
	33
	24
	15
	3

	2. Discipline problems are handles fairly at my school
	22
	37
	18
	9
	4



Description of Data: To determine student perceptions of discipline at our school, survey data was collected from 396 AEIS students in May 2007.  The following questions were asked of students in the area of discipline:

1. Discipline problems are handled quickly at my school.
2. Discipline problems are handled fairly at my school.
 
This information is summarizes students’ perception of how discipline problems are handled at our school. 

Analysis of Data:  Fifty three percent agree or strongly agree that discipline problems are handled quickly at our school.  Fifty nine percent agree or strongly agree that discipline problems are handled fairly at our school.


Presentation of Data: Unique Local Insights – Parent, Student, and Staff Perceptions
Presentation of Data:  Student Survey Results (May 2007) - Student perception of communication and interaction with parents

Highest percentage /Second highest percentage
	#'s in percentages
	Yes
	No
	No Answer
	 

	Does your school openly invite parent(s)/guardian(s) to take part in school related events?
	77
	5
	10
	 

	 
	At least once a week
	At least once a month
	Once twice year
	No answer

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	How often does the school communicate with your parent(s)/guardian(s)?
	38
	20
	16
	28

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	




Description of Data: To determine student perceptions of parent/teacher interaction at our school, survey data was collected from 396 AEIS students in May 2007.  It is based on consideration of students’ perception of how often teacher communicate with parents and how inviting the school/teachers are to parents

Analysis of Data: Seventy seven percent feel that the school openly invites parents to take part in school related events.  Thirty eight percent feel that teachers communicate with parents at least once a week.  Twenty percent feel that teachers communicate with parents at least once a month.  It is important to note that although a definitive number of students indicated positive communication between AEIS and parents, a significant number also gave no answer suggesting an opportunity to make our students better aware of our communication efforts.

 
Implications for Action: Unique Local Insights – Parent, Student, and Staff Perceptions

Student Performance Goals

Areas identified by this data for student performance goals could include:

1.  Provide students learning opportunities that support their full range of abilities.
2.  Consider a wider range of assessments to measure student success.
3.  Ensure exterior areas of the school (parking lot, playground) are safe for all students and communicate these safety measures to all students.


Other Data and/or Actions Needed:
As potential future customers, commanders and other local agency administrators could be surveyed to determine the strengths they seek from people within their organizations.  Although similar data is used to tailor our mission statement, this information could be useful in shaping future goals.  




Follow-up on Former Students

Data Collection Instrument(s)

We selected the following instruments to collect data regarding former AEIS student perceptions: 

· Department of Defense Student Survey (Administered 12/08)

Presentation of Data:  Follow-Up on Former Students
Presentation of Data:  Follow-Up on Former Students – Student Achievement

	Responses from
Former students
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Undecided
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

	When I need help with my school work, someone at my school is available to help me.
	
	
	
	
	

	This school is preparing me well for the next grade.
	
	
	
	
	














Description of Data: To determine former AEIS student perceptions of how our school supports students, survey data were collected from 9 secondary students in December, 2008.  The chart above illustrates how former AEIS students perceive the school’s organization and administration support students in the following areas:

1. Teachers are willing to give students individual help in all academic subjects.
2. Teachers are preparing students for success in later grades. 

Analysis of Data: The survey was conducted as a focus group with all former students answering orally in one session. The survey was conducted by the AEIS principal, Dr. Deborah Carlson who also recorded all answers. The former students unanimously answered that they agree AEIS teachers provide help to students when needed and have prepared them for their current studies. These former students did not offer the strongest affirmation according to the survey indicating AEIS should continue its efforts to support all students in these regards.

Presentation of Data: Follow-Up on Former Students
Presentation of Data:  Follow-Up on Former Students – Safe Environment

	Responses from
Former students
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Undecided
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

	My school maintains good discipline.
	
	
	
	
	

	My school deal appropriately with students who bully other students.
	
	
	
	
	

	Discipline problems are handled quickly at my school.
	
	
	
	
	

	Discipline problems are handled fairly at my school.
	
	
	
	
	



On a scale of 1-5, with 5 being very safe and 1 being unsafe, how safe do you feel in the following locations in your school?

	
	Very unsafe 1
	Unsafe

2
	Neither safe or unsafe
3
	Safe

4
	Very safe

5
	Does not apply

	a. School Hallways
	○
	○
	○
	○
	●
	

	b. Classrooms
	○
	○
	○
	○
	●
	

	c. School Lunchroom
	○
	○
	○
	○
	●
	

	d. School Playground
	○
	○
	○
	○
	●
	

	e. School Parking Lot
	○
	○
	○
	○
	●
	

	f. School Restrooms
	○
	○
	○
	○
	●
	

	g. School Buses
	○
	○
	○
	○
	●
	○

	h. Walking to and from school
	○
	○
	○
	○
	●
	○

	i. Other(please specify)
	○
	○
	○
	○
	●
	







What can teachers and administrators do to help stop bullying? (check all that apply)

□ Supervise the playground and halls better
□ Establish rules against bullying
□ Enforce rules against bullying
□ Teach kids how to get along better
■ Other: No problems with bullies

Description of Data: To determine former student perceptions of how safe AEIS is, survey data were collected from 9 secondary students in December, 2008.  The chart above illustrates the perceptions of former students of the safety of the AEIS environment in terms discipline, various school locations, and bullying. 

Analysis of Data: The survey was conducted as a focus group with all former students answering orally in one session. The survey was conducted by the AEIS principal, Dr. Deborah Carlson who also recorded all answers. The former students unanimously gave the highest answer possible that AEIS teachers and administrators enforce discipline quickly, consistently, and fairly. These former students also gave the highest indicator that they felt very safe in each AEIS school location including transit routes to and from school. Finally, the former students did not indicate that bullying was a problem while they attended AEIS.

Presentation of Data:  Follow-Up on Former Students
Presentation of Data:  Follow-Up on Former Students – School Partnerships

Does your school openly invite parent(s)/guardian(s) to take part in school related events? (Examples might include parent nights, sports, of field trips.) 

■ Yes
□ No 
□ No answer

How often does the school communicate with your parent(s)/guardian(s) (by phone, email, classroom newsletter, etc.)?

■ At least once a week
□ At least once a month
□ Once or twice a year
□ No answer

Description of Data: To determine former student perceptions of how AEIS partners with the school community, survey data were collected from 9 secondary students in December, 2008.  The chart above illustrates the perceptions of former students of the efforts to include families and community members in the overall AEIS mission.

Analysis of Data: The survey was conducted as a focus group with all former students answering orally in one session. The survey was conducted by the AEIS principal, Dr. Deborah Carlson who also recorded all answers. According to the survey, the former students indicated AEIS includes parents/guardians in all school related activities. The students also reflected that AEIS communicates school events to parents/guardians at least weekly.

















Implications for Action: Follow-up on former students

Student Performance Goals The former students unanimously answered that they agree AEIS helps to students when needed and have prepared them for their current studies and provide a safe learning environment.  These are both aligned with goals one and two of the DoDEA CSP.


Other Data and/or Actions Needed:
According to the survey, the former students indicated AEIS should continue focusing on increased communications with parents/guardians, school safety, and highest student achievement. These former students did not offer the strongest affirmation according to the survey indicating AEIS should continue its efforts to support all students in these areas.



