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PLANS INCLUDED IN THIS CDEP

District Name:_Roxbury Central School
BEDS Code: 121502040000

List of Plans Included in This Comprehensive District Education Plan

These plans are included in this CDEP:

Technology

Professional Development (PDP)

Shared Decision Making (100.11)

Academic Intervention Services

Annual Professional Performance Review (APPR)

Teacher Mentoring Plan

Response to Intervention (RTI)

Teacher Handbook

X | X | X[ X]|X]| X | X

Student Handbook

The district used a facilitator: Yes X  No If yes:

Name : ONC BOCES Title:




SECTION I: BACKGROUND / DEMOGRAPHICS

District Name_Roxbury Central Schoo
BEDS Code: 121502040000

COMPREHENSIVE DISTRICT EDUCATION PLAN COMMITTEE

Name

Title

Constituencies Represented
(If More Than One Applies, Please Indicate)

Thomas O’Brien
Eric Windover
Ed Fersch

Jim Cuttita
William Finch
Tara Poniros

Bonnie Walker

Jo Hinkley

Laurie Andrews

Anne Snyder

Stephanie Lalosh

Superintendent
Principal

Board President
Board Vice President
Board Member

Board Member, Parent

Board Member

CDEP co-liaison/Elementary
& High School Physical
Education/Elementary
Computer Teacher

IST/AIS Coordinator, CDEP
co-liaison

LTA

7-12 English Instructor

Administration
Administration
Board of Ed., community
Board of Ed., community
Board of Ed., community
Board of Ed., community

Board of Ed., community

Elementary & High School Classroom Teacher, Technology
Committee, Crisis Management Team, SACI

K-6 Instructional Support Teacher, RIST, AIS Committee, 504
Committee, SACI, Crisis Management Team

Teaching Assistant

High School, Parent




Greg Muehl
Tammy Alison

Denise Johnston

Maria Johnson

Michael Reidlinger

Remedial/AlS Teacher
Elementary Teacher

7-12 Math Instructor
K —12 Library Media
Specialist

High School Art

District Name:_Roxbury Central School
BEDS Code: 121502040000

Elementary Remedial Teacher, RIST, Crisis Management Team
Grade 2, Parent
High School, Parent

High School Classroom teacher, RIST, Honor Privilege
Committee, SACI




Communications Process for the CDEP Committee:

Monthly Professional Development Afternoons (one Thursday of each month, from 12-3 p.m.)

District website (http://www.roxburycs.org) with e-mail and RCS Forum access to all team members and staff

CDEP bulletin board in faculty room

Monthly CDEP team meetings. Summary notes from each meeting are typed and distributed to team members.

CDEP overview at monthly Board of Education meetings and periodic reports by team members.

Board member, Community Member, & Student Representative attends CDEP meetings.

Monthly collaboration assessment page (CAP) tracks and communicates group and individual professional development progress.

Communication Process To Inform All Constituencies in the Community:

District Website (http://www.roxburycs.org) offers school news and updates to visitors and has a link to a copy of the CDEP
Monthly school newsletter includes information about CDEP activities

Board agenda — overview every month

PK-12 teachers send home bi-weekly newsletters or reports

Articles in local newspapers




District Name: Roxbury Central School
BEDS Code: 121502040000

Mission/Vision Statement:

Our vision is to provide a safe and caring environment in which our students can develop academically, creatively, and socially. Each
member of the school community will demonstrate personal integrity, a commitment to learning, and an appreciation for cultural diversity.

Belief Statements:

1. We will create a tolerant and respectful environment where learners maximize their potential.

2. We will continually assess our needs to provide an accurate direction for the school and the students.

3. All students will become life-long learners who are prepared to contribute as citizens and meet the challenges and needs of our
democratic society.

4. All students who are eligible will pass the Regents exams required by NYSED with an ongoing goal of increasing the level of

mastery.

All students will respect and practice the civic values of justice, honesty, self-discipline, due process, equality and majority rule.

All students will receive experience in the visual and performing arts.

All students need to master effective and responsible communication skills.

All students will receive practical experience to help them understand the connections and relationships between classroom

learning and life outside of the school.

9. All students will participate in various technological experiences.

10. All students will understand healthy living skills and the value of physical and mental fitness.

NGO




District Name_Roxbury Central School
BEDS Code: 121502040000

District Statement/Influencing Factors:

Roxbury Central School, located in Delaware County, among the lovely northern Catskill Mountains, houses 350 students with a
supportive faculty and staff. Encompassing 90 square miles, the district’s families are as diverse as its landscapes. There are local
families who have lived in the area for generations, as well as those who have relocated to the region. Many are drawn to Roxbury for the
area’s scenic beauty, recreation and solitude. This small, closely-knit community creates a sense of interpersonal intimacy that has been
lost in many places in our modern society.

Since 1999, the Comprehensive District Education Planning (CDEP) Team has engaged all staff, serving as the core for peer leadership in
the district. Roxbury uses small classes and an extensive direct and indirect support staff to enhance student learning. In 2003, the
district began to participate as a member of School Alliance for Continuous Improvement (SACI) to develop a collaborative relationship
with like-minded districts.

