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 The PEAK School, Inc. - Entity ID 79866 
School: The PEAK School 


 
Renewal Executive Summary 


I. Performance Summary 
 


Area Acceptable Not Acceptable 


Academic Framework ☐ ☒ 


Financial Framework ☒ ☐ 


Operational Framework ☒ ☐ 


 


During the five-year interval review of the charter, The PEAK School, Inc. was required to submit a 
Performance Management Plan as an intervention because The PEAK School, Inc. operated by the 
Charter Holder did not meet the academic expectations set forth by the Board. At the time The PEAK 
School, Inc. became eligible to apply for renewal, the Charter Holder did not meet the Academic 
Performance Expectations of the Board as set forth in the Performance Framework and was required to 
submit a Demonstration of Sufficient Progress as part of the renewal application package.   


The Charter Holder was able to demonstrate the school is making sufficient progress toward the Board’s 
expectations through the submission of the required information and evidence reviewed during an on-
site visit.  


The Charter Holder meets the Board’s Financial Performance Expectations. 


 
For fiscal year 2015, the Charter Holder meets the Board’s Operational Performance Standard and, to 
date, has no measures rated as “Falls Far Below Standard” for the current fiscal year. 
 


Based on the available information in the current fiscal year, the Charter Holder complies with 
applicable laws, rules, regulations and provisions of the charter contract relating to transparency of 
operations. 


 


II. Profile  


The PEAK School, Inc. operates one school, The PEAK School, serving grades K-8 in Flagstaff. The graph 
below shows the Charter Holder’s actual 100th day average daily membership (ADM) for fiscal years 
2012-2016. At this time, only Estimated 40th day counts are available. Due to technical issues PEAK has 
been paid on Charter Estimated Counts only this year. ADE has been working with PEAK to aid them in 
accurately submitting their 40th day data. The chart below shows the Estimated Counts for 2016. 
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The academic performance of The PEAK School is represented in the table below. The Academic 
Dashboard for the school can be seen in the portfolio: c. Academic Dashboard. 


School Name Opened Current 
Grades Served 


2012 Overall 
Rating 


2013 Overall 
Rating 


2014 Overall 
Rating 


The PEAK School 08/25/2003 K – 8 58.13 / C 55.94/C 61.56/B 


The website for The PEAK School states that they are a Core Knowledge School, and that they offer a 
specific gifted curriculum.  


The demographic data for The PEAK School from the 2014-2015 school year is represented in the charts 
below.1  


   


 


 


1 Information provided by the Research and Evaluation Division of the ADE.  
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The percentage of students who were eligible for Free and Reduced Lunch, classified as English 
Language Learners, and classified as students with disabilities in the 2013-2014 school year is 
represented in the table below.2  


Category The PEAK School 
Free and Reduced Lunch (FRL) 80% 
English Language Learners (ELLs) 15% 
Special Education 8% 


 
The PEAK School, Inc. has not been brought before the Board for any items or actions in the past 12 
months. 


III. Additional School Choices 


The PEAK School is located in Flagstaff near N. 1st St and E. 4th Ave. The following information identifies 
additional schools within a five mile radius of the school and the academic performance of those 
schools.  


There are 19 schools serving grades K-8 within a five mile radius of The PEAK School. The table below 
provides a breakdown of those schools. Schools are grouped by the FY14 A - F letter grade assigned by 
the ADE. For each letter grade, the table identifies the number of schools assigned that letter grade, the 
number of those schools that are charter schools, the number of the charter schools that are meeting 
the Board’s academic performance standard for FY14, and the number of schools serving a comparable 
percentage of students (± 5%) in the identified subgroups.3 


 


 


The PEAK School, Inc. FRL 80% ELL 15% SPED 8% 
Letter 
Grade 


Within  
5 miles 


Charter 
Schools 


Meets Board’s 
Standard 


Comparable 
FRL (± 5%) 


Comparable 
ELL (± 5%) 


Comparable 
SPED (± 5%) 


A 6 5 5 0 0 3 
B 6 2 1 0 0 3 
C 7 1 0 0 3 3 


 
IV.  Success of the Academic Program 
 
For the past three years The PEAK School has not met the Board’s academic performance standards. The 
Overall Rating points decreased by 2.19 points from 58.13 in FY12 to 55.94 in FY13. In FY14 the Overall 
Rating points increased by 5.62 points to 61.56. The PEAK School was evaluated as “Does Not Meet” for 
all three fiscal years. The school also improved its A-F letter grade from C in FY12 and FY13 to B in FY14.  
 


2 Information provided by the Research and Evaluation Division of the ADE. If the percentage of students in a non-ethnicity-
based demographic group is not reported to ADE, or is 0% or 100%, the percentage for that demographic group is redacted. 
 
3 Information provided by the Research and Evaluation Division of the ADE. If the percentage of students in a non-ethnicity-
based demographic group is not reported to ADE, or is 0% or 100%, the percentage for that demographic group is redacted. 
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The following is a timeline of activities that have occurred related to the academic performance of The 
PEAK School, Inc.: 


January 17, 2012: The PEAK School, Inc. was notified that the Charter Holder was required to submit a 
Performance Management Plan on January 17, 2012 for the five-year interval review because The PEAK 
School, a school operated by the Charter Holder, did not meet the Academic Expectations set forth by 
the Board.  


June 26, 2012: The PEAK School, Inc. timely submitted a Performance Management Plan (portfolio: g. 
Prior Academic Intervention Submissions and Evaluations – i. Performance Management Plan).  


September 2013: The Board released FY2013 Academic Dashboards; The PEAK School received an 
overall rating of “Does Not Meet” the Board’s academic standards and The PEAK School, Inc. did not 
meet the Board’s Academic Performance Expectations. The Charter Holder was assigned a 
Demonstration of Sufficient Progress (DSP) for The PEAK School as part of an annual reporting 
requirement (portfolio: g. Prior Academic Intervention Submissions and Evaluations – ii. FY13 DSP 
Evaluation). 


September 2014: The Board released FY2014 Academic Dashboards; The PEAK School received an 
overall rating of “Does Not Meet” the Board’s academic standards. Therefore, The PEAK School did not 
meet the Board’s Academic Performance Expectations. The Charter Holder was assigned a DSP as part of 
an annual reporting requirement (portfolio: g. Prior Academic Intervention Submissions and Evaluations 
–iii. FY14 DSP Evaluation and iv. FY14 DSP Submission). 


July 1, 2015: Board staff provided the Charter Holder, through its authorized representatives, Ronald 
Drossman and Paula Drossman, with Renewal Notification Information, which included notification of 
the renewal process, the date on which the Charter Holder would become eligible to apply for renewal 
on July 1, 2015, the deadline date on which the renewal application package would be due to the Board 
October 1, 2015, information on the availability of the Charter Holder’s renewal application as well as 
instruction on how to access the renewal application.   


 


V. Demonstration of Sufficient Progress 


A renewal application package with a Renewal DSP for The PEAK School, Inc. (portfolio: f. Renewal DSP 
Submission) was timely submitted by the Charter Representative on September 29, 2015. The Charter 
Holder was provided a copy of the initial evaluation of the DSP Report prior to the site visit and informed 
that areas initially evaluated as not acceptable must be addressed with additional evidence and 
documentation at the time of the visit.  