Existing School Data – Student Data

Data Collection Instrument(s)

We selected the following instruments to collect information regarding Student Data:

· AEIS Local Problem Solving Assessment 2008-11
· AEIS Targeted Subgroup Local Problem Solving Assessment 2009-2011
· AEIS Local Literacy Skills Assessment 2008-2011
· AEIS Targeted Subgroup Local Literacy Skills Assessment 2008-2011
· Scholastic Reading Inventory Performance Report 2008-2010
· AEIS Targeted Subgroup Scholastic Reading Assessment 2008-2011
· TerraNova Multiple Assessments (TNMA) Top Two National Quarters 2009-2011
· TerraNova Multiple Assessments (TNMA) Bottom National Quarter 2009-2011
· TerraNova Multiple Assessments 2011 – Disaggregated for Race/Ethnicity
· TerraNova Multiple Assessments 2011 – Disaggregated for Gender/IEP/ESL
· 

Instruments used to select goals
· TerraNova Multiple Assessments (TNMA) 2003-2007
· 4th Grade Balanced Assessment of Math (BAM) 2003-2005
· 4th Grade TerraNova Performance Assessment in Communication Arts (TNPACA)
· Grade 5 Online Science Criterion-Referenced Assessment
· Grade 6 Online Social Studies Criterion-Referenced Assessment
· DoDEA Writing Assessments (1998 – 2001)

Presentation of Data:  AEIS Local Problem Solving Assessments



	
	2008
	2009
	2010
	2011
	2012

	Grade 3
	
	53
	63
	52
	46

	Grade 4
	40
	31
	52
	55
	56

	Grade 5
	34
	49
	50
	54
	45




Description of Data: The above chart and data table represent the students’ performance on the AEIS Problem Solving Local Assessment. This assessment was developed by AEIS staff members. The table displays the percentage of students who performed at or above the standard on the assessment. Because 3rd grade was added to AEIS in the 2008/2009 school year, the scores from that year will serve as a baseline for scoring purposes

Analysis: In comparison to the baseline data grades 4 and 5 have made significant gains.  However, in comparison to the previous school year, grades 4 and 5 demonstrated significant improvement while grade 3 showed a decrease in performance on this assessment from the previous year. Third grade teachers feel that there is a need to address the local assessment used in and to evaluate the scoring process to ensure validity. 


Presentation of Data:  AEIS Local Problem Solving Assessments





Description of Data: The above chart represents the targeted subgroup of students’ performance on the AEIS Problem Solving Local Assessment. This assessment was developed by AEIS staff members. The chart displays the percentage of students who receive math support services and performed at or above the standard on the assessment. This subgroup was added during the 2008-2009 school year, the scores of which are used as a baseline for future analysis.

Analysis: The students in this subgroup receive math support services outside of their regular classroom. These students will also receive the faculty-approved Understand, Plan, Look-back, Solve or UPSL intervention for improvement in problem solving skills.  The above data shows enough growth to mention between the 2008-2009 and 2009-2010 school years. There is significant growth between 2009 and 2012.  During 2011-2012, the math support program was not in place however a voluntary after school program continued to service students that indicated a need in math. 












Presentation of Data:  AEIS Literacy Skills Assessments – 3rd Grade

















Description of Data: The above chart and data table represent the students’ performance on the AEIS Literacy Skills assessment. This assessment was developed by AEIS staff members. The table displays the percentage of 3rd grade students who performed at or above the standard on the assessment.

Analysis: These scores represent 3rd grade baseline data from the 2009 locally developed Literacy Skills assessment. The AEIS 3rd grade staff implemented the faculty-approved intervention for the targeted writing traits listed in the graph during 2010 and 2011. As a faculty, we reviewed the decline in scores in both Conventions and Ideas and determined that further staff development was needed as well as a monitoring plan that ensures a systemic approach to teaching the intervention.  After training and better monitoring scores increased significantly during 2011-2012














Presentation of Data:  AEIS Literacy Skills Assessments – 4th Grade

     













Description of Data: The above chart and data table represent the students’ performance on the AEIS Literacy Skills assessment. This assessment was developed by AEIS staff members. The table displays the percentage of 4th grade students who performed at or above the standard on the assessment.

Analysis: These scores represent 4th grade performance on the locally developed Literacy Skills assessment. It should be noted that the performance of 4th graders on the local writing assessment increased considerably between 2007-2008 and 2008-2009.  While the 4th grade performance between 2008-2009, 2009-2010, and 2010-2011 shows a significant decrease in terms of z-scores, it still reflects a large increase from the baseline year of 2007-2008.  The faculty determined that a stronger commitment to implementing the intervention school-wide should be in place for the current school year. As a result the scores in all areas increased significantly. 



Presentation of Data:  AEIS Literacy Skills Assessments – 5th Grade

     
















Description of Data: The above chart and data table represent the students’ performance on the AEIS Literacy Skills assessment. This assessment was developed by AEIS staff members. The table displays the percentage of 5th grade students who performed at or above the standard on the assessment.

Analysis: While the 5th grade literacy skills results reflect significant improvement, AEIS should continue to employ the faculty-approved intervention of 6+1 writing traits for continued student performance. This data should be considered with all other local and system-wide assessments for accurate analysis of student performance. 


Presentation of Data:  
AEIS Literacy Skills Assessments – Targeted Subgroup – Read 180






Description of Data: The above chart represents students receiving Read 180 services performance on the AEIS Literacy Skills assessments. The assessments for 4th and 5th grade students were developed by AEIS staff members. 

Analysis: A significant increase in scores from the baseline year compared to 2011-2012 indicate that we have mastered our writing goal and that further evaluation will be needed to determine if we will no longer focus on writing for SY 2012-2013. This data should be considered with all other local and system-wide assessments for accurate analysis of student performance.







Presentation of Data:  AEIS SRI Performance Report 2008-2011






Description of Data:  The above graph displays the AEIS 3rd – 5th grade students’ performance on the Scholastic Reading Inventory (SRI), which is a diagnostic assessment tool used school-wide to assist teachers in identifying students’ independent reading levels and their relations to the performance standard.  The graph displays the percentage of students performing at or above the respective 3rd – 5th grade standards during the school years 2008-10.  Information for this graph was obtained using end-of-year SRI assessments for each included school year.  

Analysis of Data: Because 3rd grade was added to the AEIS grade structure in the 2008-09 school year, the SRI results for 3rd grade students shows three years of data as compared to four years for 4th and 5th. The SRI assessment results show steady improvement in all grade levels.  a slight decline the number of AEIS 3rd and 4th grade students performing at or above 



Presentation of Data:  
AEIS Literacy Skills Assessments – Targeted Subgroup – Read 180






Description of Data: The above chart represents students receiving Read 180 services performance on the Scholastic Reading Inventory and the AEIS Literacy Skills assessments. 

Analysis: There is a significant increase in SRI scores for the READ 180 targeted sub group. This data should be considered with all other local and system-wide assessments for accurate analysis of student performance.


Presentation of Data: 
TerraNova  Multiple Assessments, 3rd Editions – System Wide Assessment

		Amelia Earhart Intermediate School

	
	Grade
	Year
	Total Tested
	Reading
	Language
	Math
	Science
	Social Studies

	
	3
	2009
	175
	60
	60
	61
	74
	78

	
	 
	2010
	180
	59
	58
	64
	73
	76

	
	 
	2011
	168
	63
	60
	59
	72
	70

	
	 
	2012
	204
	60
	65
	63
	76
	76

	
	4
	2009
	173
	64
	68
	64
	64
	74

	
	 
	2010
	160
	60
	68
	61
	64
	71

	
	 
	2011
	193
	66
	60
	51
	57
	70

	
	 
	2012
	169
	78
	71
	69
	71
	73

	
	5
	2009
	165
	65
	65
	70
	72
	68

	
	 
	2010
	155
	67
	60
	74
	75
	68

	
	 
	2011
	176
	66
	66
	67
	73
	62

	
	 
	2012
	197
	64
	65
	67
	74
	69




	
	

	
	



Description of Data: The TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 3RD Edition is one of the system wide assessments given to students in grades 3rd - 5th. The table above shows the percentage of students from AEIS scoring in the top two national quarters.  This assessment looks at the student performance in Reading, Language Arts, Math, Science and Social Studies. 