Roxbury Central School’s special education students comprise 16% of the total population. The challenges of inclusion while not
sacrificing student achievement for the high achieving students is one of RCS’s greatest challenges. The realized desire of identifying
and cultivating a sense of excellence in every member of the RCS community, staff, and student alike is one of the school’s highest
priorities.




District Name_Roxbury Central School
BEDS Code: 121502040000

BASIC SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA

STUDENT RACIAL/ETHNIC ORIGIN

2006 - 2007 2007 - 2008 2008 - 2009
No. of No. of No. of
students % of Enroll students % of Enroll students % of Enroll

American Indian, Alaskan,

Asian, or Pacific Islander 5 1.5 3 1 3 NA
Black (Not Hispanic) 4 1 5 1 3 1
Hispanic 5 1.5 6 2 6 2
White (Not Hispanic) 320 96 330 96 326 97

LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENT STUDENTS (LEP)

2006 - 2007 2007 - 2008 2008 - 2009

No. of Students % of Enroll No. of Students % of Enroll No. of Students % of Enroll




ATTENDANCE, SUSPENSION AND DROPOUT RATES

2006 - 2007 2007 - 2008 2008 - 2009
No. of % of No. of % of No. of % of
Students Enroll. Students Enroll. Students Enroll.
Annual Attendance Rate 95 95 96
Student Suspensions 42 13 8 2 22 6
Student Dropouts 2 NA 1 NA 2 NA
Entered HS Equivalency 1 NA
STUDENT SOCIOECONOMIC AND STABILITY INDICATORS (PERCENT OF ENROLLMENT)
2006 - 2007 2007-2008 2008 - 2009
Free Lunch 29% 32% 23%
Reduced Lunch 6% 10% 16%
Public Assistance 1-10% 1-10% 1-10%
Student Stability 95% 94% 100%
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HIGH SCHOOL COMPLETERS

High School Graduates Earning Regents Diplomas (All Students):

2006 - 2007 2007-2008 2008 - 2009
% % %
Total Regents Regents Total Regents Regents Total Regents Regents
Graduates Diploma Diploma Graduates Diploma Diploma Graduates Diploma | Diploma
25 22 88 17 14 82 17 10 59
Distribution of 2006-2007 Graduates (All Students):
To 4-year To 2-year To Other To
College College Postsecondary To the Military Employment Other
Number 8 11 0 0 6 0
Percent 32% 44% 0% 0% 24% 0%
2006 - 2007 High School Completers with Disabilities
Graduates Regents Diplomas Other Outcomes All 2006 - 2007 Completers
NA NA NA NA

Distribution of 2007-2008 Graduates (All Students):

| | To4-year |

To 2-year | To Other

To |
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College College Postsecondary To the Military Employment Other
Number 3 11 0 0 3 0
Percent 18% 65% 0% 0% 18% 0%
2007-2008 High School Completers with Disabilities
Graduates Regents Diplomas Other Outcomes All 2007 - 2008 Completers
4 3 0 4/4
Distribution of 2008-2009 Graduates (All Students):
To 4-year To 2-year To Other To
College College Postsecondary To the Military Employment Other
Number 7 5 0 2 2 0
Percent 44% 32% 0 12% 12% 0

2008-2009 High School Completers with Disabilities

Graduates

Regents Diplomas

Other Outcomes

All 2008-2009 Completers

2/5
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ASSESSMENT OF STATE STANDARDS

