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VISION STATEMENT
AMS empowers all students with a challenging curriculum that maximizes their potential and prepares them for success in a dynamic technological world.

MISSION STATEMENT

To provide an exemplary education that inspires and prepares all DoDEA students for success in a dynamic, global environment.
GUIDING PRINCIPLES
Develop and apply critical thinking to solve real world problems.

Rigorous and diverse educational opportunities

Encourage civic responsibility

Active minds and bodies through extra curricular activities

Maximize partnerships between school, parents, community and military services. 
Unique Local Insights – Parent and Student Perceptions

Data Collection Instrument(s)

We selected the following instrument to collect data regarding parent and student perceptions: 

SY 2008-2009 DoDEA Customer Satisfaction Survey 
Presentation of Data: Unique Local Insights – Parent and Student Perceptions 

	SY 2008-2009 DoDEA Customer Satisfaction Survey

Andersen Middle School Results

	Overall Education
	Parents/

Sponsors
	Students

	1.  What grade would you give the public schools in the U.S.?
	49%
	59%

	2.  What is the basis for your rating of the public schools in the U.S.?
	
	

	      My own experience(s) in the U.S. Public schools
	82%
	70%

	             What I’ve read in the newspapers or seen in the media
	53%
	32%

	              Friends and/or family
	62%
	74%

	              Other
	9%
	14%

	3.  How effective do you think the DoD schools are in preparing students for the 21st century?
	
	

	             Very effective
	45%
	31%

	Somewhat effective
	45%
	55%

	Somewhat ineffective
	6%
	10%

	Very ineffective
	3%
	4%

	4.  In (your/your child’s) school, do you think each of the following is a major problem, minor problem, or not a problem at all? 
	
	

	Bullying
	
	

	Major problem
	16%
	26%

	Minor problem
	45%
	50%

	Not a problem at all
	39%
	24%

	Inappropriate discipline
	
	

	Major problem
	12%
	19%

	Minor problem
	30%
	37%

	Not a problem at all
	58%
	43%

	Timely communication from teachers/administrators
	
	

	Major problem
	14%
	11%

	Minor problem
	31%
	34%

	Not a problem at all
	55%
	55%

	Low quality curriculum/standards
	
	

	Major problem
	13%
	11%

	Minor problem
	19%
	30%

	Not a problem at all
	68%
	58%

	5.  Which of the following do you feel has the most potential to improve (your/your child’s) school?
	
	

	First important improvement
	
	

	Raising academic standards
	16%
	13%

	Reducing class size
	10%
	25%

	Improving teacher qualifications and competence
	21%
	6%

	Improve administrative qualifications and 
competence
	4%
	1%

	Consistent discipline policies
	3%
	5%

	Increasing access to instructional technology
	10%
	7%

	Increasing academic support programs
	9%
	11%

	Increasing communication between school and  

home
	6%
	8%

	None of the above
	18%
	19%

	Other
	3%
	4%

	Second important improvement
	
	

	Raising academic standards
	10%
	13%

	Reducing class size
	8%
	8%

	Improving teacher qualifications and competence
	8%
	6%

	Improve administrative qualifications and 
competence
	4%
	5%

	Consistent discipline policies
	6%
	9%

	Increasing access to instructional technology
	6%
	9%

	Increasing academic support programs
	19%
	16%

	Increasing communication between school and 
home
	8%
	4%

	None of the above
	26%
	27%

	Other
	4%
	3%

	Third important improvement
	
	

	Raising academic standards
	10%
	7%

	Reducing class size
	4%
	7%

	Improving teacher qualifications and competence
	9%
	4%

	Improve administrative qualifications and 
competence
	6%
	5%

	Consistent discipline policies
	5%
	14%

	Increasing access to instructional technology
	8%
	10%

	Increasing academic support programs
	13%
	12%

	Increasing communication between school and 
home
	8%
	7%

	None of the above
	30%
	28%

	Other
	6%
	4%

	6.  How safe (do you/does your child) feel in this school? 
	
	

	             Very safe
	70%
	45%

	Somewhat safe
	27%
	41%

	Somewhat unsafe
	3%
	7%

	Very unsafe
	0%
	6%

	7.  How effective is (your/your child’s) school in using computer technology as a tool for learning?  
	
	

	             Very effective
	47%
	51%

	Somewhat effective
	42%
	32%

	Somewhat ineffective
	4%
	6%

	Very ineffective
	1%
	5%

	8.  How (have you/has your child) used technology as a tool for learning at this school? 
	
	

	Used online resources to locate information 
	97%
	90%

	Created multimedia products (presentations, websites, 
video)
	81%
	80%

	Published assignments (word processing, desktop 
publishing)
	83%
	75%

	Analyzed data (using spreadsheets, graphs charts, and 
databases)
	74%
	84%

	Practiced/learned subject matter content (reading, math, 
science)
	87%
	76%

	9.  Has the use of computer technology improved the quality of instruction at (your/your child’s) school?
	
	

	Yes
	65%
	55%

	No
	6%
	11%

	Unsure
	29%
	35%


Description of Data: The DoDEA Customer Satisfaction Survey was developed by DoDEA HQ.  The survey is available online on an annual basis to gather student and parent/sponsor perspectives on their school.  There were 77 parents/sponsors and 187 students who submitted a survey from Andersen Middle School for SY 2008-2009.
Analysis of Data: When asked how effective the school was in preparing students for the 21st century, 90% of the parents/sponsors and 86% of the students said the school was effective. According to the survey, 16% of parents reported that bullying was a major problem at school while 45% felt it was a minor problem and 39% felt that bullying was not a problem at all.  While 26% of students reported that bullying was a major problem, 50% felt that it was a minor problem and 24% stated it was not a problem at all. Inappropriate discipline was reported as a problem by 42% of the parents and 56% of the students. 