Analysis of Data: The DoDEA Community Strategic Plan (CSP) goal for this assessment is to see 75% or more of the students fall in the top two national quarters.   After reviewing the chart and DoDEA CSP goal, there is a need for performance goals to improve Math, Reading, Language Arts, and Science skills.


 Presentation of Data: 
 TerraNova  Multiple Assessments, 3rd   Editions – System Wide Assessment 


		Amelia Earhart Intermediate School

	
	Grade
	Year
	Total Tested
	Reading
	Language
	Math
	Science
	Social Studies

	
	3
	2009
	175
	11
	17
	14
	6
	8

	
	 
	2010
	180
	12
	14
	12
	6
	8

	
	 
	2011
	168
	14
	17
	16
	5
	10

	
	 
	2012
	204
	13
	13
	11
	4
	5

	
	4
	2009
	173
	10
	8
	12
	10
	4

	
	 
	2010
	160
	11
	10
	15
	10
	6

	
	 
	2011
	193
	9
	9
	13
	8
	6

	
	 
	2012
	169
	13
	8
	17
	10
	10

	
	5
	2009
	165
	11
	12
	8
	11
	8

	
	 
	2010
	155
	11
	12
	8
	5
	8

	
	 
	2011
	176
	10
	10
	10
	10
	10

	
	 
	2012
	197
	13
	13
	11
	8
	8




	
	

	
	



Description of Data: The TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 3rd  Edition is one of the system wide assessments given to students in grades 3rd – 5th.  The table above shows the percentage of students from AEIS scoring in the bottom national quarter.  This assessment looks at the student performance in Reading, Language Arts, Math, and Science. 

Analysis of Data: The DoDEA Community Strategic Plan (CSP) goal for this assessment is to see fewer than 8% of students in the bottom national quartile.   After reviewing the chart and DoDEA CSP goal, there is a need for performance goals to improve Math, Reading, Language Arts, and Science skills. 



Presentation of Data: AEIS 2011 TNMA Disaggregated by Ethnic/Racial    
Description of Data:  The 2011 TerraNova Multiple Assessments by Ethnic/Racial Group shows the breakdown for 3rd, 4th, and 5th grades in the core curriculum 
areas of Reading, Language Arts, Mathematics, Science, Social Studies.  Comparisons are shown between the Okinawa District percentiles and the Amelia Earhart Intermediate School percentiles.
[image: ]
[image: ]
Analysis of Data:  The disaggregated data indicate that student performance, when measured by the TerraNova, differs among race/ethnic groups at our school and is comparable to the Okinawa district averages. The data indicates that the school may want to further examine the TerraNova, 2nd Edition scores of individual students in all race/ethnic groups when selecting target subgroups of students.

Presentation of Data: AEIS 2011 TNMA Disaggregated by Gender/IEP/ESL    
[image: ]
Description of Data:  The TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 3rd Edition is a system-wide, norm-referenced assessment given to all of students in grades 3-11.  The table above shows median national percentile average of students when disaggregated by gender, to include those on an Individualized Educational Plan (IEP) and English as Second Language learners (ESL).

Analysis of Data: The table above shows a breakdown in five curricula areas tested on the 2009 TerraNova Multiple Assessment, 3rd Edition.  The scores for 3rd – 5th grades reflect the average mean percentile score for each category. The disaggregated data indicates that student performance, when measured by the TerraNova, differs slightly among gender groups at our school. IEP student scores show evidence that there may be a need for accommodations to be used during testing.  
The average 3rd grade male scores ranged from 54-73, with the lowest scores in language arts and math and the highest in science.  The average 3rd grade female scores range from 55-69, with the lowest score in math and the highest score in science.
The average 4th grade Male scores ranges from 52 to 64 and show the lowest average score in Reading and Language Arts and the highest average in Science.  The 4th grade average Females’ scores show ranges from 52-65 with the lowest average in Math and Science and highest in Language Arts. 
In 5th grade the table shows the males ranging in scores from 62-73 with the lowest score in Reading and Social Studies and the highest average being Science.  The Females’ scores are from 60-68 with the lowest average showing in Social Studies and the highest average in Language Arts.  The school may want to further examine the TerraNova, 3rd Edition scores of individual students, in both gender groups, when selecting target subgroups of students.


Triangulation Data:  The following assessments were used to support the selection of our school-wide goals.  These instruments are no longer used as DoDEA System-wide Assessments. 
Data Originally Used to Select Goals:

[image: ]

Description of Data: The TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 2nd Edition is one of the system wide assessments given to students in grades 4th – 6th. The table above shows the percentage of students from AEIS scoring in the top two national quarters.  This assessment looks at the student performance in Reading, Language Arts, Math, Science and Social Studies. 

Analysis of Data: The DoDEA Community Strategic Plan (CSP) goal for this assessment is to see 75% or more of the students fall in the top two national quarters.   After reviewing the chart and DoDEA CSP goal, there is a need for performance goals to improve Math, Reading, Language Arts, and Science skills, particularly in fourth grade.

[image: ]

Description of Data: The TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 2nd Edition is one of the system wide assessments given to students in grades 4th – 6th.  The table above shows the percentage of students from AEIS scoring in the bottom national quarter.  This assessment looks at the student performance in Reading, Language Arts, Math, and Science. 

Analysis of Data: The DoDEA Community Strategic Plan (CSP) goal for this assessment is to see fewer than 8% of students in the bottom national quartile.   After reviewing the chart and DoDEA CSP goal, there is a need for performance goals to improve Math, Reading, Language Arts, and Science skills. 


Presentation of Data: AEIS 2006/2007 TNMA Disaggregated by Ethnic/Racial    
Description of Data:  The 2006 and 2007 TerraNova Multiple Assessments by Ethnic/Racial Group shows the breakdown for 4th, 5th, 6th grades in the core curriculum 
areas of Reading, Language Arts, Mathematics, Science, Social Studies.  Comparisons are shown between the Okinawa District percentiles and the Amelia Earhart Intermediate School percentiles.
	Grade 4 Reading

	 
	Overall Average
	Male
	Female
	IEP
	ESL
	White
	Black
	Hispanic / Latino
	Asian/Pacific Island
	Biracial / Multi-racial

	District 2006
	65
	 
	 
	 
	 
	70
	56
	56
	63
	64

	2006
	72
	66
	80
	N/A
	N/A
	71
	73
	71
	62
	81

	District 2007
	61
	 
	 
	 
	 
	68
	56
	57
	60
	58

	2007
	63
	62
	63
	22
	N/A
	76
	54
	62
	52
	58

	Grade 4 Language Arts

	 
	Overall Average
	Male
	Female
	IEP
	ESL
	White
	Black
	Hispanic / Latino
	Asian/Pacific Island
	Biracial / Multi-racial

	District 2006
	65
	 
	 
	 
	 
	70
	51
	60
	66
	65

	2006
	69
	65
	74
	N/A
	N/A
	68
	68
	77
	66
	77

	District 2007
	64
	 
	 
	 
	 
	67
	58
	60
	64
	65

	2007
	68
	63
	70
	23
	N/A
	73
	59
	65
	63
	74

	Grade 4 Mathematics

	 
	Overall Average
	Male
	Female
	IEP
	ESL
	White
	Black
	Hispanic / Latino
	Asian/Pacific Island
	Biracial / Multi-racial