Following a preliminary evaluation of the DSP, staff conducted a site visit to meet with the school’s 
leadership, as selected by the school, to confirm evidence of the processes described in the DSP and 
review additional evidence to be considered in the final evaluation of the Charter Holder’s DSP 
submission. The following representatives of The PEAK School, Inc. were present at the site visit: 


Name Role 
Tracy Braatz Director 


Ron Drossman Charter Representative 
Paula Drossman Charter Representative 


At the site visit, Board staff completed a document inventory for all evidence presented by the Charter 
Holder (portfolio: e. Renewal DSP Site Visit Inventory Forms). The Charter Holder was provided a copy of 
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the document inventory at the end of the site visit. Following the site visit, Board staff completed a final 
evaluation of the DSP (portfolio: d. Renewal DSP Final Evaluation). The following is a summary of the 
final DSP Evaluation:  


Evaluation Summary 
Area DSP Evaluation 


Meets Does Not Meet Falls Far Below 
Data ☒ ☐ ☐ 


Curriculum ☒ ☐ ☐ 
Assessment ☒ ☐ ☐ 


Monitoring Instruction ☒ ☐ ☐ 
Professional Development ☒ ☐ ☐ 


After considering information in the DSP Report and evidence provided at the time of the site visit, the 
Charter Holder demonstrated evidence of a sustained improvement plan that includes implementation 
of a comprehensive curriculum system, a comprehensive assessment system, a comprehensive 
instructional monitoring system, and a comprehensive professional development system. Data and 
analysis provided at the site visit demonstrates comparative improvement year-over-year for at least 
the two most recent school years based on data generated from valid and reliable assessment sources.  


Based on the findings summarized above and described below, staff determined that the Charter Holder 
demonstrated sufficient progress towards meeting the Board’s Academic Performance Expectations. 


 


VI. Viability of the Organization 


The Charter Holder meets the Board’s Financial Performance Expectations set forth in the Performance 
Framework adopted by the Board. Therefore, the Charter Holder was not required to submit a Financial 
Performance Response. 


VII. Adherence to the Terms of the Charter 
For fiscal year 2015, the Charter Holder meets the Board’s Operational Performance Standard set forth 
in the Performance Framework adopted by the Board and, to date, has no measures rated as “Falls Far 
Below Standard” for the current fiscal year (portfolio: b. Renewal Summary Review). 


VIII. Board Options 
 
Option 1:  The Board may approve the renewal. Staff recommends the following language for 
consideration: Renewal is based on consideration of academic, fiscal, and contractual compliance of the 
Charter Holder. With that taken into consideration, as well as having considered the statements of the 
representatives of the Charter Holder today and the contents of the renewal portfolio which includes 
the academic performance, the fiscal compliance, and legal and contractual compliance of the Charter 
Holder provided to the Board for consideration of this request for charter renewal, I move to approve 
the request for charter renewal and grant a renewal contract to The PEAK School, Inc.  
 
Option 2:  The Board may deny the renewal. The following language is provided for consideration: Based 
upon a review of the information provided by the representatives of the Charter Holder and the 
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contents of the application package which includes the academic performance, the fiscal compliance, 
and legal and contractual compliance of the Charter Holder over the charter term, I move to deny the 
request for charter renewal and to not grant a renewal contract for The PEAK School, Inc. Specifically, 
the Charter Holder, during the term of the contract failed to meet the obligations of the contract or 
failed to comply with state law when it: (Board member must specify reasons the Board found during its 
consideration.) 
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ARIZONA  STATE  BOARD  FOR  CHARTER  SCHOOLS
Renewal Summary Review


Five-Year Interval Report Back to reports list


Interval Report Details


Report Date: 11/30/2015 Report Type: Renewal


Charter Contract Information


Charter Corporate Name: PEAK School, Inc., The
Charter CTDS: 03-87-02-000 Charter Entity ID: 79866


Charter Status: Open Contract Effective Date: 01/02/2002


Number of Schools: 1 Contractual Days:


Charter Grade Configuration: K-8 The PEAK School: 180


FY Charter Opened: — Contract Expiration Date: 01/01/2017


Charter Granted: 09/11/2001 Charter Signed: 01/02/2002


Corp. Type Non Profit Charter Enrollment Cap 205


Charter Contact Information


Mailing Address: 2016 North 1st Street
Suite A & B
Flagstaff, AZ 86004


Website:
—


Phone: 928-779-0771 Fax: 928-779-0774


Mission Statement: To provide children the opportunity to receive an accelerated, individualized education
designed to capitalize on each child's unique gift, through the use of enriched curricula, a
supportive, nurturing environment, and innovative systems for learning management.


Charter Representatives: Name: Email: FCC Expiration Date:


1.) Mr. Ronald Drossman rdrossman@peakschool.org —


2.) Ms. Paula Drossman pdrossman@peakschool.org —


Academic Performance - The PEAK School


School Name: The PEAK School School CTDS: 03-87-02-101


School Entity ID: 79884 Charter Entity ID: 79866


Hide Section


Hide Section


Hide Section


Hide Section



http://online.asbcs.az.gov/reports

http://online.asbcs.az.gov/reports





Five-Year Interval Report


file:///C|/Users/csespost/Desktop/Five-Year Interval Report.html[11/30/2015 12:28:44 PM]


School Status: Open School Open Date: 08/25/2003


Physical Address: 2016 North First Street
Suite A & B
Flagstaff, AZ 86004


Website:
—


Phone: 928-779-0771 Fax: 928-779-0774


Grade Levels Served: K-3 FY 2014 100th Day ADM: 124.325


Academic Performance Per Fiscal Year


The PEAK School


2012
Traditional


Elementary School (K-8)


2013
Traditional


Elementary School (K to 8)


2014
Traditional


Elementary School (K to 8)


1. Growth Measure Points
Assigned Weight Measure Points


Assigned Weight Measure Points
Assigned Weight


1a. SGP
Math 54 75 12.5 51 75 12.5 60 75 12.5
Reading 43 50 12.5 48 50 12.5 49.5 50 12.5


1b. SGP Bottom 25%
Math 67 100 12.5 67 100 12.5 78 100 12.5
Reading 38 50 12.5 50.5 75 12.5 40 50 12.5


2. Proficiency Measure Points
Assigned Weight Measure Points


Assigned Weight Measure Points
Assigned Weight


2a. Percent Passing
Math 44 /


64.1 50 7.5 42.5 /
64.6 25 7.5 54.1 /


63.4 50 7.5


Reading 63 /
77.1 50 7.5 65 / 78.1 25 7.5 71.6 /


79.1 50 7.5


2b. Composite School
Comparison


Math -16.5 25 7.5 -17.1 25 7.5 -2 50 7.5
Reading -11.1 50 7.5 -9.3 50 7.5 -2.4 50 7.5