ELA
ELA3 ELAS
TOTAL POPULATION TESTED
# Percentage (Number) of Students # Percentage (Number) of Students
YEAR Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
2005-2006 33 18% 24% 55% 3% 139 -11 29 3% 42% 48% 7% 152 +2
/150 /150
2006 - 2007 40 22% 17% 56% 5% 139/ -16 26 0% 30% 70%" 70% 170/ +20
155 155
2007 - 2008 16 6% 50% 44% 0% 138 -22 31 0% 19% 71% 6% 173 +13
/160 /160
2008-2009 28 7% 39% 54% 0% 46% 42 0% 24% 69% 7% 24%
GENERAL EDUCATION STUDENTS
# Percentage (Number) of Students # Percentage (Number) of Students
YEAR Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
2005-2006 28 14% 22% 60% 4% 150 0 26 ** ** ** il ** **
2006 - 2007 32 6% 22% 66% 6% 166 +11 22 0% 23% 77% 0% 177 +22
2007- 2008 14 7% 43% 50% 0% 143 -17 24 0% 8% 79% 8% 182 +22
2008-2009 25 0% 40% 60% 0% 40% 34 0 15% 76% 9% 15%
STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES
# Percentage (Number) of Students # Percentage (Number) of Students
YEAR Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
2005-2006 5 40% 40% 20% 0% 80 -70 3 *k *x *ok *k *x *k
2006 - 2007 8 75% 0% 25% 0% 50 -105 4 0% 75% 25% 0% 125 -30
2007 - 2008 2 0% 100% 0% 0% 100 -60 7 0% 57% 43% 0% 143 -17
2008-2009 3 66% 34% 0% 0% 100 8 0% 62% 38% 0% 62%
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ELA 4 | ELAS
TOTAL POPULATION TESTED
# Percentage (Number) of Students # Percentage (Number) of Students
YEAR Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
1999-2000 8% 54% 29% 8% 128 -12 22 5% 36% 45% 14% 154 +14
/140 /140
2000-2001 20 5% 35% 55% 5% 155 27 7% 37% 37% 19% 149 +9
/140 +15 /140
2001-2002 26 4% 42% 46% 8% 150 +5 33 6% 30% 30% 33% 156 +11
/145 /145
2002-2003 32 0% 41% 50% 9% 159 +9 30 7% 37% 53% 3% 149 -1
/150 /150
2003-2004 20 0% 45% 45% 10% 155 +5 26 12% 58% 23% 8% 120 -30
/150 /150
2004-2005 30 3% 30% 63% 3% 162 +12 23 17% 26% 35% 22% 140 -10
/150 /150
2005-2006 27 18.5% | 29.6% 51.9% 0.0% 133 -17 24 8% 38% 50% 4% 146 -4
/150 /150
2006 - 2007 31 7% 23% 68% 3% 165 +10 34 0% 46% 51% 3% 154 -1
/155 /155
2007 - 2008 42 12% 26% 60% 2% 150 -10 21 0% 48% 43% 10% 154 -6
/160 /160
2008-2009 17 0% 29% 65% 6% 29% 30 0% 23% 74% 3% 23%
GENERAL EDUCATION STUDENTS
# Percentage (Number) of Students # Percentage (Number) of Students
YEAR Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
1999-2000 17
2000-2001 16 ol ol ol ol xx xx 19 0% 21% 53% 26% 179 +39
2001-2002 21 5% 38% 47% 10% 152 +7 26 0% 19% 39% 42% 181 +36
2002-2003 25 0% 28% 60% 12% 172 +22 25 0% 36% 60% 4% 164 +14
2003-2004 19 ol *x *x *x xx xx 19 5% 53% 31% 11% 137 -13
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2004-2005 27 ol xx *x *x xx xx 18 6% 22% 44% 28% 166 +16
2005-2006 22 14% 27% 59% 0% 145 -5 19 0% 32% 63% 5% 163 +13
2006 - 2007 26 4% 19% 73% 4% 173 +18 26 0% 42% 54% 4% 158 +3
2007 - 2008 34 0% 29% 68% 3% 171 +11 19 0% 47% 42% 11% 153 -7
2008-2009 14 0% 29% 64% 7% 29% 27 0% 22% 74% 4% 22%
STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES
# Percentage (Number) of Students # Percentage (Number) of Students
YEAR Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
1999-2000 5 20% 60% 20% 0% 100 -40
2000-2001 4 il folal fol fol fol *x 8 25% 75% 0% 0% 75 -65
2001-2002 5 0% 60% 40% 0% 140 -5 7 29% 71% 0% 0% 71 -74
2002-2003 7 0% 86% 14% 0% 114 -36 5 40% 40% 20% 0% 80 -70
2003-2004 1 ol *x *x *x *x *x 7 29% 71% 0% 0% 71 -79
2004-2005 3 ol *x *x *x *x *x 5 60% 40% 0% 0% 40 -110
2005-2006 5 40% 40% 20% 0% 80 -70 5 40% 60% 0% 0% 60 -90
2006 — 2007 5 20% 40% 40% 0% 120 -35 8 0% 50% 50% 0% 150 | -5
2007 - 2008 8 63% 13% 25% 0$ 63 -97 2 0% 50% 50% 0% 150 |-10
2008-2009 3 0% 34% 66% 0% 34% 3 0% 34% 66% 0% 34%
ELA6 | | ELA7
TOTAL POPULATION TESTED
# Percentage (Number) of Students # Percentage (Number) of Students
YEAR Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
2005-2006 20 5% 50% 30% 15% 140 -10 33 6% 30% 64% 0% 158 +8
/150 /150
2006 — 2007 35 0% 37% 60% 3% 163/ +8 20 0% 30% 60% 10% 170/ +15
155 155
2007 — 2008 25 0% 20% 76% 4% 180 +20 33 0% 27% 67% 6% 173 +13
/160 /160
2008-2009 26 0% 12% 81% 8% 11% 26 0% 19% 81% 0 19%

GENERAL EDUCATION STUDENTS
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# Percentage (Number) of Students # Percentage (Number) of Students
YEAR Tested Scoring at Levels Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
2005-2006 19 ol xx ol ol 26 0% 23% 77% 0% 177 +22
2006 - 2007 31 0% 32% 65% 3% 168 +13 19 0% 32% 58% 11% 170 +15
2007 - 2008 21 0% 10% 86% 5% 192 +32 29 0% 21% 72% 7% 179 +19
2008-2009 20 0% 5% 85% 10% 5% 21 0% 0% 100% 0% 0%
STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES
# Percentage (Number) of Students # Percentage (Number) of Students
YEAR Tested Scoring at Levels Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
2005-2006 1 ol *x *x *x 7 29% 57% 14% 0% 85 -65
2006 — 2007 4 0% 75% 25% 0% 125 -30 1 0% 0% 100% 0% 200 +45
2007 - 2008 4 0% 75% 25% 0% 125 -35 3 0% 67% 33% 0% 133 -27
2008-2009 6 0% 34% 66% 0% 34% 5 0% 100% 0% 0% 100%
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ASSESSMENT OF VALUE-ADDED DATA
ELA

