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—{ Principal's Highlights  }™

The School-Home-Community Partnershig
continues to be a strength of our school and
community. Major benefits of community
support were realized by AM/HS after being
“adopted” by 1/1 Aviation Battalion. This was
our second year of hosting a very well attendg
and successful “Parents’ Day.” Parents and
members of the community represented over
thirty careers during “Career Day”

=

This year the Advancement Via Individual
Determination (AVID) program grew to
include students in the seventh grade. Systen}
wide standardized assessment scores continy
to rise for all students in the AVID program.

D

Many students have benefited from the aftgr-
school tutorial and study program when the
media center was kept open after school threq
days a week for two hours. Students
participating in this program were able to take
the Activity Bus home.

The School Advisory Committee was
proactive and effective in resolving school
issues. Representatives of the student counci
were successful in getting resolution to severs
student issues.

DoDEA Strategic Plan: School Improvement Implementation

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

The 8th grade DoDEA writing assessment scores exceeded the DoDDS
expectancy level of 75% of students at or above the proficiency level. In

grade there has been a 15.9% increase in the number of students receivifg

proficient or distinguished ratings.

10th

Goal 4: Math And Science Achievement

between racial groups has not improved. Local assessments show math
achievement gains in grades 7, 8 and 9, but little change in grades 10, 1

Although standardized test results show overall gains, the achievement ng

L and 12.

Goal 10: Onganizational Develpment

The number and frequency of progress reports sent home has increased |
grade levels. An electronic message board was erected in the front of the
to keep parents informed of school information and events.

At all
school

Graduate level computer technology courses were offered first and secon
semesters. Five teachers successfully completed the course. Students of
involved developed extensive PowerPoint presentations related to their cl

g
teachers
ASS.




School Overall Satisfaction Rating
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Goal 8: Parental Partigbation

Annual “Parent Day” is supported by the community by releasing parents td
attend. Many more parents were involved in in-school and out-of-school

activities. Besides a monthly Parent Newsletter, a Parent Bulletin was used
keep parents informed of school events and activities.
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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

8 97 37 Not Met 5% 46% 35% 14% 0%
te] 98 72 Met 22% 56% 17% 4% 1%
8 99 43 Not Met 35% 37% 26% 2% 0%
10 97 29 Not Met 21% 38% 31% 10% 0%
10 98 22 Not Met 41% 27% 18% 9% 4%
10 99 33 Not Met 21% 52% 18% 9% 0%