2c. Subgroup ELL
Math 37 /


42.8 50 2.5 17.6 /
40.4 50 3.75 20 / 34 50 3.75


Reading 42 /
53.4 50 2.5 41.2 / 51 50 3.75 33.3 /


47.4 50 3.75


2c. Subgroup FRL
Math 44 /


54.1 50 2.5 42.9 /
55.3 25 3.75 55.4 /


53.2 75 3.75


Reading 63 /
69.4 50 2.5 63.5 / 71 50 3.75 70.8 /


71.4 50 3.75


2c. Subgroup SPED
Math 18 /


24.5 50 2.5 NR 0 0 NR 0 0


Reading 55 /
35.6 75 2.5 NR 0 0 NR 0 0


3. State Accountability Measure Points
Assigned Weight Measure Points


Assigned Weight Measure Points
Assigned Weight


3a. State Accountability C 50 5 C 50 5 B 75 5


Overall Rating Overall Rating Overall Rating Overall Rating


Scoring for Overall Rating
89 or higher: Exceeds Standard
<89, but > or = to 63: Meets Standard
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<63, but > or = to 39: Does Not Meet
Standard
Less than 39: Falls Far Below Standard


58.13 100 55.94 100 61.56 100


Academic Performance - The PEAK School (MC) (Member Campus)


School Name: The PEAK School (MC) School CTDS: 03-87-02-101


School Entity ID: 79884 Charter Entity ID: 79866


School Status: Open School Open Date: 08/25/2003


Physical Address: 2229 E. Spruce
Suite A & B
Flagstaff, AZ 86004


Website:
—


Phone: 9287790771 Fax: 928-779-0774


Grade Levels Served: 4-5,7-8   


Financial Performance


Charter Corporate Name: PEAK School, Inc., The
Charter CTDS: 03-87-02-000 Charter Entity ID: 79866


Charter Status: Open Contract Effective Date: 01/02/2002


Financial Performance


PEAK School, Inc., The


Near-Term Measures
Fiscal Year 2014 Fiscal Year 2015


Going Concern No Meets No Meets
Unrestricted Days Liquidity 29.24 Does Not Meet 69.37 Meets
Default No Meets No Meets


Sustainability Measures  (Negative numbers indicated by
parentheses)


Net Income ($23,901) Does Not Meet $167,015 Meets
Fixed Charge Coverage
Ratio 0.92 Does Not Meet 2.16 Meets


Cash Flow (3-Year
Cumulative) ($93,027) Does Not Meet $51,350 Meets


Cash Flow Detail by
Fiscal Year FY 2014 FY 2013 FY 2012 FY 2015 FY 2014 FY 2013


Hide Section


Hide Section


Hide Section







Five-Year Interval Report


file:///C|/Users/csespost/Desktop/Five-Year Interval Report.html[11/30/2015 12:28:44 PM]


$24,475 ($94,197) ($23,305) $121,072 $24,475 ($94,197)


Meets Board's Financial Performance Expectations


Operational Performance


Charter Corporate Name: PEAK School, Inc., The
Charter CTDS: 03-87-02-000 Charter Entity ID: 79866


Charter Status: Open Contract Effective Date: 01/02/2002


Operational Performance


Measure 2015 2016
1.a. Does the delivery of the education program and operation reflect the
essential terms of the educational program as described in the charter
contract?


Meets --


Educational Program – Essential Terms No issue identified --
1.b. Does the charter holder adhere with applicable education
requirements defined in state and federal law? Meets --


Services to Student with Disabilities No issue identified --
Instructional Days/Hours No issue identified --
Data for Achievement Profile No issue identified --
Mandated Programming (State/Federal Grants) No issue identified --


2.a. Do the charter holder’s annual audit reporting packages reflect sound
operations? Meets --


Timely Submission Yes Yes
Audit Opinion Unqualified Unqualified
Completed 1st Time CAPs No issue identified --
Second-Time/Repeat CAP No issue identified --
Serious Impact Findings No issue identified --
Minimal Impact Findings (3+ Years) No issue identified --


2.b. Is the charter holder administering student admission and attendance
appropriately? Meets --


Estimated Count/Attendance Reporting No issue identified --
Tuition and Fees No issue identified --
Public School Tax Credits No issue identified --
Attendance Records No issue identified --
Enrollment Processes No issue identified --


2.c. Is the charter holder maintaining a safe environment consistent with
state and local requirements? Meets --


Click on any of the measures below to see more information.


Hide Section


Hide Section







Five-Year Interval Report


file:///C|/Users/csespost/Desktop/Five-Year Interval Report.html[11/30/2015 12:28:44 PM]


Facility/Insurance Documentation No issue identified --
Fingerprinting No issue identified --


2.d. Is the charter holder transparent in its operations? Meets --
Academic Performance Notifications No issue identified --
Teacher Resumes No issue identified --
Open Meeting Law No issue identified --
Board Alignment No issue identified --


2.e. Is the charter holder complying with its obligations to the Board? Meets --
Timely Submissions No issue identified --
Limited Substantiated Complaints No issue identified --
Favorable Board Actions No issue identified --


2.f. Is the charter holder complying with reporting requirements of other
entities to which the charter holder is accountable? Meets --


Arizona Corporation Commission No issue identified --
Arizona Department of Economic Security No issue identified --
Arizona Department of Education No issue identified --
Arizona Department of Revenue No issue identified --
Arizona State Retirement System No issue identified --
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission No issue identified --
Industrial Commission of Arizona No issue identified --
Internal Revenue Service No issue identified --
U.S. Department of Education No issue identified --


3. Is the charter holder complying with all other obligations? Meets --
Judgments/Court Orders No issue identified --
Other Obligations No issue identified --


OVERALL RATING Meets Operational
Standard --


Last Updated: 2015-09-09 14:46:35
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Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Site Visit Inventory 
Charter Holder Name: The PEAK School, Inc.                       
School Name:  The PEAK School 


Site Visit Date:  November 12 2015 
Required for:  Renewal 
Evaluation Criteria Area: Data  


 
Document Name/Identification Intended Purpose and Discussion Outcome 
[D.1] 
 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: improved academic 
performance in Student Median Growth Percentile (SGP) - Math 
 
Not applicable 
 
Final Evaluation: 
☐ Data presented serve as evidence of improved 
academic performance, and thus is evaluated as 
sufficient.  


☐ Data presented does not serve as evidence of 
improved academic performance, and thus is evaluated 
as insufficient. 


[D.2] 
 
Additional SGP evidence  


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: improved academic 
performance in Student Median Growth Percentile (SGP) - Reading 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of improved academic performance in Student Median Growth 
Percentile (SGP) – Reading. Galileo Student Growth Over Time for FY15 demonstrates increase in improvement is 
students meeting or exceeding growth target by 10% and approaching growth target by 8% between pretest and 1st 
quarter benchmark assessments. Additionally, student growth during the FY14 school year ISTEEP data demonstrated 
an 8% improvement in students who met growth targets in ELA. 
 
Final Evaluation: 
X Data presented serve as evidence of improved 
academic performance, and thus is evaluated as 
sufficient.  


☐ Data presented does not serve as evidence of 
improved academic performance, and thus is evaluated 
as insufficient. 


[D.3] Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: improved academic 
performance in Student Median Growth Percentile (SGP) bottom 25% – Math  
 
Not applicable 
 
Final Evaluation: 
☐ Data presented serve as evidence of improved 
academic performance, and thus is evaluated as 
sufficient.  


☐ Data presented does not serve as evidence of 
improved academic performance, and thus is evaluated 
as insufficient. 
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[D.4] 
 
Additional Evidence bottom 25% 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: improved academic 
performance in Student Median Growth Percentile (SGP) bottom 25% – Reading  
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of improved academic performance in Student Median Growth 
Percentile (SGP) bottom 25% –Reading.  Galileo Student Growth Over Time demonstrates students in the bottom 
25% improved by 20% between the SY15/16 Pretest and 1st quarter benchmark.  
 