School
Mean | Mean | Mean | Pred. Effect VS Testin
Student |Score | Pred |Score|School Std Testing Poolg
Test Grade|Year | N | Score | %-ile |Score| %-ile | Effect Err Pool
Avg
English/Language| 4 |2008|39| 654.8 34 |6572| 37 | -1.8 | 3.3 NDD NYS
Arts —
5 2008127 674.3 59 [|6629]| 40
6 200822 662.7 50 |6499| 29
7 200825 671.8 62 |662.7| 48
8 200816 661.2 57 |658.3| 52 1.0
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ASSESSMENT OF STATE STANDARDS
MATH

MATH 3

MATH 5

TOTAL POPULATION TESTED

# Percentage (Number) of Students # Percentage (Number) of Students
YEAR Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
2005-2006 33 6% 33% 58% 3% 154 +4 29 7% 45% 45% 3% 141 -9
/150 /150
2006 - 2007 41 10% 19% 67% 5% 163 +8 26 11% 52% 33% 4% 126 -31
/155 /155
2007 — 2008 16 6% 50% 44% 0% 138 -38 30 0% 23% 77% 0% 177 +17
/160 /160
2008-2009 27 4 7 89 0 11 41 5 27 63 5 32
GENERAL EDUCATION STUDENTS
# Percentage (Number) of Students # Percentage (Number) of Students
YEAR Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
2005-2006 28 4% 35% 57% 4% 157 +7 26 ol ol ol *k ** ol
2006- 2007 32 0% 16% 78% 6% 184 +29 22 9% 55% 32% 5% 129 -26
2007 - 2008 14 7% 50% 43% 0% 186 +26 24 0% 13% 88% 0% 189 +29
2008-2009 24 0 4 96 0 4 32 0 28 66 6 28
STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES
# Percentage (Number) of Students # Percentage (Number) of Students
YEAR Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
2005-2006 5 20% 20% 60% 0% 140 -10 3 x* ** x* *x
2006 — 2007 9 33% 33% 33% 0% 99 -56 4 25% 50% 25% 0% 100 -55
2007 - 2008 2 0% 50% 50% 0% 150 -10 6 0% 67% 33% 0% 133 -27
2008-2009 3 33 33 33 0 66 9 23 23 56 0 46%
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MATH 4

MATH 8

TOTAL POPULATION TESTED

# Percentage (Number) of Students # Percentage (Number) of Students
YEAR Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
1999-2000 24 0% 13% 67% 21% 189 +49 23 4% 57% 35% 4% 135 -5
/140 /140
2000-2001 19 0% 5% 63% 32% 195 +55 27 15% 37% 41% 7% 133 -7
/140 /140
2001-2002 25 0% 60% 40% 0% 140 -5 33 9% 21% 67% 3% 161 +16
/145 /145
2002-2003 31 0% 16% 74% 10% 184 +34 30 10% 47% 43% 0% 133 -17
/150 /150
2003-2004 20 0% 20% 70% 10% 180 +30 25 16% 32% 44% 8% 136 -14
/150 /150
2004-2005 30 0% 23% 63% 13% 175 +25 24 4% 42% 54% 0% 150 0
/150 /150
2005-2006 26 4% 42% 46% 8% 150 0 24 29.2% 62.5% 8.3% 0.0% 79 -71
/150 /150
2006 — 2007 31 0% 32% 68% 0% 168 +13 34 3% 26% 69% 11% 168 +13
/155 /155
2007 - 2008 42 2% 21% 64% 7% 164 +4 21 0% 14% 67% 19% 186 +26
/160 /160
2008-2009 17 0 24 59 18 24% 30 0 3 70 27 3%
GENERAL EDUCATION STUDENTS
# Percentage (Number) of Students # Percentage (Number) of Students
YEAR Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
1999-2000 19 17
2000-2001 15 ol ol *x *x *x *x 19 0% 32% 57% 11% 168 +28
2001-2002 20 0% 60% 40% 0% 140 -5 26 4% 11% 81% 4% 181 +36
2002-2003 24 0% 13% 75% 13% 189 +39 25 4% 44% 52% 0% 148 -2
2003-2004 19 ol *x *x il *x il 17 0% 29% 59% 12% 171 +21
2004-2005 27 ol xx ol ol *x ol 18 0% 33% 67% 0% 167 +17
2005-2006 21 0% 38% 52% 10% 162 +12
2006- 2007 26 0% 27% 73% 0% 172 +18 26 0% 15% 69% 15% 183 +28
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2007 - 2008 34 0% 15% 74% 9% 181 +21 19 0% 11% 74% 16% 191 +31
2008-2009 14 0 29 50 21 29% 27 0 3 67 30 3%
STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES
# Percentage (Number) of Students # Percentage (Number) of Students
YEAR Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
1999-2000 5 0% 20% 80% 0% 180 +40 5 20% 80% 0% 0% 80 -60
2000-2001 4 ol ol *x ol *x ** 8 50% 50% 0% 0% 50 -110
2001-2002 5 0% 60% 40% 0% 140 -5 7 29% 57% 14% 0% 85 -60
2002-2003 7 0% 29% 71% 0% 171 +21 5 40% 60% 0% 0% 60 -90
2003-2004 1 ol *x il *x il *x 8 50% 37% 13% 0% 63 -87
2004-2005 3 ol ** ** ** ol *x 6 17% 66% 17% 0% 100 -50
2005-2006 5 20% 60% 20% 0% 100 -50
2006 — 2007 5 0% 60% 40% 0% 140 -15 8 0% 63% 38% 0% 139 -16
2007 - 2008 8 13% 50% 25% 0% 100 -60 2 0% 50% 0% 50% 150 -10
2008-2009 3 0 0 100 0 0% 3 0 0 100 0 0%
MATH 6 | ] MATH 7
TOTAL POPULATION TESTED
# Percentage (Number) of Students # Percentage (Number) of Students
YEAR Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
2005-2006 20 10% 55% 35% 0% 86 -64 33 21% 46% 33% 0% 112 -38
/150 /150
2006 — 2007 35 6% 26% 63% 6% 164 +9 20 5% 45% 45% 5% 145 -10
/155 /155
2007 - 2008 25 4% 28% 60% 8% 164 +4 33 0% 12% 58% 30% 188 +28
/160 /160
2008-2009 25 0 32 68 0 32 26 0 8 77 15 8%
GENERAL EDUCATION STUDENTS
# Percentage (Number) of Students # Percentage (Number) of Students
YEAR Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
2005-2006 19 ol *x *x *x *x **x 25 16% 44% 40% 0% 124 -26
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2006 — 2007 30 3% 23% 67% 7% 171 +16 19 5% 47% 42% 5% 141 -14
2007 - 2008 21 0% 19% 71% 10% 171 +11 29 0% 10% 55% 34% 188 +28
2008-2009 20 0 65 35 0 65 22 0 9 82 9 9%
STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES
# Percentage (Number) of Students # Percentage (Number) of Students
YEAR Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap Tested Scoring at Levels Pl Gap
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4