	District 2006
	67
	 
	 
	 
	 
	72
	53
	57
	70
	63

	2006
	72
	61
	76
	N/A
	N/A
	71
	61
	68
	68
	78

	District 2007
	63
	 
	 
	 
	 
	68
	51
	58
	62
	62

	2007
	65
	66
	64
	13
	N/A
	76
	45
	67
	50
	69

	Grade 4 Science

	 
	Overall Average
	Male
	Female
	IEP
	ESL
	White
	Black
	Hispanic / Latino
	Asian/Pacific Island
	Biracial / Multi-racial

	District 2006
	62
	 
	 
	 
	 
	68
	44
	54
	63
	59

	2006
	64
	64
	63
	N/A
	N/A
	69
	59
	59
	56
	74

	District 2007
	62
	 
	 
	 
	 
	69
	48
	58
	59
	55

	2007
	62
	64
	60
	31
	N/A
	78
	43
	59
	60
	55

	Grade 4 Social Studies

	 
	Overall Average
	Male
	Female
	IEP
	ESL
	White
	Black
	Hispanic / Latino
	Asian/Pacific Island
	Biracial / Multi-racial

	District 2006
	69
	 
	 
	 
	 
	74
	57
	58
	65
	67

	2006
	69
	70
	64
	21
	N/A
	70
	67
	60
	75
	86

	District 2007
	64
	 
	 
	 
	 
	71
	57
	56
	58
	62

	2007
	63
	62
	63
	22
	N/A
	75
	61
	64
	57
	73




Analysis of Data:  While AEIS students regularly displayed higher percentile scores as compared to the District in each Racial/Ethnic Group, there were instances in which Black and Asian /Pacific Island students scored lower.  This trend for scoring below the District average appears most often in the areas of Math and Science.  Concurrently, AEIS students’ average scores were most often below 50th percentile in those curriculum areas in grade 4.
Presentation of Data: Basic Assessment for Math (BAM)























Description of Data: The data presented here represents the years, 2003, 2004, and 2005, the last year the 4th grade took the BAM.  

Analysis of Data: In the year 2003, the percentage of students at or above the standard was 80%.  In the year 2004, 92 percent of students scored at or above the standard and in the year 2005, 83% of the 4th graders scored at or above the standard.  
The percentage of students who partially met the standard on the BAM was 14% in 2003, 5% in 2004, and 14% in 2005. The percentage of students who were below the standard were 6% in 2003, 2% on 2003, and 3% in 2005. 



Presentation of Data: 
TerraNova Performance Assessment of Communication Arts (TNPACA)

	[image: ]

Description of Data: The TerraNova Performance of Communication Arts is a system-wide assessment administered to students in the fourth grade.  The graph displays the percentage of students performing at or above standard for year 2003 – 2006.  

Analysis of Data: In the year 2003, the percentage of students at or above the standard was 64%.  In the year 2004, 66 percent of students scored at or above the standard and in the year 2005, 71% of the 4th graders scored at or above the standard. 75% of fourth graders who took the TNPACA in 2006 scored at or above the standard.
While the data suggests an overwhelming majority of fourth graders meeting the standard established by the TNPACA, it also identifies one-quarter of the fourth grade population who also need to reach this standard.

Presentation of Data - 
Grade 5 Online Science Assessment 2007Performance Level Summary Report

Summary Data by Organization
	
	Above the Standard
	At the Standard
	Partially Met the Standard
	Below the Standard

	
	# of Students
	Percent
	# of Students
	Percent
	# of Students
	Percent
	# of Students
	Percent

	DoDEA
	344
	9
	1,834
	47
	1,540
	39
	199
	5

	Pacific
	103
	8
	679
	51
	486
	37
	58
	4

	District
	27
	5
	287
	49
	236
	41
	30
	5

	AEIS
	2
	NR
	70
	61
	42
	37
	1
	NR




Description of Data:  The above graph displays the percentage of students in each performance level (Above the Standard, At the Standard, Partially Met the Standard, Below the Standard) on the Online Science Criterion-Referenced Assessment for students across DoDEA, DoDDS Pacific, Okinawa District, and AEIS.  The chart displays the number and percentage of students in each performance level.

Analysis of Data:  The 5th Grade Online Science Criterion-Referenced Assessment shows that 54% of the students at AEIS scored At the Standard, which is higher than the DoDEA, DoDDS Pacific, and Okinawa District averages.  Also, 40% of 5th Graders at AEIS scored at Partially Met the Standard, which is lower than DoDEA, DoDDS Pacific, and Okinawa District averages.  At AEIS, 2%  of the students scored at Above the Standard and <1% scored at Below the Standard, however, these percentages are shown as Not Reported (NR) because these groups contain less than 20 students.  There is no baseline data to compare 2007 scores to other previous years.  The DoDEA Community Strategic Plan (CSP) states that all students will perform at or above the standard on the Online Science Criterion-Referenced Assessment.  Thirty- percent of our fifth graders do not currently meet the CSP goal of performing at or above the standard. 

Presentation of Data 
Grade 6 Online Social Studies Assessment 2007 Performance Level Summary Report

Summary Data by Organization
	
	Above the Standard
	At the Standard
	Partially Met the Standard
	Below the Standard

	
	# of Students
	Percent
	# of Students
	Percent
	# of Students
	Percent
	# of Students
	Percent

	DoDEA
	270
	4
	3,237
	52
	2,664
	42
	107
	2

	Pacific
	80
	5
	863
	51
	715
	42
	31
	2

	District
	21
	4
	293
	51
	254
	44
	6
	NR

	AEIS
	7
	NR
	65
	54
	49
	40
	0
	NR




Description of Data:  The above graph displays the percentage of students in each performance level (Above the Standard, At the Standard, Partially Met the Standard, Below the Standard) for students across DoDEA, DoDDS Pacific, Okinawa District, and AEIS.  The chart displays the number and percentage of students in each performance level.

Analysis of Data:  The 6th Grade On-line Criterion-Referenced Social Studies Assessment shows that 61% of the students at AEIS scored At the Standard, which is higher than the DoDEA, DoDDS Pacific, and Okinawa District averages.  Also, 37% of 6th Graders at AEIS scored at Partially Met the Standard, which is lower than DoDEA and Okinawa District averages, but equal to DoDDS Pacific.  At AEIS, 6% of the students scored Above the Standard.  There is no baseline data to compare 2007 scores to other previous years.  The DoDEA Community Strategic Plan (CSP) states that all students will perform at or above the standard on the Online Social Studies Criterion-Referenced Assessment.  Forty percent of our sixth graders do not currently meet the CSP goal of performing at or above the standard. 



Presentation of Data - DoDEA Writing Assessments (1998 – 2001)


	DoDEA Writing Assessment Scores
Amelia Earhart Intermediate School

	Year
	Grade
	Number
of
Students
	Percent
Distinguished
	Percent
Proficient
	Percent
Apprentice
	Percent Novice
	Percent
Not Scoreable

	1998
	5
	188
	15
	76
	7
	2
	0

	1999
	5
	215
	19
	73
	3
	0
	5

	2000
	5
	182
	24
	72
	2
	0
	2

	2001
	5
	189
	23
	71
	3
	0
	1



[bookmark: OLE_LINK3]Description of Data: The DoDEA Writing Assessment was a system-wide test given to 5th grade students from 1998-2001.  The chart shows the percentage of students scoring in the categories of “distinguished”, “proficient”, “novice”, or “not scoreable.”  