Data on the area that parents and students felt had most potential to improve the school was listed for respondents to rate.  According to the survey, 21% of parents reported that the first important improvement was in the area of improving teacher qualifications and competence, 18% reported the second area was none of the above (with no specifications given); however, 19% of parents and 16% of students reported increasing academic support programs as the second most important improvement area.  The third important improvement for parents was raising academic standards.  Students rated consistent discipline policies as the third important improvement. 
The use of technology as a tool for learning received high ratings in all categories listed on the survey.  Ninety-seven percent of parents and 90% of students rated the use of online resources to locate information as the highest.  According to the survey, 87% of the parents and 76% of the students reported that technology was used in practicing/learning subject matter content.  Seventy-four percent of the parents and 

84% of the students reported that technology was used to analyze data by using spreadsheets, graphs, charts and databases.
Implications for Action:  Unique Local Insights – Parent and Student Perceptions
In our continuing efforts to prepare students for the 21st Century, a presentation on 21st Century Skills was done during a faculty meeting in the Fall of SY2009-2010.  Grade level assemblies were held to explain the consequences for bullying as stated in the Parent/Student Handbook.  The new administrator has committed to enforcing the established consequences for bullying.  A Peer Facilitator course has been added to the Master Schedule and the students enrolled have been active in advocating against bullying. 
Unique Local Insights – Staff Perceptions

Data Collection Instrument(s)

We selected the following instrument to collect data regarding staff perceptions: 

School Improvement Teacher Survey
Presentation of Data: Unique Local Insights –Staff Perceptions

[image: image1.emf]AMS School Climate & Environment for Learning

2

4

10

3

6

18 18

12

14

13

3

2

0

5

3

0 0

1

2

0

0

5

10

15

20

1. Respect -

Students &

Parents

2. Respect -

Students &

Teachers

3.  Safe &

Orderly

4. Discipline

Maintained

5. Satisfied

with School

Survey Questions

Number of Responses

Strongly Agree

Agree

Disagree

Strongly Disagree


Description of Data: The graph above shows teacher responses to school climate and environment for learning.
Analysis of Data: The results of the survey show that 18 out of 23 teachers agree that teachers are respected by students and parents and 18 out of 23 agree that students and teachers are respectful of each other.  The survey also indicated that 10 teachers strongly agree and 12 teachers agree that the school has a safe and orderly environment for learning, 3 teachers strongly agree and 14 teachers agree that school discipline is appropriately maintained and 6 teachers strongly agree 13 teachers agree that teachers are satisfied with the school.
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Description of Data: The graph above shows teacher responses to school organization and administration.
Analysis of Data:  The results of the survey show that 8 out of 23 teachers strongly agree and 13 out of 23 teachers agree that the school is committed to continuous improvement and 6 out 23 teachers strongly agree and 16 teachers agree that the school uses data and research when making decisions about teaching and learning.  The survey also indicated that 2 out of 23 teachers strongly agree and 18 out of 23 teachers agree that teachers are involved in decisions impacting on the quality of teaching and learning, 6 out of 23 teachers strongly agree and 12 agree that there are positive working relationships between teachers and administrators.
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Description of Data:  The graph above shows teacher responses support for student learning.
Analysis of Data: The results of the survey show that 12 out of 23 teacher strongly agree and 10 agree that teachers are willing to give students individual help outside of class time and 6 out of 23 strongly agree and 17 out of 23 teachers agree that students are provided learning opportunities that support the full range of student abilities.  The survey also indicates that 6 out of 23 teachers strongly agree and 16 teachers agree that our school effectively communicates with parents and 6 out of 23 strongly agree and 13 teachers agree that technology is used to help students learn.
Implications for Action: Unique Local Insights –Staff Perceptions

Teachers use a protocol for Looking at Student Work (LASW) for making decisions about teaching and learning.
Student Performance Goals
Areas identified by this data for student performance goals could include:  None
Follow-up on Former Students

Data Collection Instrument(s)

We selected the following instruments to collect data regarding Follow-up on Former Students:

Presentation of Data: Former Student Survey

	Questions
	Former Student Responses – in percentages

	
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Undecided
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	

	1. When I need help with my school work, someone at my school is available to help me. 
	14%
	57%%
	22%
	7%
	
	

	2. This school is preparing me well for the next grade.
	36%
	43%
	14%
	7%
	
	

	3. This school is preparing me well for what I want to do after high school. 
	29%
	29%
	14%
	14%
	14%
	

	4. This school is preparing me well for the world of work. 
	36%
	36%
	7%
	14%
	7%
	

	
	Very Safe
	Safe
	Undecided
	Unsafe
	Very Unsafe
	

	5. My school maintains good discipline.
	21
	50
	21
	7
	
	

	6. How safe do you feel at school?
	29
	57
	
	14
	
	

	Follow-up question (#7) for those who answered “Unsafe” to #6. 
	Never
	Rarely
	Some Days
	Most Days
	Every Day
	

	7. How often do feel unsafe at school?
	50
	
	50
	
	
	