2005-2006 1 ol *x *x *x *x *x 8 37% 50% 13% 0% 76 -74

2006 — 2007 5 20% 40% 40% 0% 120 -35 1 0% 0% 100% 0% 200 +45
2007 - 2008 4 25% 75% 0% 0% 75 -85 3 0% 0% 100% 0% 200 +40
2008-2009 5 0 80 20 0 80% 4 0 0 50 50 0%

ASSESSMENT OF VALUE-ADDED DATA
MATH

School
Mean |Mean | Mean | Pred. Effect VS Testin
Student |Score| Pred | Score |School Std Testing Poolg
Test | Grade | Year N Score | %-ile | Score | %-ile | Effect Err Pool
Avg
Math 4 2008 38 6676 | 35 | 6704 | 38 -24 | 34 | NDD NYS
S 2008 28 661.1 30 662.5 32 -1.1 3.2 NDD NYS
6 2008 23 654.6 25 |6552 | 26 -04 | 35 NDD NYS
7 2008 26 678.1 53 | 672.4 45 4.5 3.5 NDD NYS
8 2008 16 673.1 58 658.8 40 10.1 | 3.9 | A | NYS
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SECTION II: INITIAL DATA ANALYSIS -- GAPS

District Name:_Roxbury Central School

BEDS Code: __ 121502040000

Prioritize gaps and provide a rationale for prioritization

Priority Gaps

Rationale

Math K-6

Gaps exist in student achievement as verified
through results of NYS Math exams 3 - 6.

ELA K-8

Gaps in the following areas exist in student
achievement as verified through results of NYS
ELA exams 3 -8.

Although trend data demonstrates that student
achievement is improving, students in grades 3 — 6 are
performing below district -identified standard.

Although trend data demonstrates that student
achievement is improving, students in grades 3 — 8 are
performing below district -identified standard.
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District Name: Roxbury Central School
BEDS Code: 121502040000

Key Indicators of Student Success:

List and describe the district-identified key indicators of student success.
Key Indicator of Student Success: A student focused measurable outcome which the district has the ability, desire, or need to
influence and for which it is willing, or required, to be held accountable.

el A

S.
6.
7
8

9.
10. Increased number of students scoring within grade appropriate range on Response to Intervention diagnostic tools.
11. Increased number of students graduating with NYS Advanced Regents Diplomas.

12. Evidence of positive effect as per Value-Added Data.

Increased number of students graduating at the New York State standard level.

Increased number of students meeting the National Honor Society Membership criteria.

Increased number of students qualifying for the Celebrating Excellence program.

Increased student participation in: NYS Student Athlete Scholars, Drama Performances, Jr./Sr. High School Science
Olympiad, Athletics, and Elementary & High School adjudications -NYSSMA.

Increased number of students qualifying for graduation scholarships — Academic, Athletic, Citizenship, & Leadership.
Increased number of students participating in advanced placement and distance & virtual learning offerings when available.
Decreased number of students requiring Academic Intervention Services (AIS).

Increased number of students attaining mastery on the key benchmarks.