Analysis of Data: During this assessment period, the percentage of AEIS students scoring in the “Proficient” or “Distinguished” categories was 91% in 1998, 92% in 1999, 96% in 2000, and 94% in 2001.  Each year during this administration, the percentage of students in the “Distinguished” category increased from the previous year.  The percentages of students scoring in the “Novice” or “Not Scoreable” categories was 0% in 1998, 5% in 1999, 2% in 2000, and 1% in 2001.  This test has not been administered since 2001.

 Implications for Action: Student Data
	
Student Performance Goals

Areas identified by this data for student performance goals could include:
TerraNova assessments indicate that we are not currently meeting the CSP goal of 75% of our students performing in the top two national quarters for all grade levels in any curricular area.  Therefore, reading, language arts, math, science, and social studies are areas of possible focus.  


Other Data and/or Actions Needed

None noted.



Existing School Data - Instructional Data

Data Collection Instruments 

We selected the following instruments to collect data regarding Instructional Data:  

Teacher Survey – Questions #1- 7 (Administered 09/07)
Parent Survey – Questions #1 - 3 (Administered 05/07) 
Student Survey – Questions #1 & #2 (Administered 05/07)

The questions we selected reflect the opinions of the students, parents, and teachers at Amelia Earhart Intermediate School regarding Instructional Data. 

Presentation of Data:  Instructional Data  
AEIS Does a Good Job Teaching Core Subjects

[image: ]



Description of Data: Survey data related to Quality of Instruction was collected via Teachers Survey from 25 teachers.  Responses to Survey statement #1 (“AEIS does a good job teaching the core subjects of language arts, math, science, social studies”) are illustrated on the graph above.  It summarizes teacher perceptions using the criteria of the number of teachers who strongly agree, agree, disagree, or strongly disagree. 

Analysis of Data:  The graph above illustrates: 

-     5 (20%) of teachers strongly agree 
· 18 (72%) of teachers agree
· 1 (4%) of teachers disagree
· 1 (4%) of teachers strongly disagree  

The majority of teachers (92%) agrees or strongly agrees that AEIS does a good job teaching core subjects. 






Presentation of Data:  Instructional Data 
AEIS Has High Expectations for Student Learning


[image: ]


Description of Data: Survey data related to Quality of Instruction was collected via Teachers Survey from 17 teachers.  Responses to Survey statement #2 (“AEIS has high expectations for student learning”) are illustrated on the graph above.  It summarizes teacher perceptions using the criteria of the number of teachers who strongly agree, agree, disagree, or strongly disagree. 

Analysis of Data:   The graph above illustrates: 

-   0 (0%) of teachers strongly agree 
· 17 (100%) of teachers agree
· 0 (0%) of teachers disagree
· 0 (0%) of teachers strongly disagree  

All teachers surveyed (100%) agrees that AEIS has high expectations for student learning.  





Presentation of Data:  Instructional Data 
AEIS Students see Strong Relationships between School Lessons and Everyday Life


[image: ]


Description of Data: Survey data related to Quality of Instruction was collected via Teachers Survey from 24 teachers.  Responses to Survey statement #3 (“AEIS students see strong relationships between school lessons and everyday life”) are illustrated on the graph above.  It summarizes teacher perceptions using the criteria of the number of teachers who strongly agree, agree, disagree, or strongly disagree. 

Analysis of Data:   The graph above illustrates: 

-   4 (16.5%) of teachers strongly agree
· 16 (66.5%) of teachers agree
· 3 (12.5%) of teachers disagree
· 1 (4.5%) of teachers strongly disagree  

The majority of teachers (more than 82%) agrees or strongly agrees that AEIS students see strong relationships between school lessons and everyday life.   






Presentation of Data:  Instructional Data 
Instruction offered to AEIS students is High Quality


[image: ]

Description of Data: Survey data related to Quality of Instruction was collected via Teachers Survey from 25 teachers.  Responses to Survey statement #4 (“Instruction offered to AEIS students is of high quality”) are illustrated on the graph above.  It summarizes teacher perceptions using the criteria of the number of teachers who strongly agree, agree, disagree, or strongly disagree. 

Analysis of Data:   The graph above illustrates: 

-   7 (28%) of teachers strongly agree 
· 17 (68%) of teachers agree
· 1 (4%) of teachers disagree
· 0 (0%) of teachers strongly disagree  

The majority of teachers (96%) agrees or strongly agrees that the instruction offered to AEIS students is of high quality. 

Presentation of Data:  Instructional Data 
AEIS Curriculum Taught is based on DoDEA Standards


[image: ]


Description of Data: Survey data related to Quality of Instruction was collected via Teachers Survey from 25 teachers.  Responses to Survey statement #5 (“AEIS curriculum taught is based on DoDEA standards”) are illustrated on the graph above.  It summarizes teacher perceptions using the criteria of the number of teachers who strongly agree, agree, disagree, or strongly disagree. 

Analysis of Data:   The graph above illustrates: 

-   9 (36%) of teachers strongly agree 
· 14 (56%) of teachers agree
· 2 (8%) of teachers disagree

The majority of teachers (92%) agrees or strongly agrees that the instruction offered to AEIS students is of high quality.

Presentation of Data:  Instructional Data 
A Variety of Strategies are used at AEIS to Help Students Learn 


[image: ]


Description of Data: Survey data related to Quality of Instruction was collected via Teachers Survey from 25 teachers.  Responses to Survey statement #6 (“A variety of instructional strategies are used to help AEIS students learn”) are illustrated on the graph above.  It summarizes teacher perceptions using the criteria of the number of teachers who strongly agree, agree, disagree, or strongly disagree. 

Analysis of Data:   The graph above illustrates: 

-   8 (32%) of teachers strongly agree 
· 15 (60%) of teachers agree
· 2 (8%) of teachers disagree

The majority of teachers (92%) agrees or strongly agrees that the instruction offered to AEIS students is of high quality. 







Presentation of Data:  Instructional Data 
AEIS Students are Motivated to do their Best Work


[image: ]

Description of Data:  Survey data related to Quality of Instruction was collected via Teachers Survey from 23 teachers.  Responses to Survey statement #7 (“AEIS students are motivated to do their best work”) are illustrated on the graph above.  It summarizes teacher perceptions using the criteria of the number of teachers who strongly agree, agree, disagree, or strongly disagree. 

Analysis of Data:   The graph above illustrates: 

-   5 (21.7%) of teachers strongly agree 
· 13 (56.5%) of teachers agree
· 4 (17.4%) of teachers disagree
· 1 (4.4%) of teachers strongly disagree  

The majority of teachers (more than 78%) agrees or strongly agrees that the instruction offered to AEIS students is of high quality. 








Presentation of Data:  Instructional Data 
Three Content Areas where Parents Believe AEIS should place the Most Emphasis

[image: ]

Description of Data: Survey data related to Quality of Instruction was collected via Parent Survey from 271 parents.  Item one asked parents to identify “three areas from 17 that were listed (reading comprehension, writing, oral communication, listening, math computation, math reasoning/problem solving, science, social studies/history, health/physical education, reasoning/inquiry, using technology, leadership, personal discipline, self-control, foreign language, art, music, problem solving) in which parents believe AEIS should place the most emphasis.  

Analysis of Data:   The table above illustrates: 

    -  184 (67.9%) of the parents chose reading comprehension 
-  143 (52.8%) selected math reasoning/problem solving
-  94 (34.7%) selected writing 
Music (3%), art (3%), and listening (4%), scored the lowest as “areas where parents believe AEIS should place the most emphasis,” when compared to the other subject areas listed above. 