Final Evaluation: 
X  Data presented serve as evidence of improved 
academic performance, and thus is evaluated as 
sufficient.  


☐ Data presented does not serve as evidence of 
improved academic performance, and thus is evaluated 
as insufficient. 


[D.5] 
 
Evidence provided with DSP 
submission 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: improved academic 
performance in Percent Passing – Math  
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence  of improved academic performance in Percent Passing – Math 


 
 
Final Evaluation: 
X Data presented serve as evidence of improved 
academic performance, and thus is evaluated as 
sufficient.  


☐ Data presented does not serve as evidence of 
improved academic performance, and thus is evaluated 
as insufficient. 


[D.6] 
 
Evidence provided with DSP 
submission 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: improved academic 
performance in Percent Passing – Reading 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of improved academic performance in Percent Passing – Reading.  
 
Final Evaluation: 
X Data presented serve as evidence of improved 
academic performance, and thus is evaluated as 
sufficient.  


☐ Data presented does not serve as evidence of 
improved academic performance, and thus is evaluated 
as insufficient. 


[D.7] 
 
Evidence provided with DSP 
submission 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: improved academic 
performance in Percent Passing Subgroup, ELL – Math 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of improved academic performance in Percent Passing Subgroup, ELL 
– Math.  
 
Final Evaluation: 
X Data presented serve as evidence of improved 
academic performance, and thus is evaluated as 
sufficient.  


☐ Data presented does not serve as evidence of 
improved academic performance, and thus is evaluated 
as insufficient. 
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[D.8] 
 
Evidence provided with DSP 
submission 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: improved academic 
performance in Percent Passing Subgroup, ELL – Reading 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of improved academic performance in Percent Passing Subgroup, ELL 
– Reading.  
  
 
Final Evaluation: 


 
X Data presented serve as evidence of improved 
academic performance, and thus is evaluated as 
sufficient.  


☐ Data presented does not serve as evidence of 
improved academic performance, and thus is evaluated 
as insufficient. 


[D.9] 
 
Evidence provided with DSP 
submission 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: improved academic 
performance in Percent Passing Subgroup, FRL – Math 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of improved academic performance in Percent Passing Subgroup, FRL 
– Math.  
  
 
Final Evaluation: 
X Data presented serve as evidence of improved 
academic performance, and thus is evaluated as 
sufficient.  


☐ Data presented does not serve as evidence of 
improved academic performance, and thus is evaluated 
as insufficient. 


[D.10] 
 
Evidence provided with DSP 
submission 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: improved academic 
performance in Percent Passing Subgroup, FRL – Reading 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence  of improved academic performance in Percent Passing Subgroup, 
FRL – Reading. 
 
Final Evaluation: 
X Data presented serve as evidence of improved 
academic performance, and thus is evaluated as 
sufficient.  


☐ Data presented does not serve as evidence of 
improved academic performance, and thus is evaluated 
as insufficient. 
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[D.11] 
 
Evidence provided with DSP 
submission 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: improved academic 
performance in Percent Passing Subgroup, Students with disabilities – Math 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of improved academic performance in Percent Passing Subgroup, 
Students with disabilities – Math.  
  
 
Final Evaluation: 
X Data presented serve as evidence of improved 
academic performance, and thus is evaluated as 
sufficient.  


☐ Data presented does not serve as evidence of 
improved academic performance, and thus is evaluated 
as insufficient. 


[D.12] 
 
Additional SPED Evidence  


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: improved academic 
performance in Percent Passing Subgroup, Students with disabilities – Reading 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of improved academic performance in Percent Passing Subgroup, 
Students with disabilities – Reading. Galileo Student Growth Over Time for FY15 demonstrates an increase of 14% in 
the students approaching the learning standard between pre-test and 1st quarter benchmark.  
 
Final Evaluation: 
X Data presented serve as evidence of improved 
academic performance, and thus is evaluated as 
sufficient.  


☐ Data presented does not serve as evidence of 
improved academic performance, and thus is evaluated 
as insufficient. 
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Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Site Visit Inventory 


Charter Holder Name: The PEAK School, Inc.                       


School Name:  The PEAK School 
Site Visit Date:  November 12 2015 
Required for:  Renewal 
Evaluation Criteria Area: Curriculum  


 
Document Name/Identification Intended Purpose and Discussion Outcome 


[C.E.1] 
title I team meeting.pdf 
Signatures May 2015.pdf 
Adoption Committee Agenda, 
Notes and Signatures.doc 
Example of AIMS Summary 
Concept Performance Report 
PEAK School Needs Assessment 
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf 
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: the process for evaluating 
curriculum and how the Charter Holder evaluates how effectively the curriculum enables students to meet the 
standards. 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


  The PEAK School and its Charter Holders follow a formalized process to evaluate its curriculum and 


supplemental curriculum. 


 The process used for evaluation of curriculum is cyclical and involves one or more collaborative teams. 


 During Data Chat Team meetings collaborative discussions of relevant curriculum occur.  This team input is 


taken into consideration when the Administrative/Charter Holder Team evaluates the effectiveness of the 


overall curriculum. 


 The result of the information gathered by this Team's analysis is compiled into an annual needs assessment.   


 Team Data Analysis cycle 


Final Evaluation: 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 


[C.E.2] 
Jan 2013.pdf 
May 2014.pdf 
Signatures May 2015.pdf 
Adoption Committee Agenda, 
Notes and Signatures.doc 
CKFSequence_Rev.pdf 
Sample AIMS Summary Concept 
Performance Report 
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf 
taskstream gap report.pdf 
Intermediate ELA Lesson(2).pdf 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the Charter Holder 
identifies gaps in the curriculum. 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 Teachers generate lesson plans in Taskstream and within each lesson align and identify ACCRS and Core 


Knowledge Sequence items.   


 Teachers and Administration can generate Taskstream reports where either a summary of all the ACCRS are 


addressed in lessons and units (a "Frequency Analysis") or a comparison of standards addressed against a 


target set of standards (a "Gap and Frequency Analysis"). 


 Assessment data reviewed and analyzed by the Administrative/Charter Holder Team to identify gaps in 


Curriculum. 
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Intermediate Math Lesson3.pdf 
Primary Math Lesson(1).pdf 
Primary ELA Lesson.pdf 
Primary Year Long Curriculum 
Map.doc 
Intermediate Year Long 
Curriculum Map 


 
Final Evaluation: 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 


[C.A.3] 
 
title I team meetimg.pdf 
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf 
ptg agenda and notes.pdf 
Signatures May 2015.pdf 
Adoption Committee Agenda, 
Notes and Signatures.doc 
 
 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: the Charter Holder’s process for 
adopting or revising curriculum based on its evaluation processes. 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 The PEAK School Administrative/Charter Holder Team collects information from the Data Chat Teams, Title I 


Team and Parent Teacher Group 


 Consideration of the Administrative/Charter Holder Team's collaborative recommendations for 


pilot/adoption/revision of the curriculum which are based on a need identified in the Curriculum Evaluation 


process. 


 Consideration of the Administrative/Charter Holder Team's identification of alternate or updated Curriculum. 


