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Student Enrollment - 168

{School Characteristicg

Professional Staffing
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—{ Principal's Highlights  }™

Richard E. Byrd School is a Pre-
Kindergarten through sixth grade elementary
school of about 200 students. It is located in
Negishi Housing Area near the center of
Yokohama City, 30 miles southwest of Tokyo.
Negishi is a small housing area attached to
“Commander, Fleet Activities Yokosuka
(CFAY)", alarge U.S. Navy Base about a ong
hour drive southwest of Yokohama. Most of
our students live on base and walk to school.

Byrd School enjoys active parent and
volunteer involvement in school programs as
well as in the School Improvement Process.
We patrticipate in an “adopt-a-school” program
with a local Navy command unit and have an
extremely active and supportive Parent Teach
Organization (PTO). In addition to popular
Parent Teacher Organizatioposisored family
involvement programs such as “family reading
night” and “math night,” and the community
camp out, parents and other volunteers are
involved with children at school in the

classrooms, extra-curricular activities and oth]r
d

teacher and program support roles. Faculty a
PTO efforts result in creating a true communit
school atmosphere.

DoDEA Strategic Plan: School Improvement Implementation

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

Basic skills assessment instruments were administered both in pretest an
posttest classroom settings for all grade level, pre-Kindergarten through §

grade. Increased cultural awareness was enhanced by the incorporation ¢f
weekly assemblies highlighting the contributions of different world cultureq.

)
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Goal 4: Math And Science Achievement

Utilizing the Terra Nova data for Math and Science, the School Improvemgnt
Committee selected the use of daily computational practice to increase mhth

computation skills and scores. All staff members emphasize some form of
computational practice into daily mathematics instruction.

Goal 10: Onanizational Develpment

Essential aspects of this goal were incorporated into the School Home
Partnership Model and implementation plan. A community needs survey

reflected that the school was doing a good job of expanding communicatign

channels within the community through various written and technological
avenues.

The primary emphasis was placed on increasing the professional technol
knowledge of all staff members by providing inservice opportunities in the
of computers as an everyday occurrence. An all school Technology Day &

gy
use

s well

as open Information Center policy contributed to development of essentia] skills.




School Overall Satisfaction Rating Goal 8: Parental Partigbation
Students [— Benchmark 8.1: Imlement/Evaluate Multi-Tiered School-Home Partnesshi. .
W’ School Home partnership activities expanded through the increase awarengss of
parents | 1 Sehool [ the 5-tier School Home Partnership Model on the community and school leyel.
H Distict [ Community survey construction was established. Emphasis on base-line
reschors | . DobDS I community knowledge and involvement within the school was stressed.
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Grade 6 SAT Results
1999 Benchmark 3.1 Benchmark 4.2 School  District  DoDDS  Nation
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d This report provides indepth information on topics such as technology,
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DSN Phone: 242-4815
Fax Number: 81-45-661-4870
Commercial Phone:
81-45-661-4815

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 11 Met 46% 36% 0% 18% 0%

5 98 20 Met 40% 60% 0% 0% 0%

5 99 18 Met 28% 72% 0% 0% 0%