Presentation of Data:  Instructional Data -
AEIS Provides Extra Academic Help to my Child When He/She needs it



[image: ]


Description of Data:  Survey data related to Quality of Instruction was collected via Parent Survey from 271 parents.  Responses to Survey statement #2 (“AEIS provides extra academic help to my child when he/she needs it”) are illustrated on the graph above.  It summarizes parent perceptions using the criteria of the number of parents who strongly agree, agree, disagree, strongly disagree, or undecided. 

Analysis of Data:   The graph above illustrates: 

-   77 (28.4%) of parents strongly agree 
· 134 (49.4% of parents agree
· 14 (5.4%) of parents disagree 
· 4 (1.4%) of parents strongly disagree 
· 42 (15.4%) of parents are undecided 

The majority of parents (more than 77%) agrees or strongly agrees that AEIS provides extra academic help to students when needed. 

Presentation of Data:  Instructional Data –
AEIS Prepares my Child Well for the Next Grade


[image: ]

Description of Data: Survey data related to Quality of Instruction was collected via Parent Survey from 271 parents.  Responses to Survey statement #3 (“AEIS prepares my child well for the next grade”) are illustrated on the graph above.  It summarizes parent perceptions using the criteria of the number of parents who strongly agree, agree, disagree, strongly disagree, or undecided. 

Analysis of Data:   The graph above illustrates: 

-   87 (32%) of parents strongly agree 
· 152 (56%) of parents agree
· 3 (1%) of parents disagree
· 3 (1%) of parents strongly disagree  
· 26 (9.7%) of parents are undecided 

The majority of parents (88%) agrees or strongly agrees that AEIS prepares his/her child well for the next grade. 






Presentation of Data:  Instructional Data – 
When I need Help at AEIS with my Schoolwork, Someone is Available to Help Me

[image: ]

Description of Data: Survey data related to Quality of Instruction was collected via Student Survey from 396 students.  Responses to Survey statement #1 (“when I need help at AEIS with my schoolwork, someone is available to help me”) are illustrated on the graph above.  It summarizes student perceptions using the criteria of the number of students who strongly agree, agree, disagree, strongly disagree, or undecided. 

Analysis of Data:   The graph above illustrates: 

-  107 (27%) of students strongly agree 
-  191  (48%) of students agree
· 60 (15%) of students disagree
· 25 (6%) of students strongly disagree  
· 13 (3%) of students are undecided 

The majority of students (75%) agrees or strongly agrees that when he/she needs help at AEIS with schoolwork, someone is available to help.

 Presentation of Data:  Instructional Data 
AEIS is preparing me well for the next grade


[image: ]


Description of Data: Survey data related to Quality of Instruction was collected via Student Survey from 396 students.  Responses to Survey statement #2 (“AEIS is preparing me well for the next grade”) are illustrated on the graph above.  It summarizes student perceptions using the criteria of the number of students who strongly agree, agree, disagree, strongly disagree, or undecided. 

Analysis of Data:   The graph above illustrates: 

-  131 (33.2%) of students strongly agree 
-  157 (39.8%) of students agree
· 60 (15%) of students disagree
· 16 (4%) of students strongly disagree  
· 32 (8%) of students are undecided 

The majority of students (73%) agrees or strongly agrees that AEIS is preparing students well for the next grade.  





Implications for Action: Instructional Data

Student Performance Goals

Areas identified by this data for student performance goals could include:

1. An increased emphasis in relating classroom academics to everyday life.
2. Possibly including elements of Math Reasoning and/or Problem Solving as a goal for student performance.
3. Possibly including an element of Reading Comprehension as a goal for student performance.
4. An increased emphasis on teacher availability to help students with schoolwork and to prepare them for subsequent grade levels. 



Other Data and/or Actions Needed – 

None Noted




Existing School Data – Community Data and Information

Data Collection Instruments 

We selected the following instruments to collect data regarding Community Data:  

School Information Systems Reports on Amelia Earhart Intermediate School
	1. Sponsor’s Branch of Service
	2. Sponsor’s Rank – Pay Grade
	3. Special Education Program Population
	4. Student Ethnicity
	5. Enrollment of ESL Students
	6. Enrollment by Grade
	7. Faculty Years of Teaching Experience
	8. Faculty Education Levels
	9. Faculty Demographics Breakdown
Presentation of Data:  SPONSOR’S BRANCH OF SERVICE








Description of Data: On Nov. 4, 2011 a School Information System (Aspen) report was generated to collect information about the Sponsor’s Branch of Service of our students. The graph above displays current data about the Sponsor’s Branch of Service.


Analysis of Data: A review of the data collected on the Sponsor’s Branch of Service reveals that the majority (43%) of Sponsors of students at AEIS are from the Air Force. The next largest group falls in the category of “others” at 23%.  Additional subgroups, Army at 9%, Marines at 21% and Navy at 4%, fairly represent the remaining population. 

Presentation of Data:  Sponsor’s Rank – Pay Grade





Description of Data: A report was generated using information from the School Information System portraying the Sponsor’s Rank-Pay grade. The chart above displays this data.


Analysis of Data: The two largest groups consist of E-5 – E8 (58%) and exceeds all other groups combined. The “Missing” section refers to 1% of parents who did not provide information.

Presentation of Data:  Special Education Population







Description of Data: A School Information System (Aspen) report was generated to collect information about the Special Education Program. The chart above displays data about the Special Education program that services our students.


Analysis of Data: The percentage of students that receive special education services at AEIS are fairly evenly divided among 3rd – 5th grade students.

Presentation of Data:  Student Ethnicity









Description of Data: A School Information System (Aspen) report was generated to collect information about student ethnicity. The chart above displays data about the Students Ethnicity.


Analysis of Data: The data indicates that 58% of the student population enrolled at AEIS is non-white, 42% is white and 3% declined to state. 

Presentation of Data:  English as a Second Language Population





Description of Data: A School Information System (Aspen) report was generated to collect information about the enrollment of English as a Second Language Learners. The chart above displays data of the 61 ESL students enrolled at AEIS by level. 

[bookmark: levels]LEVEL 1 - BEGINNING LITERACY 
Upon completion, the student will be able to: respond to basic questions and directions, and communicate basic personal information in writing. 
LEVEL 2 - BEGINNING ESL 
Upon completion, the student will be able to: respond to new questions using familiar vocabulary, and write basic personal information using familiar words to produce short notes, messages, and lists. 
LEVEL 3 - LOW INTERMEDIATE ESL 
Upon completion, the student will be able to respond to spoken questions, requests, and directions in a variety of relevant situations, and write and organize sentences into short paragraphs and edit and revise to make meaning clearer. 
LEVEL 4 - HIGH INTERMEDIATE ESL 
Upon completion, the student will be able to respond to and express purpose and goals for speaking, produce English in face-to-face and telephone conversations in familiar and relevant situations and topics, and write letters, short essays, and edit and revise to improve clarity and correct mistakes in grammar and spelling. 

Analysis of Data: The largest group of students serviced at AEIS is Level 3. Currently there are 25 Level 3 ESL students enrolled. Level 1 students consists of 5 students at AEIS. 

Presentation of Data:  Enrollment by Grade








Description of Data:  A School Information System (Aspen) report was generated to collect information about the enrollment by grade. The chart above displays data about the enrollment by grade.


 Analysis of Data: Enrollment is greatest in grade three and lowest in grade four. 2008-
2009 was the first school year with a third-fifth grade composition.  Prior to that, AEIS served fourth through sixth grade students.

Presentation of Data:  Faculty Years of Teaching Experience






Description of Data: A School Information System (Aspen) report was generated to collect information about the Faculty Years of Teaching Experience. The chart above displays data about the Faculty Years of Teaching Experience. 
 