	8. 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 Safe

5
	Safe

4
	Undecided

3
	Unsafe

2
	Very Unsafe

1
	

	a. School Hallways
	36%
	50%
	14%
	
	
	

	b. Classrooms
	50%
	43%
	7%
	
	
	

	c. School Lunchroom 
	29%
	57%%
	7%
	7%
	
	

	d. School Playground
	21%
	65%
	7%
	7%
	
	

	e. School Parking Lot
	21%
	50%
	21%
	7%
	
	

	f.  School Restrooms
	36%
	36%
	14%
	7%
	7%
	

	g. School Buses
	36%
	14%
	7%
	7%
	14%
	21%

	h. Walking to and from school 
	28%
	28%
	7%
	
	
	36%

	i. Other (please specify): 

__________________________


	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Undecided
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	

	9.  My school deals appropriately with students who bully other students.
	7%
	57%%
	14%
	7%
	14%
	

	10. What can teachers and administrators do to help stop bullying? 


	5   -   Supervise the playground and halls better

3   -   Establish rules against bullying 

10 -   Enforce rules against bullying

4   -   Teach kids how to get along better

0   -   Other

	
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Undecided
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	

	11. Discipline problems are handled quickly at my school. 
	14%
	50%
	21%
	7%
	7%
	

	12. Discipline problems are handled fairly at my school. 
	21%
	36%
	29%
	14%
	
	

	
	Yes
	No
	No Answer
	
	
	

	13.  Does your school openly invite parent(s)/guardian(s) to take part in school related events? (Examples might include parent nights, sports, or field trips.)
	86%
	14%
	
	
	
	

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

	14.  How often does the school communicate with your parent(s)/guardian(s) (by phone, email, classroom newsletter, etc.)?
	43%
	21%
	
	36%
	
	


Description of Data:  The DoDEA student survey above was developed by DoDEA HQ using an approval process through the Office of Budget & Management (OBM).  It was approved in SY 2007 for a one-time use prior to Feb 2010. Students were surveyed using this instrument.  Fourteen former students completed the survey, and the results in the table represent the percentage of students responding within each category.
Analysis of Data: 
The survey results show that 71% of the students felt that teachers were available to help with school work; 79% of the students felt the school was preparing students well for the next grade; 58% felt that the school was preparing students well for what they wanted to do after high school and 72% felt that the school was preparing them for the world of work. 
The data was evaluated on the scale as above, from “Very Safe” to “Very Unsafe”. Students were asked how safe they feel at school.  Their replies were evaluated separately, and then broken down to identify specific school locations where students might feel safer than others.  According to the survey, a great majority of answers were that students feel safe on campus.   The survey results show that the classroom was rated the safest area at Andersen Middle School.  Fifty percent of students felt very safe in the classroom, 43% felt safe, and 7% were undecided. None of the students surveyed felt unsafe or very unsafe in the classroom. Additionally, 56% of the students felt safe walking to and from school.  However, 21% of the students surveyed reported that they felt unsafe or very unsafe on the school buses. 
In the area of school discipline, 54% of the students indicated that discipline problems were handled quickly and 57% indicated that the discipline problems were handled fairly.  However, 21% of the students reported that they were undecided regarding how quickly discipline problems were handled and 29% were undecided on how fairly discipline problems were handled.  
When asked what can teachers and administrators do to help stop bullying,  the majority of students reported that the rules against bullying should be enforced. 
In the area of school parent/relations, 86% of the students indicated that parents/guardians were openly invited to take part in school related events.  School communication with parents/guardians was noted to occur frequently.  Forty-three percent of the students stated that the school communicated with parents at least once a week, while 21% stated that communication to parents occurred at least once a month. 
Implications for Action: Follow-up on Former Students

Grade level assemblies were held to explain the consequences for bullying as stated in the Parent/Student Handbook.  The new administrator is committed to enforcing the established consequences for bullying.
Existing School Data – Student Data

Data Collection Instrument(s)

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

DoDEA Writing Assessment

TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 2nd Edition

TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 3rd Edition

TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 3rd Edition Disaggregated by Race/Ethnicity and Gender
Balanced Assessment in Mathematics

InView 

Scholastic Reading Inventory

TerraNova Performance Assessment:  Communication Arts (TNPACA)

Presentation of Data: Student Data
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Description of Data: The DoDEA SystemWide Assessment of Writing Skills, given to all of our students in grade 8, is an assessment for determining the strengths and weaknesses in student writing and learning in order to improve the overall instructional program and to make inferences about student achievement in writing.  It is a criterion-referenced assessment that reports a student’s performance by various achievement levels.  
Analysis of Data: Although our students tend to score well above the National Norm Group average, the DoDEA Community Strategic Plan (CSP) requires that 75% of our students score in the top two national quarters.
Note:  Due to the decision of DoDEA to discontinue the use of this assessment, no results will be available beyond the 2001 administration of the 8th Grade DoDEA Writing Assessment.
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Description of Data: The TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 2nd and 3rd Edition are a system-wide, norm-referenced assessment given to all of our students in grades 6-8.  The graphs above show the percentage of students scoring in the top two quarters.  
Note:  The graphs above display student results from different versions of the TerraNova Multiple Assessments.  Prior to 2009, the TerraNova, 2nd Edition, was used.  Beginning in spring 2009, the TerraNova, 3rd Edition, was used.
Analysis of Data: 
Please note the 2009 results reflect a different version of the TerraNova Multiple Assessments. Comparisons between 2009 and previous years are discouraged.