 Consideration of the Administrative/Charter Holder Team's review of research findings on the proposed 


curriculum pilot, adoption or revision. 


 Cyclical curriculum analysis process including data collection, meetings, identification of curriculum success or 


concern, and modification to curriculum plan. 


Final Evaluation: 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 


[C.A.4] 
 
title I team meetimg.pdf 
Signatures May 2015.pdf 
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf 
Sample of AIMS Summary 
Concept Performance Report 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: who is involved in the process 
for adopting or revising curriculum. 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 Several PEAK School Teams are involved in the process for adopting or revising curriculum. These Teams 


include the Data Chat, Title I and Administrative/Charter Holder Teams.  These Teams contribute evaluation 


information to determine the need for curriculum pilots, adoptions or revisions. 


 
Final Evaluation: 
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☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 


[C.A.5] 
 
title I team meetimg.pdf 
Signatures May 2015.pdf 
Adoption Committee Agenda, 
Notes and Signatures.doc 
Accelerated Math National 
Center on Intensive 
Intervention.doc 
STAR Assessments- The Science 
of STAR - Copy.pdf 
CCC ELA White Paper.pdf 
CCC Math White Paper .doc 
Common Core Coach Instruction 
ELA and Math.doc 
Common Core Coach Research 
3_Math_White_Paper.pdf 
HMH Journeys Instruction.doc 
Journeys research-based-
approach.pdf 
Research Library STAR Math 
Technical Manual.pdf 
STAR Assessments- The Science 
of STAR.pdf 
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf 
Sample of AIMS Summary 
Concept Performance Report 
 
 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: when adopting curriculum, how 
the Charter Holder evaluates curriculum options to determine which curriculum to adopt. 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 During the PEAK School's curriculum adoption/revision process, data from research is reviewed by individual 


members of the Administrative/Charter Holder Team. 


 Administrative/Charter-Holder Team makes recommendations regarding ordering grade level samples and 


whether observing other schools utilizing the same curriculum is feasible.  


 Once grade level samples are obtained the Administrative/Charter Holder Team meets to review the samples 


and forms collaborative conclusions with regard to the possibility for pilot, adoption or revision 


considerations.   


Final Evaluation: 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 
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[C.I.6] 
 
Sample Common Core 
Performance Coach ELA.xlsx 
CKFSequence_Rev.pdf 
formative observation 
template.doc 
taskstream gap report.pdf 
Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans 
for Math and ELA 
Year-long Curriculum Maps 
Aligning Content with ACCRS 
 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: the Charter Holder’s process for 
ensuring consistent implementation of the curriculum across the school(s) operated by the Charter Holder. 
  
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 The Charter Holders ensure consistent implementation across the school through the systematic use of Year-


Long Curriculum Maps, Taskstream Lesson Planning, classroom walk-throughs/observations and data 


collection and review. 


Final Evaluation: 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 


[C.I.7] 
 
CKFSequence_Rev.pdf 
taskstream gap report.pdf 
Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans 
for Math and ELA  
written plan of imporvement.doc 
Year-long Curriculum Maps 


 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: that tools exist that identify 
what must be taught and when it must be delivered and how the Charter Holder ensures that all grade-level standards 
are covered within the academic year. 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 The Charter Holders ensure that all grade-level standards are covered within the academic year through the 


systematic use of Year-Long Curriculum Maps, Taskstream Lesson Planning, classroom walk-


throughs/observations and data collection and review. 


Final Evaluation: 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 
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[C.I.8] 
 
curr. map taskstream.pdf 
curriculum orientation.pdf 
training Agenda BOY.doc 
CKFSequence_Rev.pdf 
formative observation 
template.doc 
Sample Intermediate formative 
observations.pdf 
Sample Primary formative 
observations.pdf 
2015 sample Teacher Eval. with 
formative feedback.docx 
redacted evaluation.pdf 
Signature pages original 
document.pdf 
The PEAK School Teacher Eval. 
with formative feedback 
template .pdf 
Proposition 301Merit Pay 
Requirements 
Intermediate ELA Lesson(2).pdf 
Intermediate Math Lesson3.pdf 
Primary Math Lesson(1).pdf 
Primary ELA Lesson.pdf 
taskstream gap report.pdf 
Primary Year Long Curriculum 
Map.doc 
Intermediate Year Long 
Curriculum Maps 
Tracy’s Lesson Plan Checklist 
 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: the expectation for consistent 
use of these tools and how these expectations are communicated. 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 There is a daily expectation for consistent use of these tools which include: Year-Long Curriculum Maps aligned 


to ACCRS, Taskstream Lesson Plans with lessons or units aligned to ACCRS, Core Knowledge Sequence, HMH 


Journeys teacher's guide (lessons aligned with ACCRS), Common Core Performance Coach ELA teacher's guide 


(lessons aligned with ACCRS), Accelerated Math grade level libraries (lessons aligned to ACCRS). 


 Expectations are communicated prior to hiring new teachers (during the interview process), at beginning of 


the year trainings in development of Year-Long Curriculum Maps aligned to ACCRS, use of curriculum and 


Taskstream Lesson Planning, at meetings during common planning time, at staff meetings throughout the 


year, through mentoring and coaching, teacher observation of other classrooms (modeling) and at Data Chat 


Team meetings which occur every 4-5 weeks.   


 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 
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[C.I.9] 
 
CKFSequence_Rev.pdf 
formative observation 
template.doc 
Sample Intermediate formative 
observations.pdf 
Sample Primary formative 
observations.pdf 
Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans 
for Math and ELA 
Primary Year Long Curriculum 
Map.doc 
Intermediate Year Long 
Curriculum Map 
 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: evidence to demonstrate usage 
of these tools in the classroom and alignment with instruction. 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 This evidence includes Year-Long Curriculum Maps aligned to ACCRS and the Core Knowledge Sequence, Daily, 


Weekly or Unit Taskstream Lesson Plans aligned to ACCRS and The PEAK School's adopted curriculum. 


 Administrative formative observation checklist used for classroom walk-throughs and integrity checks showing 


that the Year-Long Curriculum Map ACCRS are aligned to the current Lesson Plan and that instruction is 


aligned to the Lesson plan.   


 Additionally, assessment data is collected and reviewed by administration and posted on Data Walls, updated 


every 2 weeks. 


Final Evaluation: 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 


[C.E.10] 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx 
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx 
Sample Common Core 
Performance Coach ELA.xlsx 
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the Charter Holder knows 
the curriculum is aligned to standards. 
  
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 Taskstream lesson planning web based format (see 2012 PMP). This system electronically identifies relevant 


standards for ease of curriculum alignment in lesson plans.   


 Year-Long Curriculum Maps are then scaffolded from a compilation of interconnected plans and pacing guides. 


 A formative observation checklist and intermittent integrity checks will be utilized to ensure integrity of 


instruction of State Standards.   


Final Evaluation: 
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Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx 
Sample intermediate Journey 
Weekly and Benchmark SY14-
15.xlsx 
Sample Primary Journey Weekly 
and Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx 
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf 
data wall review notes.pdf 
Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans 
for Math and ELA 
Primary Year Long Curriculum 
Map.doc 
Intermediate Year Long 
Curriculum Map 


 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 


[C.S.11] 
 
 
bottom 25.pdf 
Signatures May 2015.pdf 
Adoption Committee Agenda, 
Notes and Signatures.doc 
Sample Common Core 
Performance Coach ELA.xlsx 
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf 


 


 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the Charter Holder ensures 
that the curriculum addresses the needs of students with proficiency in the bottom 25%. 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 The PEAK School and its Charter Holders follow a formalized process to create, implement, revise and evaluate 


its curriculum and supplemental curriculum used in assisting students scoring in the bottom 25% of academic 


proficiency in The PEAK School population (bottom 25%).   


