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{ School Characteristics )

Student Enrollment - 773 Professional Stafflng
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Black 263 Army <.5% Black
0, . .
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Bi/Mutt - Air Force 95% Asian
1 u | Tot 773 C Guard <.5% Native Am Female .
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. Categor FTE
. Teacher Experience bl
Special Programs Years Teachers Administrators 3
Grade New 0 Classroom Teachers 41
Offered  Program # % Bl -
PK-12 |Spedal Education | 83 | 11% 13 2 Spedial Education :
K8 |TAG 98 | 13% 4-6 0 Other Professiondls 6
K12 |ES Sadl ALY 10 2 Teacher Education
1 Reading Recovery N/A| N/A >10 47 Degree % Teachers
7-12  [AvID 78 — BA/BS 18%
Mobility Rate 5
AP Courses Offered N/A 2906 Per Y ear MA/MS 81%
Students Taking AP Courses [ N/A| N/A 0 Doctorate 2%

—{ Principal'sHighlights }—

| am pleased to share that the staff of
Lakenheath Middle Schoal is very familiar with the
SIP and the Action Plan componentsin this
process. The expectation was established last school
year that evidence of implementation of the SIP
and the Action plan would be shown through
House plans, teacher anecdotal records,
questionnaires to the staff, and planning records.
This continues to be an expectation for the coming
yesr.

The year started off with excitement about the
SIP process, however irregular attendance by al
constituents minimized the effectiveness of the
meetings. The size of our school [750 students],
the campus layout and military requirements often
impacted results. Finding the time to collect our
base line data was also difficult at times.

However we know and understand that SIPisa
living process which will bewith us at least till the
year 2000. Therefore we have embraced the
process especially because we are beginning to see
some positive responses and growth amongst our
students and staff.

DoDEA Strategic Plan: School | mprovement I mplementation

School Year 96/97 Priorities
Goal 3: Student Achievement And Citizenship

Our focus was improving student writing through writing across the curriculum
and using the writing process. Results of a teacher survey showed 75% of the
teachers polled ( approximately 70% of the faculty) use awriting process at
least weekly, and 50% used rubric scoring regularly to score student work.

Goal 4: Math And Science Achievement

Continued focus on implementation of the MathLand and Interactive Math
programs with math teachers attending an average of 3 training sessions.
Improvement in student performance shows successful emphasis on cooperative
group strategies. Supplemental materials added to support computation
strategies.

Goal 10: Organizational Development

We have increased the use of cc-Mail for intra and inter-school communication.
LAM S homepage was established. House committee representatives
communicate committee reports at team meetings.

The focus was increased use of technology by students. Departments utilized
appropriate technology that applied to their subject matter. An end-of-year
survey showed 50% of students using the technology. 65% of students use
Internet and 83% know correct keyboard fingering.




Average Ratings of SHP Progress Goal 8: Parental Participation

Tier School | District | DODDS } IBenchimark 8. 1.l mnlement/Eval uate Multi-Tiered. School -Home Partnershin......
Co-Communicators 30 3.50 370 }Our focus included: utilization of the parent center on several occasions,
Co-Supporters 26 3.03 331 Hincluding a one-day workshop; implementation of co-communicators and father
Co-Learners 2.3 2.84 3.00

(male) inclusion, including an inservice for parents and teachers; preparation
by each house of action and implementation plans to include the above tapics;
parent and teacher surveys conducted.

Co-Teachers 27 3.09 3.31
Co-Advisors 24 3.00 3.17
1= traditional 2=little progress 3=visible progress
4=much progress 5=full implementation

( standardized Test Results )

Grade 6 Grade 7
1997 Benchmark 3.1 Benchmark 4.2 Benchmark 3.1 Benchmark 4.2
Median . .
Percentiles Read Lang Soc Stdy Math Science Read Lang Soc Stdy Math Science
for: School 66.2 67.6 62.8 60.7 66.5 68 625 747 48.2 69.3
District] 66.5 67.7 66.5 63.1 67.3 69.8 64.3 73 51.2 70.3
DoDDS| 65.2 66.6 66.8 65.1 68 65.1 65.7 694 55 67.7
Nation 50 50 50 50 50 50 50 50 50 50
# Students] 262 262 261 260 260 237 236 237 234 237
2 39 w @ 34 4 4 48
et o | 20 TR e g e an NI was
Students
in Each $: 4§ 5 £¢% 5 =85 § z2¢8: %
Quarter 2 21 20 1Y u 21 B - = -« B - = -« 6 15 B A~ = b B A = b
ool mer ®he 77 +5 14 5 +8 5 6 g om omam A8 Ty +5 34
51-75 s 12 25 25 +5 9 5 soop s 2 2 +5 25
26-50 Gap Between Group and 1994 DoDDS Median Gap Between Group and 1994 DoDDS Median
1-25 95 96 97 95 96 97 95 96 97 1996 I- 1997 - 95 96 97 95 96 97 95 96 97 1996 - 1997 -
Grade 8
1997 Benchmark 3.1 Benchmark 4.2 SAT Results - _
Median . School District DoDDS Nation
Parcentiles | €8 Lang Soc Stdy Math Science % Participating | 96 | NA 62% | 62% | 41%
for: School 684 695 76.5 63.6 69.5 97 NA 71% 63% 41%
District] 69.6 70.1 76.8 64.9 70.5 Math Avg Score | 96 NA 501 506 508
DoDDS|] 64 674 70.2 61.7 65.4 97 NA 503 505 511
Nation 50 50 50 50 50 Verbal Avg Score | 96 NA 525 518 505
# Students| 218 218 216 218 216 971 NA 533 15 505
. - Notes
4 4 4 A
. - e pud M obility Rate is defined as the % of students who enter or withdraw
Per cent of from a school during the year relative to the enrollment.
Students SAT Regjltg Becauseof the way theCoIIege Board reports this data, the|
in Each ﬁ E g- E % E g- E % Participating is generally wgreﬂlmat(?d. .
Quarter v n oz 1805 = R E 2 = B FE o« CTBSTest Results: A Percentile score indicates the % of students
Se . BED L w12 10 +7 = nationally who scored below that score. Quarter(s) are the four percentile
g : 7w w6 8 44 ranges: 1-25th, 26-50th, 51-75th, and 76-99th. Gaps are the differences
26-50 Gap Between Group and 1994 DoDDS Median between the group median percentiles and the 1994 DoDDS baseline
1-25 95 96 97 95 9 97 95 96 97 100 [ 1097 [ medians.
DoDEA g Asse e
L akenheath M S Percent at Each Performance Level
DODDS/CCSN' Grade |Yr | Number M ean Scale Score Distinguished Proficient | Apprentice Novice/ Not
UNlT 5185 BOX 55 Tested School System Undeveloped | Scoreable
8 95| 187 764.7 767.6 31% 23% 29% 18% 0%
APO AE 09464-8555 8 96| 177 758.9 770 14% 44% 32% 10% 1%
8 97| 203 687.5 689 25% 48% 18% 8% 1%
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