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—{Superintendent’s Highlights }—

The Hessen District Mission Statement "to

and learning" was emphasized this year through
various activities organized at the district level.

A research study of the mathematics program
implementation was continued into the third year
(CBAM). A team from the district was asked to
present the research from this study at AERA in
April.

Culturally Responsiveekching (CRT) was a ney

of Margery Ginsberg. Diversity Support Teams

to begin the training. CRT will be expanded to m
schools in the district next year.

Thirteen of the seventeen schools chose to alte
their daily schedules this year in order to provide
more time for School based Staff Development.
Literacy Place, Technology, Math, Writing and
Teacher Study Groups were the most frequently
addressed topics. The Model Schools Program
continues into the third year in the Hanau Area.

educate all students...through excellence in teachi

initiative for the district this year under the guidang

were established at four of the schools in the distif

DoDEA Strategic Plan: School | mprovement | mplementation

School Year 97/98 Priorities
M&oal 3: Student Achievement And Citizenship

Literacy Place training for Lead Teachers and K-6 teachers was the focus for red
and language arts this year. A class in reading strategies was offered for teacher
DSO. A Young Authors' Festival and Middle School Writing Symposium were
organized at the district to support school based writing initiatives.
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Goal 4: Math And Science Achievement

Student achievement data from the GOALS assessment was correlated with data|
tquality of implementation from the CBAM research project. The data clearly indig
Ithat a higher quality of implementation resulted in more student learning. It was &
clear that staff development and support éachers was crucial to a high quality

Il implementation.
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Goal 10: Organizational Development

Electronic mail continues to be the backbone of our communication system. As
become connected to the internet, e:mail addresses are being collected from parg
means of communicating. Monthly meetings of the DSO staff and the Administra
are scheduled. School web pages are available for some schools and under con
in others.
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The focus for technology this year has been to integrate the use of technology int
curriculum by using production software, presentation software, simulation softwg

been organized for parents, military personnel, teachers and students.
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word processing. Multimedia labs have been established in all the schools. Traiing has




Goal 8: Parental Participation

Workshops for parents, students and teachers were held throughout the district this year.
These workshops helped to clarify the five tiersin the SHP framework. Each school was
able to begin building an Action Plan appropriate for their school based on this model.

Tier District | DoDDS

Co-Communicators 3.7 3.9 I Workshops for parer
Co-Supporters 3.3 35

Co-Learners 3.1 3.1

Co-Teachers 3.4 3.5

Co-Advisors 3.2 3.3

1= traditional 2=little progress 3=visible progress

4=much progress 5=full implementation
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