Although our students tend to score well above the National Norm Group average, the DoDEA Community Strategic Plan (CSP) requires that 75% of our students score in the top two national quarters. Comparison of TerraNova data between 2009 and 2011 indicates that our scores were maintained in most grade levels in Math, Language, and Science.  

In 2011, the 6th grade level did not surpass the CSP goal of 75% in any subject area. The 7th grade level surpassed the CSP goal of 75% in Reading (82%) and Language (80%). The 8th grade level exceeded the CSP goal of 75% in Reading (85%), Language (78%) and Science (78%) and were very close to 75% in Mathematics (74%) and Social Studies (73%).  
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Description of Data: The TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 2nd Edition is a system-wide, norm-referenced assessment given to all of our students in grades 6-8.  The table above shows the percentage of students scoring in the bottom quarters.  

Note:  The graphs above display student results from different versions of the TerraNova Multiple Assessments.  Prior to 2009, the TerraNova, 2nd Edition, was used.  Beginning in spring 2009, the TerraNova, 3rd Edition, was used.
Analysis of Data:  

Please note the 2009 results reflect a different version of the TerraNova Multiple Assessments. Comparisons between 2009 and previous years are discouraged.
Comparison of TerraNova data between 2009 and 2011 indicates that our students do not consistently meet the DoDEA Community Strategic Plan goal of 7% or fewer scoring in the Bottom National Quarter in the areas of Mathematics and Science, but are becoming more consistent in some grade levels in Social Studies and Language.  The data, therefore, suggests that the school may need to identify targeted subgroups of students in the areas of Mathematics and Science and choose one of these broad areas as a possible student performance goal.
2011 TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 3rd Edition

Disaggregated by Ethnic/Racial Group

	Subject
	Grade
	2011 Data
	Average
	White
	Black
	Hispanic/

Latino
	Asian
	Hawaiian/ Pacific Island
	Biracial/ Multi-racial
	Amer.

Indian
	Other

	READING
	6
	District
	69
	72
	***
	67
	69
	63
	67
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	64
	68
	***
	63
	63
	60
	66
	***
	***

	
	7
	District
	69
	70
	62
	63
	68
	62
	72
	***
	69

	
	
	School
	68
	70
	***
	61
	67
	66
	70
	***
	***

	
	8
	District
	75
	77
	69
	71
	69
	66
	82
	0
	***

	
	
	School
	70
	79
	***
	***
	***
	68
	71
	***
	***

	LANGUAGE ARTS
	6
	District
	70
	75
	***
	65
	71
	66
	75
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	65
	69
	***
	66
	66
	61
	69
	***
	***

	
	7
	District
	69
	69
	55
	65
	78
	64
	78
	***
	69

	
	
	School
	69
	70
	***
	69
	75
	62
	73
	***
	***

	
	8
	District
	76
	80
	67
	87
	74
	74
	80
	0
	***

	
	
	School
	78
	77
	***
	***
	***
	70
	81
	***
	***

	MATHEMATICS
	6
	District
	58
	65
	***
	56
	62
	56
	59
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	50
	51
	***
	46
	62
	50
	53
	***
	***

	
	7
	District
	62
	61
	53
	48
	64
	52
	63
	***
	57

	
	
	School
	58
	66
	***
	43
	71
	49
	57
	***
	***

	
	8
	District
	71
	73
	72
	70
	55
	64
	82
	0
	***

	
	
	School
	71
	69
	***
	***
	***
	71
	82
	***
	***

	SCIENCE
	6
	District
	70
	75
	***
	69
	70
	58
	72
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	67
	77
	***
	68
	68
	59
	66
	***
	***

	
	7
	District
	66
	68
	54
	54
	72
	57
	71
	***
	62

	
	
	School
	64
	68
	***
	50
	70
	52
	62
	***
	***

	
	8
	District
	76
	80
	73
	80
	59
	72
	78
	0
	***

	
	
	School
	75
	75
	***
	***
	***
	72
	78
	***
	***

	SOCIAL STUDIES
	6
	District
	70
	75
	***
	64
	76
	60
	69
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	64
	68
	***
	63
	73
	60
	64
	***
	***

	
	7
	District
	68
	72
	54
	58
	72
	63
	63
	***
	69

	
	
	School
	65
	71
	***
	58
	72
	69
	53
	***
	***

	
	8
	District
	74
	82
	73
	86
	68
	68
	79
	0
	***

	
	
	School
	70
	70
	***
	***
	***
	67
	77
	***
	***


*** Value not computed for fewer than 10 students

Description of Data:

The TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 3rd Edition is a system-wide, norm-referenced assessment given to all of our students in grades 6-8. The table above shows the percentage of students scoring in the Median National Percentiles disaggregated by ethnic/race groups.

Analysis of Data:

The disaggregated data indicate that student performance, when measured by the TerraNova, varies among race/ethnic groups and content area at our school. The data indicates that Whites scored higher than most other ethnic groups in reading. Asians scored higher than most other ethnic groups in mathematics and social studies. Biracial/Multiracial scored higher than most other ethnic groups in Language arts. High Science scores were disbursed between White, Asian, and Biracial/Multiracial groups. 
2010 TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 3rd Edition

Disaggregated by Ethnic/Racial Group

	Subject
	Grade
	2010 Data
	Average
	White
	Black
	Hispanic/

Latino
	Asian
	Hawaiian/ Pacific Island
	Biracial/ Multi-racial
	Amer.