 The process used for a curriculum needs assessment of students in the bottom 25% requires an analysis and 


evaluation of pupil achievement data involving one or more Teams (Data Chat Team).  


 
Final Evaluation: 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 
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[C.S.12] 
 
Signatures May 2015.pdf 
Adoption Committee Agenda, 
Notes and Signatures.doc 
AZELLA Data.xlsx 
Sample Common Core 
Performance Coach ELA.xlsx 
stage 2 ILLP pre emergent to 
emergent.doc 
Student ILLP Sample.pdf 


 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the Charter Holder ensures 
that the curriculum addresses the needs of English Language Learners (ELLs). 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 The PEAK School follows a formalized process to create, implement, evaluate and revise its curriculum and 


supplemental curriculum for ELL students.   


 The PEAK School staff aligns its curriculum to ACCRS in Taskstream lesson planning for reading and 


mathematics for ELL students.  Effective curriculum programs address the needs of struggling students, 


advanced learners, and English language learners. 


 ILLP documents identify specific standard for each quarter. Quarterly results are recorded in the ILLP to 


document student progress over time. 


Final Evaluation: 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 


of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 


[C.S.13] 
 


 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the Charter Holder ensures 
that the curriculum addresses the needs of Free and Reduced Lunch (FRL) students. 
 


Not applicable – FRL percent above 65% 


[C.S.14] 
 
Signatures May 2015.pdf 
Adoption Committee Agenda, 
Notes and Signatures.doc 
quarterly intermediate.pdf 
quarterly primary.pdf 
Weekly SPED Report .pdf 
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the Charter Holder ensures 
that the curriculum addresses the needs of students with disabilities. 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 The PEAK School follows a formalized process to create, implement, evaluate and revise its curriculum and 


supplemental curriculum to address the needs of students with disabilities. 


 The school reform model adopted by The PEAK School and identified in the Title I Schoolwide program, 


provides particularly salient structural features to both the short and long term academic intervention 


(reading and math) processes necessary in addressing the needs of students with disabilities.   


 This model structures the approach through use of evidence based interventions (e.g. ISTEEP materials, Math 


Facts in a Flash) that are measured across time and examined for their effectiveness in determining academic 


outcomes in both reading and math. 


Final Evaluation: 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 
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Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Site Visit Inventory 
Charter Holder Name: The PEAK School, Inc.                       
School Name:  The PEAK School 
Site Visit Date:  November 12 2015 


Required for:  Renewal 
Evaluation Criteria Area: Assessment  


 
Document Name/Identification Intended Purpose and Discussion Outcome 
[A.AS.1] 
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
AIMS 2014 Data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
aims 2015.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
AZELLA Data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Sample Common Core 
Performance Coach ELA.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
dibels data.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
Sample intermediate Jouney 
Weekly and Benchmark SY14-
15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample Primary Jouney Weekly 
and Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                         
universal screening dataschool 
wide fal 15l.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Universal Screening isteep data 
SY 14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
universal screening isteep data SY 
15-16.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Universal screening and Galileo 
data for DSP SY 15-16 .docx                                                                                                                                                                                                     
Galileo fall SY 15-16.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
Universal Screening SY 14 15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
Sample Accelerated Reader 
test.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                                             


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: the types of assessments the 
Charter Holder uses 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 
• Galileo, HMH Journeys Reading Series (grades 1-6), Performance Coach ELA (grades 7-8), iSTEEP, My Reading 


Coach (MRC), Accelerated Reader, DIBELS (K screening), STAR Math, Accelerated Math, Performance Coach 
Mathematics, AZELLA, SPED Evaluation, Teacher made Assessments, Kindergarten Development Assessments.  


Final Evaluation: 
☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 
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kda.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
My Reading Coach 
intermediate.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
My Reading Coach primary 
sample.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
quarterly intermediate.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
quarterly primary.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                           
Weekly SPED Report .pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
Intermediate grade book 
sample.xls                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
more teacher made 
assessments.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
Primary Gradebook sample.xls                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
sample teacher made 
assessment.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
star data.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Star Math diagnostic sample.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
STAR Math Extract 2015-10-8.xlsx      
[A.AS.2] 
DSP 5030001.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
Notes re Rons Informal Study of 
Charter Schools.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                            
Council for Exceptional Children 
EC Publication.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                             
NASP Communique 
Publication.pdf   
May 2015 Curric  and Eval and 
adoption committee agenda                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: the process for designing or 
selecting the assessment system 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 
• The process for designing or selecting an assessment system included: collecting assessment information from 


experts in the field of assessments, field testing at PEAK, input from staff and stakeholders, review of the 
literature in professional journals, review of ADE and Charter Board expectations, and observations/interviews 
with successful Charters identified by the Arizona Charter Schools Association. 


 
Final Evaluation: 
☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 


[A.AS.3] 
May 2015 Curriculum and Eval 
agenda 
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                    


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the assessment system is 
aligned to the curriculum and instructional methodology. 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 
• The PEAK School curriculum and instructional methodology are aligned to the assessment system through 


summative, formative and benchmark assessments results that measure progress towards mastery of ACCRS.  


•  This assessment system also utilizes reading and mathematics instructional methodology and assessment 
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Sample Commom Core 
Performance Coach ELA.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
dibels data.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
Sample intermediate Jouney 
Weekly and Benchmark SY14-
15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample Primary Jouney Weekly 
and Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                         
universal screening dataschool 
wide fal 15l.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Universal Screening isteep data 
SY 14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
universal screening isteep data SY 
15-16.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Universal screening and Galileo 
data for DSP SY 15-16 .docx                                                                                                                                                                                                     
Galileo fall SY 15-16.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
Universal Screening SY 14 15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
Sample Accelerated Reader 
test.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf 
My Reading Coach 
intermediate.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
My Reading Coach primary 
sample.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
star data.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Star Math diagnostic sample.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
STAR Math Extract 2015-10-8.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
 


procedures coming directly from The PEAK School's adopted curriculum. 


