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Student Enrollment - 209

{School Characteristicg

Sponsor Affiliation

Professional Staffing

White K 27 Marine <.59 White
Black 1 28 Army 1% Black
Hispanic 1 2 28 Navy <.59 Hispanic
. 0, . |
V| 3 2g| [|ArForce 95 Asian Female
Coast Guard <.5%  Native Am
Asian il | 4 34 — Male
i Female 1 Non-US Military  <.5% ‘
Unknown veo 5 32| [Us Civilians 3% o 5 10 15 20
Native Am : 6 32|  [Non-US Civilans <.5% School Staff
0 30 60 9 120 150 180 Total 209 ——— _ Category FTE
Special Programs Yee":g er T);Ecﬁgsenc Administrators 1
Grade Classroom Teachers 11
Offered __Program i % New 0 Special Education 0.5
PK-12 |Special Education | 24 | 11% 1-2 2 -
K TAG 37 [ 18% 39 3 Other Professionals 4
K-12 |ESL 5] 2% 10-20 4 Teacher Education
1 Reading Recovery [N/A| N/A > 20 7 Dree % Teahers
r12_JAviD A Mobility Rate N e
AP Courses Offered N/A oy Py v MA/MS 53 %
Students Taking AP Course|N/A| N/A o Fer Year Doctorate 0%

—{ Principal's Highlights  }™

The Pordenone School student population
increased to 210 students, with the addition o
another classroom. Three classrooms contain
blended grades in addition to the straight grade
levels.

Implementation of the Literacy Place
program was completed this school year. Thdg
focus was to raise student achievement,
targeting returning students who had scored
below the 40th percentile in Reading. This
target was accomplished for all identified
students.

The use of writing increased mathematics
comprehension. Student works displayed
throughout the school illustrate development i
this area. Classroom articles in the Parent
Newsletter elaborated on student learning.
Twenty-nine 5th and 6th graders took
advantage of the Mentor Program. Teacher
comments on the increased attention of those|
students to both classwork and homework haye
validated the program’s success. Joint
PTSO/SAC meetings encourage parent
participation.

Expansion of technology skills resulted
from the shift to the Information Center
concept. The full-time Information Specialist
worked closely with staff and students to
integrate technology into the curriculum.
Training opportunities were well utilized.

DoDEA Strategic Plan: School Improvement Implementation

School Year 98/99 Priorities
Goal 3: Student Achievement And Citizenshi

The focus of this year's Benchmark 3.1 action plan was to raise student

achievement in the areas of reading and language arts through continuedl‘staff

training with an emphasis on meeting the needs of individual students usi
Literacy Place materials.

g

Goal 4: Math And Science Achievement

The committee reviewed the data from last year Terra Nova test scores td
identify the at risk students. An emphasis was placed on Mathematics as
Communication. Students’ math skills were improved by using writing acrg
the curriculum, strategies and rubrics for assessment.
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Goal 10: Onanizational Develpment

We used both electronic and print resources to communicate with parentd.

Students were given age-appropriate lessons in communicating electronig
using software, and in publishing their work electronically. Parent Inserviq
a Technology Day were held to share achievements with parents.

ally, in
e and

At PES, we access information from the Internet; students are learning
keyboarding skills; classroom lessons integrate technology with the grade

level

curriculum; teachers continue to take advantage of additional computer trgining,

and students are using technology to publish work to include Web pages.




School Overall Satisfaction Rating

Goal 8: Parental Partigbation

Students 11 | | ETnoTemeeememsenev A TR
s Our partnership initiatives encompassed many areas: Mentorship Program
Parents School [ PTSO, School Advisory Committee, Educational Developmental Interventi
pistict - [] Services, and School Improvement Leadership Team. These included all hajor
reach DobDS I stakeholders advising our decisions regarding our children’s educational arjd
T .
eachers social programs.
F D Cc B A
Mean Satisfaction Rating Excellent (A) to Unacceptable (F)
Grade 3 Grade 5
1999 Benchmark 3.1 Benchmark 4.2 Benchmark 3.1 Benchmark 4.2
Median . .
Percentiles ReadlLang Soc Stdy Math Science Read Lang Soc Stdy Math Science
for: School] 64.0 58.0 50.0 71.0 80.0 46.3 53.0 47.0 41.7 47.7
District 60.4 61.7 53.0 61.9 58.4 67.0 629 63.6 64.8 67.2
DoDDS| 57.8 60.9 52.0 58.4 57.1 68.5 65.1 65.7 62.7 66.8
Nation 50.0 50.0 50.0 50.0 50.0 50.0 50.0 50.0 50.0 50.0
# Studenty 27 27 27 27 27 27 27 27 27 27
% 5 23 17 62 12 82 m 38 38 30
percentor | 1% 222 150 ol i saw unz Ia .
33
Students JI I
in Each £ ¢ 5 5§ £ ¢%§ E £ £5 5 £ %% %
Quarter R N 2R E <« zF B £ < E R ZE 4 = B 5 4
oo | B4 2 w2 a%a | 18 wd_ oa¥, wP a3 5
7"y 8 11 1 -4 L - 174
51-75 18 7 18
26-50 Gap Between Group and 1994 DoDDS Median Gap Between Group and 1994 DoDDS Median
1.25 97 98 99 97 98 99 97 98 99 1998 D 1999 - 97 98 99 97 98 99 97 98 99 1998 : 1999 -
Grade 6
SAT Results
1999 Benchmark 3.1 Benchmark 4.2 School  District  DoDDS  Nation
'\P/lees:lgrr:tiles ReadLang Soc Stdy Math Science % Participating = 98 | NA 64% | 62% | 43%
929 NA 56% 63% 43%
for: Schoolf 735 73.0  71.0 74.0 76.0 Math Avg Score. 98 | NA 498 505 | 512
District 68.1 72.0 63.5 66.8 71.7 99 NA 492 501 511
DoDDS| 65.3 69.2 634 65.4 68.6 Verbal Ava S 98 NA 519 511 505
Nation | 50.0 500 50.0 50.0 50.0 erhal Avg Scorq e AR s
# Studenty 30 30 30 30 30
Notes
wBn P 74 81 80 77 . . B : "
nBH 28333 3 83 Customer Satisfaction Survey:The Overall Satisfaction Ratings above are
Percent of onI_y a part of th_e full report a_vailable _for each s_chool, district, area, and sygtem.
d This report provides indepth information on topics such as technology,
Students . = v = = curriculum, parent involvement/communication, school buses and other topfcs.
in Each £ 8 £ § £ ¥ £ &
arter § % é‘ :% § % :%‘ :% CTBS Test Results: A Percentile score indicates the % of students natiogally
QU o who scored below that score. Quarter(s) are the four percentile ranges: 1-g5th, 26-
7699 T & 20 13 50th, 51-75th, and 76-99th. Gaps are the differences between the group nfedian
51-75 14 16 . percentiles and the 1994 DoDDS baseline medians.
26-50 Gap Between Group and 1994 DoDDS Median
125 97 98 99 97 98 99 97 98 99 18 [ 1000 [
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DoDEA Writing Assessment
Percent at Each Performance Level

Grade |Yr | Number Benchmark Criteria Distinguished Proficient | Apprentice Novice/ Not
Tested 75% => Proficient Undeveloped Scoreable

5 97 27 Met 33% 56% 0% 0% 11%

5 98 20 Met 15% 60% 15% 5% 5%

5 99 19 Met 10% 74% 16% 0% 0%