Increased number of students achieving level 3 & 4 on all state assessments.

| CHECKLIST OF DATA USED: Please check the sources you used.
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School Report Card

BEDS Data

The CAR Report

Attendance Rates; students and teachers

Graduation and Drop-Out Rates

Special Populations, LEP, Individuals with Disabilities, Homeless

Teacher/Student Ratios

Number of Uncertified Teachers

Student and Community Ethnic Data

Enrollment

Special Designation Schools, SURR, Title |

Early Literacy Profile

Celebrating Excellence Data

School Lunch Information

Student Activity Data

Error Coding of NYS Assessments

Professional Development Hours & Curricular Areas Addressed

Numbers of Students receiving AIS

Saxon Math Assessments

Literacy by Design Assessments (Benchmarks, Theme Tests, READS Assessments)

COGNOS Database

Value-Added Data

DOMA Assessment

Progress Monitoring Data

Faculty, Staff, & Student Surveys

DX X X X XXX X X X XXX X X XXX XX X XXX

NYS Assessments (3 — 8 Tests & Regents Exams)

SECTION I1l: ROOT CAUSES ANALYSIS
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GAPS

District Name: Roxbury Central School
BEDS Code: 121502040000

Gaps in Relation to Key Indicators Root Causes
Math K-12
Gaps in the following areas exist in student While a K — 6 math curriculum has been implemented,
achievement as verified through results of NYS Math misalignment in pre and post test curricula exists. This
Assessments coupled with time constraints, has contributed to skill

gaps as evidenced in NYS Assessments.
Grade 3 — 11% below proficiency

Grade 4 — 23% below proficiency Inconsistency in delivery of AIS in primary grades.
Grade 5 — 32% below proficiency
Grade 6 — 32% below proficiency Weakness in written constructed response.
Grade 7 — 8% below proficiency
Grade 8 — 3% below proficiency Lack of item analysis fails to provide adequate data for significant
improvement.
ELA K-12
While a K — 6 literacy curriculum has been implemented it has
Gaps in the following areas exist in student been determined that it fails to provide adequate time for the
achievement as verified through results of NYS ELA writing process.
Assessments
Lack of item analysis fails to provide adequate data for significant
Grade 3 — 46% below proficiency improvement.
Grade 4 — 29% below proficiency
Grade 5 — 24% below proficiency A weakness in early identification of appropriate interventions to
Grade 6 — 11% below proficiency meet student’s individual needs.

Grade 7 — 19% below proficiency
Grade 8 — 27% below proficiency
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SECTION IV: IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

DISTRICT GOALS

District Name:_Roxbury Central School

BEDS Code:

121502040000

English Language Arts - * Priority Area of focus for 2009 — 2010*

Gap:

Gaps in the following areas exist in student achievement as verified through results of NYS ELA Assessments Grades 3

- 8:

Grade 3 — 46% below proficiency; Grade 4 — 29% below proficiency; Grade 5 — 24% below proficiency; Grade 6 — 11%
below proficiency; Grade 7 — 19% below proficiency; Grade 8 — 27% below proficiency.

Overall Goal:

Within a year, grades scoring 50% — 75% proficiency on NYS ELA exams will increase their scores by 10%. Grades scoring at 76% -
90% proficiency will increase their scores by 5%. Grades scoring above 90% proficiency will demonstrate continued improvement.

Time-

What How Who I Support Responsibility
ine —— Folded
i bl Plans
Targets Strategies PITECEEIEITEL Target Dates | Sources To Be | Who Does It
Development | Population Used
Monthly PDP
Vertically & Contlnuo_us feflectlon, Professional PK-12 General PK _ 12 LAP
. . communication, & Development Faculty Funds, RTI
Horizontally Align . ) 6/10 . faculty &
. curriculum mapping PK - | Days & enabling
ELA Curriculum - Consultants
12 Periodic In- students grants

service days
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Monthly

. PK-12
Development and _ Professional PK -12 General faculty, PDP
. . Research, data collection, | Development Faculty Funds, AT LAP
implementation of . . Administrati
& collaboration Days & enabling RTI
common assessments - on &
Periodic In- students grants
) Consultants
service days
Monthl
Profess?/onal PK-6 General el
Further develop and Melding of NYS Development Facult PK - 6 Funds, PK -6 LAP
implement PK — 6 standards, LBD, Lesson P y CDEP, faculty & RTI
S Days & 6/10 .
ELA baseline binders | Plans, & Resources L enabling Consultants
Periodic In- students grants

service days
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MATH
Gap:

Gaps in the following areas exist in student achievement as verified through results of NYS Math Assessments in Grades

3-8:

Grade 3 — 11% below proficiency; Grade 4 — 23% below proficiency; Grade 5 — 32% below proficiency; Grade 6 — 32%

below proficiency; Grade 7 — 8% below proficiency; Grade 8 — 3% below proficiency

Overall Goal:

Within a year, grades scoring 50% — 75% proficiency on NYS ELA exams will increase their scores by 10%. Grades scoring at 76% -
90% proficiency will increase their scores by 5%. Grades scoring above 90% proficiency will demonstrate continued improvement.