• Relevant Documents: 


 
Final Evaluation: 
☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 
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[A.AS.4] 
Tracy’s staff calendar 
Data chat workbooks 
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
AIMS 2014 Data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
aims 2015.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
AZELLA Data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Sample Common Core 
Performance Coach ELA.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
dibels data.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
Sample intermediate Jouney 
Weekly and Benchmark SY14-
15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample Primary Jouney Weekly 
and Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                         
orf fluency.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
orf.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                        
universal screening dataschool 
wide fall - Copy.xlsx     
universal screening dataschool 
wide fal 15l.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Universal Screening isteep data 
SY 14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
universal screening isteep data SY 
15-16.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Universal screening and Galileo 
data for DSP SY 15-16 .docx                                                                                                                                                                                                     
Galileo fall SY 15-16.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
Universal Screening SY 14 15.xlsx   
Sample Accelerated Reader 
test.docx       
data chat intermediate.pdf 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: the intervals that are used to 
assess student progress and how the assessment plan includes data collection from multiple assessment, such as 
formative and summative assessments and common/benchmark assessments 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 
 
• Galileo 3x per year 


• HMH Journeys – weekly formative, every 5 week summative 


• iSTEEP – benchmarking 3x year 


• Other assessments listed in [A.AS.1] at various intervals 
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data chat primary.pdf      
stage 2 ILLP pre emergent to 
emergent.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                       
Student ILLP Sample.pdf  
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
kda.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
My Reading Coach 
intermediate.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
My Reading Coach primary 
sample.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
quarterly intermediate.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
quarterly primary.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                           
Weekly SPED Report .pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
Intermediate grade book 
sample.xls                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
more teacher made 
assessments.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
Primary Gradebook sample.xls                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
sample teacher made 
assessment.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
star data.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Star Math diagnostic sample.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
STAR Math Extract 2015-10-8.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 
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[A.AN.5] 
Ptg agenda and notes 
Data chat workbooks 
Tracy’s staff calendar 
Title I team meeting 
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf 
Data chat workbooks 
dibels data.pdf       
Tracy’s staff calendar 
May 2015 Curriculum and Eval 
Agenda                                                                                                                                                                                                                                           


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the assessment system 
provides for analysis of assessment data and what intervals are used to analyze assessment data 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 
 
• Analysis is conducted by teams. These teams include individual student-teacher, student-parent-teacher, Data 


Chat, Parent-Teacher Group (PTG), Title I, School Board, Charter Holders and Administration. 


• Each of these Teams analyzes the results of multiple sources of data relevant to its focus. These sources of 
data use analyses of individual student, classroom, and school wide outcomes on standard based assessments 
(Galileo), curriculum-based assessments (e.g. unit assessments, writing samples), curriculum based 
measurements (e.g. ISTEEP Probes, Accelerated Math Mastery Assessments, My Reading Coach), and normed 
evaluation instruments. 


• Teams follows a circular pattern as dictated by the conclusions drawn from the data collected.  The series of 
six steps in the procedures are taught to each of the participant Team members through presentation of the 
Team Process Cycle modeling analysis of unidentifiable student data and rehearsal of each step in the Team 
Process Cycle. 


• Data is evaluated at various intervals by the teams according to the testing intervals. 


• Relevant Documents: 


Final Evaluation: 
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☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 
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[A.AN.6] 
Data chat workbooks  
Tracy’s staff calendar 
May 2015 Curriculum and Eval 
Agenda 
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
title I team meetimg.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                        
May 2015 Curric. Eval and 
Adoption Commitee Agenda, 
Notes and Signatures.doc                                                                                                                                                                                    
SIgnatures May 2015.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
AIMS 2014 Data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
aims 2015.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
AIMS Summary Concept 
Performance Report 
AZELLA Data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Sample Common Core 
Performance Coach ELA.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
dibels data.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
Sample intermediate Jouney 
Weekly and Benchmark SY14-
15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample Primary Jouney Weekly 
and Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                         
orf fluency.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
orf.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                        
universal screening dataschool 
wide fall - Copy.xlsx    math 
fluency.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
universal screening dataschool 
wide fall - Copy (2).xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                        
universal screening dataschool 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the analysis is used to 
evaluate instructional and curricular effectiveness 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 
• The Team process guides the Administrative/Charter Holder Team in the use of data analysis in evaluating 


instruction and ultimately making decisions on instructional plans/curriculum changes used by staff with 
groups and/or individual students. 


• The Administrative/Charter Holder Team and Title I Team (Team Process Cycle) to review and use the analysis 
to make general school evaluative decisions that guide determinations on curricular effectiveness. 
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wide fal 15l.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Universal Screening isteep data 
SY 14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
universal screening isteep data SY 
15-16.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Universal screening and Galileo 
data for DSP SY 15-16 .docx                                                                                                                                                                                                     
Galileo fall SY 15-16.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
Universal Screening SY 14 15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
Data Wall Intermediate 
SY14.15.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Data Wall Primary SY14.15.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Sample Accelerated Reader 
test.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf 
stage 2 ILLP pre emergent to 
emergent.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                       
Student ILLP Sample.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
kda.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
My Reading Coach 
intermediate.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
My Reading Coach primary 
sample.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
Intermediate grade book 
sample.xls                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
more teacher made 
assessments.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
Primary Gradebook sample.xls     
sample teacher made 
assessment.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
star data.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Star Math diagnostic sample.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
STAR Math Extract 2015-10-8.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
                                                                                                                                                                                                                     
                                                                                                                                                                                                    
 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 
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[A.ADJ.7] 
Data chat workbooks 
Tracy’s staff calendar 
May 2015 Curriculum and Eval 
agenda 
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
May 2015 Curric. Eval and 
Adoption Commitee Agenda, 
Notes and Signatures.doc                                                                                                                                                                                    
Signatures May 2015.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
AIMS 2014 Data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
aims 2015.pdf     
AZELLA Data.xlsx       
Sample Commom Core 
Performance Coach ELA.xlsx   


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the analysis is used to 
adjust curriculum and instruction in a timely manner and what intervals are used to adjust curriculum and instruction 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 
• A Data Chat Team review of progress of individual students in areas targeted for improvement.  The Team 


determines the need for updating interventions. Two of the interventions may include adjusting instruction 
and or adjusting curriculum. 


• Data Chat Teams may also review curricular and/or instructional adjustment needs for students or groups of 
students functioning in Tier 1 (mainstream) instruction. 


• The timelines for adjustment of instructional practices include adjustments by the Data Chat Team every 4 to 5 
weeks or sooner in the event a critical student need is identified. 


• Timelines for curricular adjustment are established on a case-by-case basis by the Data Chat and 
Administrative/Charter Holder Teams with input from other Teams, ranging from immediate adjustment to 
major adoptions or revisions which may take 1-2 years for completion.  


 
Final Evaluation: 
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 Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark  
math data.xlsx      
dibels data.pdf     
Sample intermediate Jouney 
Weekly and Benchmark SY14-
15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample Primary Jouney Weekly 
and Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx    
 orf fluency.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
orf.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                        
universal screening dataschool 
wide fall - Copy.xlsx   
math fluency.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
universal screening dataschool 
wide fall - Copy (2).xlsx       
universal screening dataschool 
wide fal 15l.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Universal Screening isteep data 
SY 14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
universal screening isteep data SY 
15-16.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Universal screening and Galileo 
data for DSP SY 15-16 .docx                                                                                                                                                                                                     
Galileo fall SY 15-16.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
Universal Screening SY 14 15.xlsx 
Sample Accelerated Reader 
test.docx      
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf   
My Reading Coach 
intermediate.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
My Reading Coach primary 
sample.pdf     
Sample of AIMS Summary 
Concept Performance Report    
star data.pdf     
Star Math diagnostic sample.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                           
STAR Math Extract 2015-10-8.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 
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[A.S.8] 
Data chat workbooks 
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
15-16 Special Education, 504 and 
confidentiality Issues.ppt                                                                                                                                                                                                     
sped.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                        
training agenda sped 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the assessment system is 
adapted to meet the assessment needs of students with proficiency in the bottom 25%. 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 
• Specifically, the RtI approach structures a model of interventions and assessments needed in addressing the 


academic deficits of students in the bottom 25%. 