Indian
	Other

	READING
	6
	District
	67
	72
	58
	63
	68
	57
	71
	***
	65

	
	
	School
	65
	70
	61
	61
	67
	53
	70
	***
	***

	
	7
	District
	70
	75
	66
	76
	73
	68
	74
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	74
	77
	65
	***
	75
	75
	66
	***
	***

	
	8
	District
	65
	71
	61
	***
	70
	46
	69
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	62
	63
	61
	***
	69
	46
	68
	0
	***

	LANGUAGE ARTS
	6
	District
	68
	74
	50
	67
	73
	57
	77
	***
	62

	
	
	School
	67
	72
	50
	71
	76
	56
	70
	***
	***

	
	7
	District
	74
	82
	61
	73
	75
	67
	76
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	74
	82
	60
	***
	81
	72
	69
	***
	***

	
	8
	District
	70
	78
	71
	***
	75
	60
	73
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	68
	73
	68
	***
	74
	60
	74
	0
	***

	MATHEMATICS
	6
	District
	54
	60
	42
	52
	57
	48
	54
	***
	50

	
	
	School
	48
	55
	41
	48
	54
	44
	33
	***
	***

	
	7
	District
	62
	66
	56
	51
	52
	49
	73
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	59
	64
	57
	***
	59
	51
	61
	***
	***

	
	8
	District
	61
	69
	69
	***
	60
	37
	69
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	60
	65
	66
	***
	53
	35
	72
	0
	***

	SCIENCE
	6
	District
	66
	72
	59
	71
	72
	58
	59
	***
	62

	
	
	School
	70
	71
	63
	72
	75
	51
	56
	***
	***

	
	7
	District
	69
	72
	60
	67
	70
	64
	73
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	70
	72
	64
	***
	70
	69
	73
	***
	***

	
	8
	District
	70
	83
	68
	***
	70
	53
	69
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	74
	80
	72
	***
	77
	53
	72
	0
	***

	SOCIAL STUDIES
	6
	District
	67
	72
	46
	67
	65
	59
	69
	***
	63

	
	
	School
	66
	69
	44
	68
	62
	59
	65
	***
	***

	
	7
	District
	71
	73
	64
	64
	64
	70
	73
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	68
	69
	63
	***
	65
	73
	70
	***
	***

	
	8
	District
	67
	81
	62
	***
	64
	40
	80
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	66
	79
	65
	***
	66
	39
	80
	0
	***


*** Value not computed for fewer than 10 students

Description of Data:

The TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 3rd Edition is a system-wide, norm-referenced assessment given to all of our students in grades 6-8. The table above shows the percentage of students scoring in the Median National Percentiles disaggregated by ethnic/race groups.

Analysis of Data:

The disaggregated data indicate that student performance, when measured by the TerraNova, differs among race/ethnic groups at our school. The data indicates that Whites scored higher than most other ethnic groups.

2009 TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 3rd Edition

Disaggregated by Ethnic/Racial Group
	Subject
	Grade
	2009 Data
	Average
	White
	Black
	Hispanic/

Latino
	Asian
	Hawaiian/ Pacific Island
	Biracial/ Multi-racial
	Amer.

Indian
	Other

	READING
	6
	District
	68
	73
	66
	63
	65
	55
	68
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	69
	73
	***
	69
	67
	64
	52
	***
	***

	
	7
	District
	65
	68
	64
	58
	67
	47
	67
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	66
	74
	64
	***
	69
	47
	74
	0
	***

	
	8
	District
	70
	72
	***
	59
	70
	57
	70
	0
	***

	
	
	School
	71
	74
	***
	59
	74
	51
	71
	0
	***

	LANGUAGE ARTS
	6
	District
	68
	72
	68
	69
	49
	58
	72
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	67
	68
	***
	68
	60
	64
	60
	***
	***

	
	7
	District
	68
	76
	68
	56
	64
	57
	72
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	67
	73
	72
	***
	64
	57
	77
	0
	***

	
	8
	District
	76
	78
	***
	75
	76
	62
	82
	0
	***

	
	
	School
	77
	77
	***
	76
	85
	63
	81
	0
	***

	MATHEMATICS
	6
	District
	58
	68
	57
	45
	54
	52
	65
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	61
	63
	***
	52
	56
	57
	65
	***
	***

	
	7
	District
	62
	70
	54
	53
	54
	36
	66
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	56
	65
	54
	***
	57
	36
	67
	0
	***

	
	8
	District
	67
	68
	***
	61
	58
	55
	73
	0
	***

	
	
	School
	68
	67
	***
	57
	76
	57
	78
	0
	***

	SCIENCE
	6
	District
	68
	69
	61
	54
	58
	57
	73
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	67
	68
	***
	54
	54
	65
	73
	***
	***

	
	7
	District
	67
	72
	63
	64
	64
	35
	76
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	64
	68
	56
	***
	69
	38
	76
	0
	***

	
	8
	District
	73
	76
	***
	67
	68
	59
	78
	0
	***

	
	
	School
	77
	76
	***
	71
	81
	64
	79
	0
	***

	SOCIAL STUDIES
	6
	District
	78
	83
	76
	61
	73
	68
	77
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	75
	81
	***
	59
	74
	73
	67
	***
	***

	
	7
	District
	66
	71
	65
	60
	68
	51
	76
	***
	***

	
	
	School
	67
	70
	65
	***
	75
	54
	77
	0
	***

	
	8
	District
	74
	78
	***
	67
	62
	57
	80
	0
	***

	
	
	School
	73
	70
	***
	66
	79
	58
	81
	0
	***


*** Value not computed for fewer than 10 students

Description of Data:

The TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 3rd Edition is a system-wide, norm-referenced assessment given to all of our students in grades 6-8. The table above shows the percentage of students scoring in the Median National Percentiles disaggregated by ethnic/race groups.
Analysis of Data:

The disaggregated data indicate that student performance, when measured by the TerraNova, differs among race/ethnic groups at our school. The data indicates that Whites scored higher than most other ethnic groups.
Andersen Middle School

2011 TerraNova Multiple Assessment Disaggregated by Gender, IEP, & ESL

	READING
	GRADE
	Overall Average
	MALE
	FEMALE
	IEP
	ESL

	
	6
	64
	58
	66
	33
	***

	
	7
	68
	68
	69
	***
	***

	
	8
	70
	70
	72
	***
	***


	LANGUAGE ARTS
	GRADE
	Overall Average
	MALE
	FEMALE
	IEP
	ESL

	
	6
	65
	61
	69
	28
	***

	
	7
	69
	67
	72
	***
	***

	
	8
	78
	70
	82
	***
	***


	MATHEMATICS
	GRADE
	Overall Average
	MALE
	FEMALE
	IEP
	ESL

	
	6
	50
	50
	50
	19
	***

	
	7
	58
	58
	58
	***
	***

	
	8
	71
	76
	68
	***
	***


	SCIENCE
	GRADE
	Overall Average
	MALE
	FEMALE
	IEP
	ESL

	
	6
	67
	68
	66
	32
	***

	
	7
	64
	65
	63
	***
	***

	
	8
	75
	77
	72
	***
	***


	SOCIAL STUDIES
	GRADE
	Overall Average
	MALE
	FEMALE
	IEP
	ESL

	
	6
	64
	65
	62
	44
	***

	
	7
	65
	73
	59
	***
	***

	
	8
	70
	71
	69
	***
	***


*** Value not computed for fewer than 10 students
Description of Data:

The TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 3rd Edition, is a system-wide, norm-referenced assessment given to all of our students in grades 6-8. The table above shows the percentage of students scoring in the Median National Percentiles disaggregated by gender.
Analysis of Data:

The disaggregated data indicate that student performance, when measured by the TerraNova, 3rd Edition, differs among gender groups at our school. The data indicates that Females did better than Males in Reading and Language Arts. Males scored higher than Females in Science and Social Studies and only the 8th Grade Males scored higher than Females in Math
Andersen Middle School

2010 TerraNova Multiple Assessment Disaggregated by Gender, IEP, & ESL

	READING
	GRADE
	Overall Average
	MALE
	FEMALE
	IEP
	ESL

	
	6
	65
	64
	68
	52
	***

	
	7
	74
	73
	75
	41
	***

	
	8
	62
	61
	63
	***
	26


	LANGUAGE ARTS
	GRADE
	Overall Average
	MALE
	FEMALE
	IEP
	ESL

	
	6
	67
	65
	72
	48
	***

	
	7
	74
	68
	81
	34
	***

	
	8
	68
	66
	74
	***
	28


	MATHEMATICS
	GRADE
	Overall Average
	MALE
	FEMALE
	IEP
	ESL

	
	6
	48
	50
	47
	27
	***

	
	7
	59
	60
	57
	43
	***

	
	8
	60
	58
	63
	***
	28


	SCIENCE
	GRADE
	Overall Average
	MALE
	FEMALE
	IEP
	ESL

	
	6
	70
	75
	64
	43
	***

	
	7
	70
	71
	68
	35
	***

	
	8
	74
	77
	67
	***
	22


	SOCIAL STUDIES
	GRADE
	Overall Average
	MALE
	FEMALE
	IEP
	ESL

	
	6
	66
	66
	64
	55
	***

	
	7
	68
	72
	66
	43
	***

	
	8
	66
	66
	68
	***
	26


*** Value not computed for fewer than 10 students
Description of Data:

The TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 3rd Edition, is a system-wide, norm-referenced assessment given to all of our students in grades 6-8. The table above shows the percentage of students scoring in the Median National Percentiles disaggregated by gender.
Analysis of Data:

The disaggregated data indicate that student performance, when measured by the TerraNova, 3rd Edition, differs among gender groups at our school. The data indicates that Males scored higher than females in Math, Science and Social Studies. Females generally did better than Males in Reading and Language Arts.

Andersen Middle School
2009 TerraNova Multiple Assessment Disaggregated by Gender, IEP, & ESL

	READING
	GRADE
	Overall Average
	MALE
	FEMALE
	IEP
	ESL

	
	6
	69
	68
	69
	***
	***

	
	7
	66
	60
	67
	***
	***

	
	8
	71
	74
	70
	***
	***


	LANGUAGE ARTS
	GRADE
	Overall Average
	MALE
	FEMALE
	IEP
	ESL

	
	6
	67
	67
	67
	***
	***

	
	7
	67
	58
	72
	***
	***

	
	8
	77
	77
	77
	***
	***


	MATHEMATICS
	GRADE
	Overall Average
	MALE
	FEMALE
	IEP
	ESL

	
	6
	61
	65
	57
	***
	***

	
	7
	56
	55
	59
	***
	***

	
	8
	68
	69
	68
	***
	***


	SCIENCE
	GRADE
	Overall Average
	MALE
	FEMALE
	IEP
	ESL

	
	6
	67
	69
	60
	***
	***

	
	7
	64
	64
	64
	***
	***

	
	8
	77
	79
	73
	***
	***


	SOCIAL STUDIES
	GRADE
	Overall Average
	MALE
	FEMALE
	IEP
	ESL

	
	6
	75
	81
	72
	***
	***

	
	7
	67
	70
	62
	***
	***

	
	8
	73
	77
	68
	***
	***


*** Value not computed for fewer than 10 students
Description of Data:

The TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 3rd Edition, is a system-wide, norm-referenced assessment given to all of our students in grades 6-8. The table above shows the percentage of students scoring in the Median National Percentiles disaggregated by gender.
Analysis of Data:

The disaggregated data indicate that student performance, when measured by the TerraNova, 3rd Edition, differs among gender groups at our school. The data indicates that Males scored higher than females in Math, Science and Social Studies. Females generally did better than Males in Reading and Language Arts.
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Description of Data: The Balanced Assessment in Mathematics is a system-wide assessment given to all students in grade 8.  The table above shows the percentage of students scoring in the top two quarters.
Note: Due to the decision by DoDEA to discontinue the use of this assessment, no results will be available beyond the 2006 administration of the Balanced Assessment in Mathematics.
Analysis of Data:  The data indicates that our students do not consistently meet the DoDEA Community Strategic Plan goal of 75% of students scoring in the Top Two National Quarters.
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Description of Data: The InView is a local assessment given to all students in our school in grades 6-8.  The table above shows the mean score data.
Analysis of Data:  The data indicates that there was no meaningful increase in problem solving skills measured by the InView.
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Description of Data: The Scholastic Reading Inventory (SRI) is a local assessment given to all students in our school in grades 6-8.  The chart above shows the percentage of students scoring at or above the local standard.
Analysis of Data: Data displayed in the table above suggest that our students consistently meet the DoDEA Community Strategic Plan goal that 75% of students score in the Top Two National Quarters in all grades and in all areas tested.
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Description of Data: The TerraNova Performance Assessment:  Communication Arts (TNPACA) is a system-wide norm-referenced assessment given to all of our students in grade 8.  The table above shows the percentage of students scoring in the top two quarter.
Note: Due to the decision by DoDEA to discontinue the use of this assessment, no results will be available beyond the 2006 administration of the CAPA.
Analysis of Data: Although our students tend to score well above the National Norm Group average, the DoDEA Community Strategic Plan (CSP) requires that 75% of our students score in the top two national quarters.  
Implications for Action: Student Data
Student Performance Goals
Areas identified by this data for student performance goals could include:
1. Math 
2. Language Arts

3. Reading

Other Data and/or Actions Needed

Follow up analysis of data to identify which specific skills in the areas of math, language arts and reading. 
Existing School Data - Instructional Data

Data Collection Instrument(s)

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

School Improvement Teacher Survey

Presentation of Data: Instructional Data


Description of Data: The graph above shows teacher responses regarding the quality of instructional programs.

Analysis of Data: The results of the survey show that 21 teachers agree that the school does a good job teaching the core subjects (language arts, mathematics, science and social studies) and 17 of teachers agree that the school has high expectations for student learning.  The survey also shows that 17 of the teachers agree that students see strong relationships between school lessons and everyday life, 22 agree that instruction offered to students is of high quality.  Additionally, 23 of teachers agree that curriculum taught is based on DoDEA standards and 24 agree that a variety of instructional strategies are used to help students learn.  Lastly, 15 of teachers agree that students are motivated to do their best work.
Implications for Action: Instructional Data

Student Performance Goals

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

Other Data and/or Actions Needed:  None
Existing School Data: Community Data and Information

Data Collection Instrument(s)

We selected the following instruments to collect data regarding Community Data and Information: 
Count of English Language Learners by Level
Racial Group 
Sponsor’s Branch of Service

Sponsor’s Rank - Pay Grade
Presentation of Data: Unique Local Insights – Community Data and Information
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Description of Data: A School Information System report was generated to collect information about the home language use of our students. The chart above displays data about home languages used by our students and their families.

Analysis of Data: The data indicates that none of our ESL students are identified at Level 1 proficiency.  The percentage of ESL students identified at levels 2, 3, 4, 5, and 7 are 3.0%, 8.1%, 18.2%, 19.2%, 51.5% respectively.
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Description of Data: A School Information System report was generated to collect information about student demographics. 
Analysis of Data: The student population is comprised of White 26.3%, Multi-Race 41.3%, Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander 14.1%, Asian 10.9%, Black/African American 4.1%, American Indian or Alaskan Native 0.3%.  There were 3.1% who declined to state their racial group. 
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Description of Data: A School Information System report was generated to collect information about sponsor’s branch of service.
Analysis of Data: The majority of sponsors, 55.8%, are in the Air Force. The percentage sponsors from the Navy, Army and Other are 18.3%, 15.2% and 10.4% respectively. 
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Description of Data: A School Information System report was generated to collect information about sponsor’s rank and pay grade.
Analysis of Data: The percentage of the sponsors that did not indicate rank-pay grade was 0.9%.  The percentage of sponsors that are Enlisted, Officer and Other are 72.2%, 25.1% and 1.8%.
Implications for Action: Unique Local Insights – Community Data and Information

None

Student Performance Goals
Areas identified by this data for student performance goals could include:  
None
Other Data and/or Actions Needed

None
Summary
The Continuous School Improvement Leadership Team and Committee members have been collecting and analyzing data throughout the school year.  Staff completed surveys with questions on instructional strategies/leadership, school environment, academic achievement, curriculum needs, and home-school connection.  This data has provided the staff with critical information that was used to establish our goals.
Our school has a unique population, and the staff has worked hard to differentiate the curriculum and develop programs to meet the academic needs of our students and to improve the home-school connection.  The data collected will enable us to further improve our instructional strategies and to focus on better communication of our strengths to the parents and community.