Analysis of Data: Due to the variety of teaching experience levels of our faculty, professional development would need to continue to be differentiated to support the varying needs within our staff. 

Presentation of Data:  Faculty Education Levels







Description of Data:  A School Information System report was generated to collect information about the Faculty Education Levels. The chart above displays data about Faculty Education Levels.


Analysis of Data: Due to the variety of faculty education levels, professional development would need to continue to be differentiated to support the varying needs within the staff.  



Presentation of Data:  Faculty Demographics Breakdown


	Administrators
	2

	Classroom Educators
	26

	Psychologist
	1

	Counselors
	2

	Information Specialist
	1

	Education Technologist
	1

	Administrative Technologist
	1

	Large Group Special Subject Teachers (Art, Culture, Music, Physical Education, & Foreign Language)
	5

	Gifted Education Teacher
	1

	Literacy Support Specialist
	2

	English as Second Language Teacher
	2

	Communication Impaired Teacher
	2

	Special Education Teachers
	5

	Special Education Assessors
	1

	Nurse
	1




Description and Analysis of Data: A School Information System (Aspen) report was generated to collect information about the Amelia Earhart Intermediate School Faculty Demographics Breakdown. The chart above displays data about AEIS Faculty Demographics.

Presentation of Data:  AEIS Overall Demographics

	Amelia Earhart Intermediate School Overall Demographics

	Student Enrollment, as of 11/04/2011
	587

	Professional Educators
	49

	Educational Aides
	7

	Support Staff (Includes Clerical/Computer Support)
	7

	Administrators
	2




Description and Analysis of Data: A School Information System (Aspen) report was generated to collect information about the Amelia Earhart Intermediate School Overall Faculty Demographics Breakdown. The chart above displays data about AEIS Overall Faculty Demographics.






























Implications for Action: Unique Local Insights – Community Data and Information

Student Performance Goals:

Areas identified by this data for student performance goals could include:

1.  Continued professional development for all staff members.
2.  Possible targeted interventions for ESL students


Other Data and/or Actions Needed:

None noted.




Summary
Historical Data: Profile Development 2007 


The School Improvement Leadership Team (SILT), committee members, and partners within the Amelia Earhart Intermediate School (AEIS) educational community have been working together to develop our school’s profile. Beginning with a review and completion schedule of each NCA CASI recommended “next step”, the team at AEIS has focused its’ efforts on continuing the strengths exhibited through the 2003 – 2007 accreditation cycle while looking ahead to meet the challenges for future generations.  Our school’s Mission Statement was revised with consultation of each AEIS staff member and the School Improvement Leadership Team (SILT) including representatives from the parent community during SY 2008-2009.  Data from surveys completed by teachers, parents, and students revealed targeted opportunities for improvement in the areas of academic achievement, curriculum development, school environment, and leadership strategies.  This data has provided AEIS key evidence in how we meet the academic needs of a diverse student population. During SY 2009-2010, the Department of Defense Education Activity implemented a system-wide mission. 

The AEIS Vision Statement is the heart of our school improvement process.  This statement, along with the guiding principles that detail successful evidence of our Vision’s success was established after input from each staff member, and responding to the needs of the AEIS community.  Collaboration on the widest scale was a crucial element in the successful development of our Vision Statement and overall profile. 

The AEIS profile and student achievement goals were developed after a review of surveys and data carousel activity. Surveys completed by teachers, parents, and students during SY 2006/2007 – 2007/2008 were analyzed by specific committees within the AEIS SILT.  Some of the following conclusions drawn from this unique local insight are:

· A strong majority (96%) of teachers perceive students are given opportunities for individualized instruction outside of classroom time. A small minority (16%) of teachers do not perceive that instruction is diversified to meet the needs and abilities of all students.  There is a unanimous consensus among teachers that technology is used effectively in classroom instruction.
· Parents feel welcome when they visit AEIS.  50% of parents responded that they receive communication from the school once a week and believe that communication was teacher initiated.  Almost 90% of parents responded that the school encouraged their involvement at school related events and three-quarters responded that the staff at the school listened carefully when they expressed opinions and concerns.
· Students gave a wide array of answers regarding school safety. While most students indicated they felt safe or very safe in the school hallways, classrooms, school lunchroom, playground, parking lot, restrooms, school buses, and walking routes to and from school, a significant number of student respondents did not suggest these areas were either safe or unsafe.  






Following a review of data, our system wide standardized testing and local assessment scores indicated a need for AEIS to improve student performance in reading, language arts, math, social studies and science areas.

· Grades 5 & 6 demonstrated significant improvement in Problem Solving between SY2003-2007. Grade 4 showed a decline in performance on this assessment which indicated a need for further study to ascertain the reasons for Grade 4 students’ performance in this area. 
· Opportunities for improvement in the area of Reading Comprehension are evident; however, compared to the baseline year all grade levels demonstrated improvement on this assessment.  If reading remains one of our school wide goals, it would be important to increase the performance at the fourth and fifth grade levels, as sixth grade has already met the DoDEA standard.  It is noteworthy to mention that the grade level dynamics of AEIS changed during SY 08/09 with sixth grade moving to middle school and third grade joining our school.  
· The SRI assessment results show an increase in the number of AEIS students achieving proficiency or above in reading during the 2006-07 school year when compared with previous school years.  However, although a high majority of AEIS students achieved proficiency or better in the 2006-07 school years, there is still an opportunity to reach the goal of the DODEA Community Strategic Plan that all students’ scores be at or above the specified standard. This data suggests that, though improvement is shown, there may be a further need for reading comprehension interventions for the students at AEIS. 

Overall, AEIS students displayed higher TerraNova Multiple Assessment percentile scores as compared to the District in each Racial/Ethnic Group, though there were instances in which Black and Asian /Pacific Island students scored lower than the District average.  This trend for scoring below the District average appears most often in the areas of Math and Science.  Concurrently, AEIS students’ average scores were most often below 50%ile in those curriculum areas in grade 4.

The percentage of 4th graders who scored at or above the standard in the Balanced Assessment of Math (BAM) in 2003 was 80%.  This increased to 92% in 2004 and dropped to 83% in 2005.  The percentage of 4th graders who partially met the standard on the BAM was 14% in 2003, 5% in 2004, and 14% in 2005.  4th graders who were below the standard were 6% in 2003, 2% on 2003, and 3% in 2005.

Finally, an analysis of how AEIS 4th graders performed on the TerraNova Performance Assessment of Communication Arts (TNPACA) revealed a steady increase from 64% to 75% from 2003 – 2006.  While the data suggests an overwhelming majority of fourth graders meeting the standard established by the TNPACA, it also identifies one-quarter of the fourth grade population who also need to reach this writing standard.

The completed surveys and data collected by the AEIS SILT, faculty and parent community revealed a wealth of evidence in terms of successes and opportunities for improvement in targeted areas.  The following is the result of the triangulation of data from each academic area, combined with our unique local insight to determine our instructional goals.



Appendix A:  Capacity Assessment Instrument
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Goal Statements & Triangulation of Data



Student Performance Goal 1:
All students will increase their Literacy Skills across the curriculum.
 
Essence: 
•         Reading comprehension through vocabulary
•      Proficiency in conventions of writing
•         Clarify or explain thinking through writing




  
Student Performance Goal 2 –
All students will increase their Problem Solving Skills across the curriculum.
 
