SMART 2006 Team Reports

	Team Members:

Renee Hendrickson & Stephanie Kent



	Team Name:

Volney Professional Learning Community




	For each team member,

Place an X in the boxes that apply. 
	Academic Year
	Summer Institute

	
	
	3
	2

	Team Location and Focus 

Volney School:

· Creating a professional learning community that fosters research based methods to improve student learning and achievement for every student.


	Data analyzed on teacher learning and results (e.g. Faculty surveys, teachers reflective journals)

In the past several years Volney has participated in a number of study groups that have focused on best teaching practices for literacy instruction. For the 2006-2007 school year, we had planned on implementing study groups, not only in the area of literacy, but also in other content areas.  Due to district issues beyond our control, a year-long literacy study group was mandated throughout our entire district.  Therefore, we were unable to implement our planned study groups.  However, the study group that took place during the year assisted teachers in improving their instructional practices, and overall, benefited student learning.  The data analyzed came from a 9-question teacher survey upon completion of the yearlong study group.  We received fifteen surveys back. The following are the questions with the results:

Questions & Data:

1) What materials have you used this year to address the area of literacy within your classroom?

· 73% used leveled readers

· 26% used The Sonday System

· 26% used Reading A to Z

· 33% used the Scott Foresman Reading Series

· 46% used materials from Fountas & Pinnell and Strategies That Work Techniques.

· 13% used diagnostic tests

2) What other materials would help to enhance your literacy instruction?

· 60% wanted more leveled readers that were content focused

· 33% wanted to more center materials

· 6.7% wanted fluency activities, and higher level thinking strategies

3) Please share some of the pros and/or cons of the 90-minute literacy block.

· 66% said a Pro was the uninterrupted time

· 66% said a Con was the pull outs during core instruction time (Science, Social Studies & Math)

4) How could the administration of literacy assessment be further supported within your classroom?

· 33% want release time to administer the DIBELS

· 26% had no 

· 13% want results sooner

· 6.7% want more training; have DRA be optional and STAR testing every quarter.

5) How have you used literacy assessment data to drive instruction?

· 73% used data to group their students for guided reading.

· 46% used the data to drive their instructional focus.

6) Literacy professional development has been a focus this year.  Please share the programs that you participated in and whether or not you would like to see them offered again in the future.

· 20% said they would like Applebaum to return.

· 66% said they would like to participate in study groups of their choice.

· 14% said they would like more assessment training.

7) The 2007-2008 professional development will continue to focus on literacy instruction.  What in-service and/or study group would you like to see the district offer?

· 13% would like Applebaum

· 53% would like a content area study group

· 13% would like training in the Sonday System

8) As an educator in the Fulton City School District, what is the one thing you would like to see us do as a district to make our K-6 program stronger?

· 40% said they want consistency among the four elementary buildings.

· 6.7% want to continue to focus on early interventions.

· 20% said to slow down the change process and think before we act.

9) How would you like to see district grade level meetings structured for the 2007-2008 school year?

· 13% would like more AIS training

· 40% continue with same structure

· 40% would like more opportunities to share ideas among colleagues



	Data analyzed on student learning and results: (e.g. annual literacy assessments/NYS report card disaggregated data for 4th grade ELA, analysis of rubric scores on students writing samples each quarter for students in v.s. not in the program):

New York State Test results for ELA (Grades 4-6), showed an increase in the number of students meeting the state standards by receiving a three or four on the exam. DIBELS scores for students in first and second grade for the 2006-2007 school year also steadily increased.  In examining the DRA scores from a first, second, fifth, and sixth grade classroom, the majority of the students in each class increased their instructional reading level by at least a year over the 2006-2007 school year.  

ELA       2006                      2007

         (In Grade 4)          (In Grade 5)

              68%                        78%

ELA       2006                      2007

         (In Grade 5)          (In Grade 6)

              77%                        78%

First Grade DIBELS

                  Fall                       Spring

PSF            90%                       95%

NWF          47%                       85%

ORF           42%                       80% 

Second Grade DIBELS

                   Fall                      Spring

ORF           33%                       77%

DRA First 

· 28% showed a ½ year growth

· 14% showed one year’s growth

· 52% showed 1 ½ year’s growth

· 6% showed 2 year’s growth 

DRA Second

· 31% showed a ½ year growth

· 25% showed 1 year’s growth

· 31% showed 1 ½ year’s growth

· 6% showed 2 year’s growth

· 6% showed no growth

DRA Fifth

· 5.5% showed a half year increase

· 39% showed a year increase

· 17% showed one and a half years increase

· 33% showed 2 year’s growth

· 5.5% showed 2 ½ year’s growth 

DRA  Sixth

· 10% showed ½ year’s growth

· 11% showed one year’s growth

· 32% showed 1 ½ year’s growth

· 26% showed 2 year’s growth

· 5% showed 2 ½ year’s growth

· 16% showed 3 year’s growth 