What How Who Tl_me Support Responsibility
line i Folded
i i i Unding Plans
Target Strategies/ Ma]or Tasks Professional Targe.t Dates Sources To Be | Who Does It
Activities Development Population Used
th
_ Oﬂ?serve & evaluate 7 & l\/IonthI_y 7t g gth 7 & 8 math PDP
Sustained student 8" grade math Professional General RTI
| . - . grade faculty,
success with adoption | achievement as evidenced | Development Funds, A
. math 6/10 . Administrati
of new math text in by anecdotal records, NYS | Days enabling
S faculty & on &
grades 7 & 8 assessments, report cards, | Periodic In- grants
students Consultants

teacher evaluation...

service days
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PK-12

Monthl math
Incorporate a variety of y teachers,
AL . Professional General .. LAP
Improve student writing into mathematic Math Principal,
. ) . . . Development Funds, . AIS
achievement in instruction, assignments, teachers | 6/10 Remedial
Days & Monthly BOCES RTI
constructed response | and assessments as PK-12 math
: Grade Level COSER
determined by NYS Meetings teacher,
curriculum g BOCES
Consultant
Monthl K =6 math
Identify & remediate Profess?/onal General teachers,
students in need of Implement DOMA as a Development Math Funds Principal, LAP
mathematical screening tool for AIS & P teachers | 6/10 ! Remedial AlS
. . Days & Monthly BOCES RTI
intervention grades K | RTI K-6 math
Grade Level COSER TECH
-6 Meetings teacher,
g RTI/RIST
Monthly K -6 math
, : Professional General tea_tchgrs, LAP
Provide students with Math Principal,
o . Development Funds, . AIS
appropriate intervention to teachers | 6/10 Remedial
. . Days & Monthly BOCES RTI
improve math skill gaps K-6 math
Grade Level COSER TECH
Meetings teacher,
g RTIRIST
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DISTRICT INITIATIVES

GOAL:
To align District environment and core subjects with 21% century skills.

Days

Faculty
Meetings, .
!Evaluatg usage, Refocus, evaluate, Monthly Faculty, General Administrati
integration, & support o . " Funds on,
prioritize, & articulate Professional Staff, & | 6/10 :
of technology technology goals Development Students Enabling Technology
throughout the district w9 Days P Grants Committee
Student centered Facul_ty
schedule that will . Meetings, General S
. Evaluate, monitor, & Monthly Faculty, Administrati
maximize student : Funds
) collect feedback from Professional Staff, & | 6/10 i on, Faculty
achievement and . Enabling
RCS community Development Students & Staff
enable teachers to Grants
. Days
work more effectively
Faculty
Meetings, General Administrati
Initiate grade seven stud Monthly Faculty, Funds on, CDEP
Student Organization . g Y| Professional Staff, & | 9/09 i ’ '
skills program Enabling Grade 7
Development Students .
Grants instructor
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Faculty

Implement and assess new Meetings, General
P Monthly Faculty, Administrati
student planner, : Funds
L . Professional Staff, & | 11/09 : on, Faculty
organizational strategies, Enabling
Development Students & Staff
& procedures D Grants
ays
Principal’s K-6 Administrati
Monthly grade level | Develop protocol, monitor Aca derr)n Faculty 6/10 General on,K-6
data meetings and evaluate effectiveness Con ferer):ées & Funds Faculty &
Students Staff
;?Sgi?\séde)?géggfg of Create opportunities via Professional 9-12 Euerr]]ggal Guidance,
L g scheduling, distance Development Faculty ! Administrati
the minimum learni q 9/10 BOCES
raduation earning, and course Days & COSER on,9-12
gradt offerings. Conferences Students Faculty
requirements. Grants
Create professional . PK-12
Review district wide | development opportunities FI\,/: 8?;23/0%' LTA’s & (E;rrlzrl:])tléng Faculty &
character education for character education Development PK-12 6/10 General Staff,
program PK - 12 committee to assess Davs P Faculty Funds Student
current program y Council
Collect & evaluate data to &Zr;{sl s K_6 é(l)?nmi tee
Update Academic determine effectiveness on Monthlg Facult General RIST CDéP AlS
Intervention Services | student achievement in the y Yo 62 '
Plan areas of Math & ELA K - Professional Staff, & Funds Team,
5 Days Students Administrati
Visitation Days on
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Investigate & evaluate the | General AIS
alignment of student need | Meetings 7-12 Committee,
with teacher assignment to | Monthly Faculty, 6/12 General RIST, CDEP | AIS
meet AIS requirements in | Professional Staff, & Funds Team,
grades 7 - 12 Days Students Administrati
on
Monitor & evaluate status
of individual plans: AIS, RCS
Annual Review of RTI, PDP, APPR, TECH, District CDEP Team
plans imbedded Mentoring, Teacher CDEP Team Wide 6/10 General Administrati
within the CDEP Plan | Handbook, Student Meetings Commun Funds on
& School Community | Handbook, Athletic it
Handbook and Safety y
Plan.
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SECTION V: EVALUATING AND REPORTING RESULTS

District Name: Roxbury Central School
BEDS Code: _____ 121502040000

Reporting Results

Data from the NYS assessments, READS, ELP, DOMA, and formative & summative classroom assessments will be shared and
analyzed in staff meetings and monthly data meetings. The information will be analyzed to evaluate the effectiveness of instructional
strategies being implemented, to compare with other measures of student performance, and to critically examine the effectiveness of
both the assessments and instruction in place as tools for increasing student learning and achievement.