Essence:  
•       Using a variety of appropriate strategies to solve problems.
•       Identify parts of the problem
•       Interpret and analyze data
•       Recognize patterns



We chose these goals based on triangulating the following data sources:






Local Assessment for Reading Comprehension	   
Scholastic Reading Inventories				   
TerraNova, 2nd Edition, Reading and
Language Arts subtests Top two National Quarters 
TerraNova, 2nd Edition, Reading and
Language Arts subtests Bottom National Quarters   
TerraNova Performance Assessment of Communication Arts      
DoDEA Writing Assessment					   
Parent Survey							   
19 December AEIS Data Carousel




Local Assessment for Problem Solving			   
TerraNova, 2nd Edition, Math
subtest Top two National Quarters			   
TerraNova, 2nd Edition, Math
subtest Bottom National Quarters   			   
Balanced Assessment of Math				   
Parent Survey							   
19 December AEIS Data Carousel

AEIS CSS
Percentage of Respondents Rating 
Their Current Schools "A" or "B"
SY 04-05	Parents	Students	National Parents	86	86	72	SY 06-07	Parents	Students	National Parents	88	87	56	SY 08-09	Parents	Students	National Parents	89	90	62	SY 10-11	Parents	Students	National Parents	95	88	77	Respondents
Percentage
AEIS CSS SY 10-11
Percentage Rating Schools "A" or "B" in Subject Areas
Students	Reading	Writing	Mathematics	Science	Social Studies	Technology	Foreign Language	Health Education	Physical Education	86	86	87	86	83	77	43	81	82	Parents	Reading	Writing	Mathematics	Science	Social Studies	Technology	Foreign Language	Health Education	Physical Education	94	85	88	88	88	85	64	76	77	Subject Areas
Percentages
AEIS CSS SY 10-11
Parental Rating - DoD School Effectiveness in Preparing Students for 21st Century
Sales	Very Effective	Somewhat Effective	Somewhat Ineffective	Very Ineffective	46	50	3	1	AEIS CSS SY 10-11
Student Rating - DoD School Effectiveness in Preparing Students for 21st Century
Sales	Very Effective	Somewhat Effective	Somewhat Ineffective	Very Ineffective	53	42	4	1	AEIS Locally Developed Problem Solving                 Assessment
(3rd grade baseline - 2009)
2008	
3rd	4th	5th	40	34	2009	
3rd	4th	5th	53	31	49	2010	
3rd	4th	5th	63	52	50	2011	3rd	4th	5th	52	55	54	2012	3rd	4th	5th	
% of students at or abve the standard



AEIS Locally Developed Problem Solving Assessment Targeted Sub Group 
(Math Support Services)
2009	Math Support Services	16	2010	Math Support Services	21	2011	Math Support Services	43	2012	Math Support Services	
Percentage of targeted subgroup students at or above the standard


AEIS Locally Developed 
Literacy Skills Assessment
3rd Grade
2009	Word Choice	Conventions	Ideas	53	64	70	2010	Word Choice	Conventions	Ideas	55	56	66	2011	Word Choice	Conventions	Ideas	60	33	38	2012	Word Choice	Conventions	Ideas	62	69	88	
Percentage of students at or above the standard

AEIS Locally Developed 
Literacy Skills 
4th Grade
2008	Word Choice	Conventions	Ideas	36	39	37	2009	Word Choice	Conventions	Ideas	52	54	76	2010	Word Choice	Conventions	Ideas	67	69	86	2011	Word Choice	Conventions	Ideas	48	60	68	2012	Word Choice	Conventions	Ideas	74	84	88	Percentage of Students At or Above the Standard

AEIS Locally Developed 
Literacy Skills Assessment
5th Grade
2008	Word Choice	Conventions	Ideas	36	39	37	2009	Word Choice	Conventions	Ideas	52	54	76	2010	Word Choice	Conventions	Ideas	67	69	89	2011	Word Choice	Conventions	Ideas	48	60	68	2012	Word Choice	Conventions	Ideas	80	77	90	
Percentage of students at or above the standdard

AEIS Locally Developed Literacy Skills Assessment 
Targeted Sub Group
(Read 180)
2008	Word Choice	Conventions	Ideas	14	14	14	2009	Word Choice	Conventions	Ideas	52	38	38	2010	Word Choice	Conventions	Ideas	45	40	60	2011	Word Choice	Conventions	Ideas	33	30	39	2012	Word Choice	Conventions	Ideas	91	91	91	Percentage of targeted subgroup students at or above the standard
Scholastic Reading Inventory
Performance Profiency Standard
(3rd Grade Baseline - 2009)
2008	3rd	4th	5th	79	77	2009	3rd	4th	5th	70	77	82	2010	3rd	4th	5th	70	77	86	2011	3rd	4th	5th	68	78	83	2012	3rd	4th	5th	71	83	86	Percentage of students at or above the standard
Scholastic Reading Inventory
Targeted Sub Group - Read 180
Read 180 Students	
2008	2009	2010	2011	2012	9	24	50	31	52	
Percentage of students in the targeted sub group at or abvoe the standard

Sponsor's Branch of Service
Column1	Air Force	Army	Marines	Navy	Other	Total	249	53	125	22	136	 Sponsor's Rank / Pay Grade
 Sponsor's Rank - Pay Grade2	E1-E2	E3-E4	E5-E6	E7-E8	E9	GS3-GS4	GS5-GS6	GS7-GS8	GS9-10	GS11-GS12	GS13-GS14	GS-15	O1-O2	O3-O4	O5-O6	W1-W3	WG8-12	Other Civ / CTR	Missing	1	11	196	147	19	4	4	3	10	63	14	1	4	44	14	13	8	33	2	Rank

Number of Students
Special Education Population
2009	3rd	4th	5th	3	3	3	2010	3rd	4th	5th	4	4	2	2011	3rd	4th	5th	3	3	3	Grade Level
Percentage of Students
Racial Group
Sales	Amer Ind or Alaskan Native	Asian	Black/African American	Decline to State	Hawaiian or Oth Pac Islander	Multi-Race	White	9	64	82	17	5	164	244	Count of English Language Learners by Level	Level 1	Level 2	Level 3	Level 4	5	5	25	21	Student Population By Grade
AEIS
2009	3rd	4th	5th	35	33	32	2010	3rd	4th	5th	36	34	30	2011	3rd	4th	5th	36	31	34	Grade Level
Percentage of Students
Years of Teaching Experience at AEIS	
1-4	4-10	11-16	17+	5	13	11	20	Faculty Education Levels	Bachelor's,   8
Bachelors + 15,   2
Bachelors + 30,  3
Master's,   10
Master's + 15,   10
Master's + 30,   13
Doctoral,  1

Bachelor's	Bachelors + 15	Bachelors + 30	Master's	Master's + 15	Master's + 30	Doctoral	8	2	3	10	10	13	1	

42
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SIP 14 20
1S 6 8
PS 15| 28
vL 12| 20
RA 2 4

SIP School Improvement Plan
1S Information System
PS Process of Schooling
VL Vision, Leadership-Governance, and School Community
RA Resources and Allocation

Stage 1: Emerging Capacity for Inprovement
A school or systeini hias implementsd the improvement plan and is able to document enhanced
student performance for at least one goal.

Stage 2: Developing the Capacity for Improvement
A school or system has impiemented its improvement plan and is able to document enhanced student
performance for some of the student performance gosls.

Stage 3: Increasing the Capacity for Improvement

A school or system has implemented the improvement plan and is able to document enhanced student
‘performance for all of the student performance goals. The school demonstrates continued growth relative
to the NCA Standard.

Stage 4: Exemplary Capacity for Improvement
Stage 4 is an exemplary level of achievement. The school or system has implemented s improvement
plan and credentials individual students in academics, career awareness, and empioyability skils.
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