DoDEA’s Mission Statement has been a driving force of our school improvement process.  Each staff member, the parents, community and the students were involved in creating our Vision Statement and Guiding Principles which clarify the needs of the parents, staff and students.

Our standardized test scores presented the need for our school to improve writing and math scores.  The DoDEA Writing Assessment results of 2001 and the TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 2nd Edition, Language Arts for 2006 show a significant decline in the writing scores.  The Balanced Assessment in Mathematics from 2005 shows a significant decline in math scores.  In Spring 2009, the TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 3rd Edition, was administered to all Andersen Middle School students.  The 2009 results reflect a different version of the TerraNova Multiple Assessments. Comparisons between the 2nd and 3rd editions of the TerraNova are discouraged.
The data from 2009 and 2011 TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 3rd Edition indicated that there is some improvement in various subjects for the top two quartiles.  The 7th grade level showed improvement in Reading, Language Arts, Mathematics, and Social Studies. Science scores remained the same. The 8th grade showed improvement in Reading while their Science scores remained the same. The 6th grade did not have an increase in scores in any subject area. The 8th grade scores had decreases in Language Arts and Social Studies and a slight decrease in Mathematics. Improvements in various subjects were also visible in the bottom quartile. Sixth grade improved in Social Studies and stayed steady in Language Arts. Seventh grade improved in all subject areas. Eighth grade improved in Reading.  Current scores show a continuing concern for our school to improve math and science scores. 
Reviewing the survey of former students indicates that our students generally feel that the school is preparing them for their next grade level and beyond high school.  A great majority of students report that they feel safe at school, especially in the classroom.  
To address areas listed as problem areas in the SY 2008-2009 DoDEA Customer Satisfaction Survey, grade level assemblies have been held to address discipline issues such as bullying.  A Peer Facilitator course was added to the curriculum in 2010 and continues to enroll students who are active in advocating against bullying. 
During the year, we held many meetings and staff development sessions to address the needs of the students. Our meetings included weekly Grade-Level Team meetings and Faculty meetings. There are bi-monthly CSI Committee meetings, CSI Leadership Team meetings, and Management Council meetings.  
We started out this school year reviewing TerraNova scores and our local assessments. We reviewed areas of concerns on the TerraNova for grade levels as well as individuals. We determined that administering pre-assessments of our local writing and problem solving assessments would provide a means of assessment for learning of the grade level, the individual classes, and the individual students. In addition, we continued our discussion on 21st Century Skills, and Differentiated Instruction.
The month of September was spent reviewing all student data in our teams and exploring options for differentiating instruction in all curricular areas and for all students. We looked at TerraNova scores and reading scores from the Scholastic Reading Inventory (SRI). Advisory teachers took the time to review TerraNova scores with their advisory students and create action plans with those students to improve TerraNova scores. We also looked at the TerraNova Objective Performance Indicators (OPI) and discussed the use of formative and summative assessment in our classrooms.
After the initial review, teachers have continued to meet weekly to discuss highest student achievement. Minutes are taken of each meeting and kept in a common drive accessible to all teachers. Our faculty meetings have focused on staff development in the areas of differentiation for teaching and learning, the Writing Process and The Problem Solver, 21st Century Skills, rigor, and the infusion of technology. Teachers continue to volunteer to share what is working in their classes, what’s not working, and how we might improve. Others volunteer to showcase successful units of instruction and save model lessons on the faculty common drive for others to access and use. Teachers have also shared the use of new technology in their classroom and how it affects the differentiating of instruction.
We had five new teachers join our faculty during the 2010-2011 school year. They have been mentored and received instruction on our CSI Goals from the mentor teacher as well as the committee chairs. The rest of the faculty received a refresher at the beginning of this year on our school goals. Looking at Student Work sessions during team meetings have enhanced classroom instruction by providing teachers with feedback on lessons, rigor, and differentiated instruction.
KAMS-TV, a closed circuit television newscast, continues to air. The daily morning show is used to highlight student achievements, programs and projects that demonstrate highest student achievement. It has provided a venue to enhance success of the school interventions, increase awareness of school concerns, and provide depth of learning and sharing among students and teachers, along with real-life applications of 21st Century skills. 
Parent Focus Groups meet throughout the school year as a means to share data and communicate with parents about school programs and activities. Parent Focus Group topics this school year included GradeSpeed, National History Day Project, and Science Fair Project. Parent Focus Groups will continue to be held throughout the next school year. 
To address the decrease in math scores, a new goal area and intervention will be chosen in the Fall of 2011. The faculty will examine the individual sections in math in the TerraNova to determine which specific area needs more emphasis in order to determine a specific goal area and locate useful interventions.  
Appendix A:  Goal Statements & Triangulation of Data

Student Performance Goal #1: 
All students will improve writing skills across the curriculum.

We chose this goal based on triangulating the following data sources: 

· DoDEA Writing Assessment






· TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 2nd Edition




· TerraNova Performance Assessment: 
· Communication Arts (TNPACA)






Student Performance Goal #2:

All students will improve their problem solving skills across the curriculum.

We chose this goal based on triangulating the following data sources:

· TerraNova Multiple Assessments, 2nd Edition




· Balanced Assessment in Mathematics





· InView
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