Student achievement data will be shared with students, parents, the BOE, and the community through dissemination of the school
report card, and newsletter reports containing data related to student achievement. The Roxbury Central School website at
roxburycs.org contains information on school achievements and provides a link to the New York State Education website with access
to our school report card. The website also provides access to this CDEP plan which includes information concerning the PDP, APPR,
Technology, AlS, and Mentoring plans. Information nights for particular audiences, such as Kindergarten Orientation, Special
Education Parent Meetings, PTSA programs, and Academic Awards programs will include information related to student achievement
data.

The parents of students identified as in need of AIS will be notified in writing by the RCS principal. The notification will include a
summary of the services to be provided, the reason for services and consequences for not achieving expected performance levels.
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. SECTIONVEEVALUATION

District Name:_Roxbury Central School
BEDS Code: 121502040000

AREAS OF SUCCESS

Successes 08 — 09

English Language Arts

Implemented grade 6 literacy program to reflect LBD

Screened all K — 6 students

Progress monitored struggling students to modify intervention

Elementary Teachers created pacing guides as a result of curriculum mapping training.
100% Regents credit on HS Regents

Grade Level Increases Cohort Increases
Grade 3 Grade 4

Up 10% Up 17%
Grade 4 Grade 5

Up 9% Up 14%
Grade 6 Grade 6

Up 9% Up 9%
Grade 8

Up 23%
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Math
A Revised Saxon Math program to reflect pre & post March expectations grades 3 — 6
A Analyzed & revised current math program grades K — 2 to reflect NYS Math performance indicators
A Elementary Teachers created pacing guides as a result of curriculum mapping training.
A 100% proficiency on Integrated Algebra and Geometry exams
Grade Level Increases Cohort Level Increases
Grade 3 up 45% Grade 4 up 32%
Grade 8 up 9% Grade 7 up 24%

Social Studies
e 90% SS credit on HS Global Studies regents
e 90% SS credit on HS American History regents
e 80% proficient on Grade 8 SS Test

Science

83% proficiency on Science 4 NYS exam
97% proficiency on Science 8 exam
100% proficiency on HS Biology exam



Professional Development

A Training in using curriculum mapping.
A LBD Specialist flown in
A Jim Calhoun and LTA workshops

Supplemental Achievements

Pre — K Program
Celebration of Excellence
Glow in the Dark Party, Tubing at Plattekill, Aloha Beach Party
iSafe
Grades K — 8
Parenting Program
7" Grade Mentors
FLOB
Walk the Plank
Recycling Program
Initiated student organization supply list

Drivers Education and Technology
® Participation on a State Panel working cooperatively to address key curricular issues
® The Technology room received a perfect score for maintaining a clean and safe workplace

37



AREAS IN NEED OF CONTINUED IMPROVEMENT

GOALS 08 -09:

SUCCESS INDICATOR:

AREA OF IMPROVEMENT:

Create vertically &
horizontally aligned ELA
curriculum K - 12

Successfully implemented Literacy by Design K - 6

Strengthen writing component of LBD program to
better meet student needs.

Improve student
achievement in math
classes.

Analyzed & revised current math curriculum to
reflect pre & post March expectations for grades 3 -
6

Due to change in NYS administration of testing
dates, further revisions may be needed.

Improve usage &
integration of technology
in the school

Implemented e-School as student management
database.

Public posting of student grades online

Implemented i-Safe curriculum grades K — 8 and
parent program.

Implement 9 — 12 & teacher curriculum

Increase data
management to assess
student achievement

Successful completion of Value-Added training for
district

Utilize Value-Added data to monitor and analyze
school effect on student achievement.

Improve overall student
organizational skills

Created student organizational supply list

Implement consistent use of 7 — 12 student
organizational materials

Improve scheduling

Created a student centered schedule

Implement, evaluate, & monitor new schedule
Evaluate, monitor, & collect feedback from RCS
community anecdotal evidence and student work.
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Effective & efficient use
of faculty & support staff
to improve student

Revised elementary RIST procedures to effectively
evaluate & monitor all student performance

Evaluate new RIST procedures to identify effect
on student achievement

performance
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SECTION VII: ASSURANCES AND CERTIFICATIONS

District Name: Roxbury Central School
BEDS Code: 121502040000

Comprehensive District Education Plan Assurances

The Superintendent certifies that:

A

> > > >

>\

Planning was conducted as a team process.

A school profile was developed using all key data elements available.

Representatives of all funding/planning areas were involved in the plan development.

Building staff, parents and the school community were informed and involved, as appropriate, in the process.

Required school building plans (such as Title I School Improvement and SURR Comprehensive Education Plan) are on file
at the building level and were a major resource in the establishment of priorities.

The Plan meets the requirements of State and federal laws and/or regulations that apply to the programs covered by this
Plan

A Board resolution is on file.

Signature (Superintendent of Schools)

Date
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