• Interventions are based on identified strategies shown to have had a positive student achievement outcome 
on multiple frequent assessments using very specific formative assessments. 


 
Final Evaluation: 
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highlighted.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                            
bottom 25.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
training agenda bottom 25% 
highlighted.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
Sample Common Core  
Performance Coach ELA.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf 
Sample intermediate Journey 
Weekly and Benchmark SY14-
15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample Primary Journey Weekly 
and Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                         
orf fluency.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
orf.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                        
universal screening dataschool 
wide fall - Copy.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                            
math fluency.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
universal screening dataschool 
wide fall - Copy (2).xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                        
universal screening dataschool 
wide fal 15l.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Universal Screening isteep data 
SY 14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
universal screening isteep data SY 
15-16.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Universal screening and Galileo 
data for DSP SY 15-16 .docx                                                                                                                                                                                                     
Galileo fall SY 15-16.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
Universal Screening SY 14 15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
Data Wall Intermediate 
SY14.15.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Data Wall Primary SY14.15.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
My Reading Coach 
intermediate.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
My Reading Coach primary 
sample.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
star data.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Star Math diagnostic sample.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
STAR Math Extract 2015-10-8.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 
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[A.S.9] 
Data Chat workbooks 
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
AZELLA Data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Sample Commom Core 
Performance Coach ELA.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample intermediate Jouney 
Weekly and Benchmark SY14-
15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the assessment system is 
adapted to meet the assessment needs of English Language Learners (ELLs) 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 
 
• An assessment system of formative and summative assessments that measure progress toward or mastery of 


ACCRS (in Reading and Math) progress monitors all ELL students at PEAK School. 


• Inclusion in Tier 2 or 3 assessment within the RtI model are an option when academic needs justify more 
intensive approaches. 


• AZELLA assessment results guide plans for Individualized Language Learner Plan structure specifically in 
language skills development and need for more specific assessment. ELL students with Tier I needs are 
provided intensive background information instruction through the content rich Core Knowledge sequence. 


• Results of this intervention are assessed by both formative and teacher made assessments. 


 
Final Evaluation: 
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Sample Primary Jouney Weekly 
and Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                         
orf fluency.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
orf.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     
universal screening dataschool 
wide fall - Copy.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                            
math fluency.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
universal screening dataschool 
wide fall - Copy (2).xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                        
Universal screening and Galileo 
data for DSP SY 15-16 .docx                                                                                                                                                                                                     
universal screening dataschool 
wide fal 15l.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Universal Screening isteep data 
SY 14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
universal screening isteep data SY 
15-16.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Galileo fall SY 15-16.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
Universal Screening SY 14 15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf 
stage 2 ILLP pre emergent to 
emergent.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                       
Student ILLP Sample.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
My Reading Coach 
intermediate.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
My Reading Coach primary 
sample.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
star data.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Star Math diagnostic sample.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
STAR Math Extract 2015-10-8.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 
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[A.S.10] 
  
  


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the assessment system is 
adapted to meet the assessment needs of Free and Reduced Lunch (FRL) students 
 
Not applicable - FRL rate above 65% 
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star data.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Star Math diagnostic sample.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
STAR Math Extract 2015-10-8.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                


 


[A.S.11] 
Data Chat workbooks 
15-16 Special Education, 504 and 
confidentiality Issues.ppt                                                                                                                                                                                                     
sped.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                        
training agenda sped 
highlighted.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                            
orf fluency.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
orf.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                        
universal screening dataschool 
wide fall - Copy.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                            
math fluency.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Universal screening and Galileo 
data for DSP SY 15-16 .docx                                                                                                                                                                                                     
Galileo fall SY 15-16.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
Universal Screening SY 14 15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
My Reading Coach 
intermediate.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
My Reading Coach primary 
sample.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
quarterly intermediate.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
quarterly primary.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                           
Weekly SPED Report .pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the assessment system is 
adapted to meet the assessment needs of students with disabilities 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 
 
• An adaptable assessment system of formative and summative assessments that measure progress toward or 


mastery of ACCRS, which utilizes reading and mathematics assessment dictated by the degree of academic 
intervention needed by individual students.   


• Tier 2 students are engaged in more intensive intervention specific to deficits in reading and mathematics, and 
assessment procedures are completed on no less than a weekly basis in areas identified on the IEP. 


 
Final Evaluation: 
☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 


 
 





		Primary Gradebook sample.xls    

		sample teacher made assessment.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                             

		star data.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                  

		Star Math diagnostic sample.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                                               

		STAR Math Extract 2015-10-8.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                               






The PEAK School


http://online.asbcs.az.gov/schools/information/936/the-peak-school#academic-performance-tab[11/17/2015 4:07:26 PM]


Academic Performance


Edit this section.


The PEAK School


2012
Traditional


Elementary School (K-8)


2013
Traditional


Elementary School (K to 8)


2014
Traditional


Elementary School (K to 8)


1. Growth Measure Points
Assigned Weight Measure Points


Assigned Weight Measure Points
Assigned Weight


1a. SGP
Math 54 75 12.5 51 75 12.5 60 75 12.5
Reading 43 50 12.5 48 50 12.5 49.5 50 12.5


1b. SGP Bottom 25%
Math 67 100 12.5 67 100 12.5 78 100 12.5
Reading 38 50 12.5 50.5 75 12.5 40 50 12.5


2. Proficiency Measure Points
Assigned Weight Measure Points


Assigned Weight Measure Points
Assigned Weight


2a. Percent Passing
Math 44 /


 64.1 50 7.5 42.5 /
 64.6 25 7.5 54.1 /


 63.4 50 7.5


Reading 63 /
 77.1 50 7.5 65 / 78.1 25 7.5 71.6 /


 79.1 50 7.5


2b. Composite School
Comparison


Math -16.5 25 7.5 -17.1 25 7.5 -2 50 7.5
Reading -11.1 50 7.5 -9.3 50 7.5 -2.4 50 7.5


2c. Subgroup ELL
Math 37 /


 42.8 50 2.5 17.6 /
 40.4 50 3.75 20 / 34 50 3.75


Reading 42 /
 53.4 50 2.5 41.2 / 51 50 3.75 33.3 /


 47.4 50 3.75


2c. Subgroup FRL
Math 44 /


 54.1 50 2.5 42.9 /
 55.3 25 3.75 55.4 /


 53.2 75 3.75


Reading 63 /
 69.4 50 2.5 63.5 / 71 50 3.75 70.8 /


 71.4 50 3.75


2c. Subgroup SPED
Math 18 /


 24.5 50 2.5 NR 0 0 NR 0 0


Reading 55 /
 35.6 75 2.5 NR 0 0 NR 0 0


3. State Accountability Measure Points
Assigned Weight Measure Points


Assigned Weight Measure Points
Assigned Weight


3a. State Accountability C 50 5 C 50 5 B 75 5


Overall Rating Overall Rating Overall Rating Overall Rating


Scoring for Overall Rating
89 or higher: Exceeds Standard
<89, but > or = to 63: Meets Standard
<63, but > or = to 39: Does Not Meet
 Standard
Less than 39: Falls Far Below Standard


58.13 100 55.94 100 61.56 100



http://online.asbcs.az.gov/schools/edit/performance/936/the-peak-school
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Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Final Evaluation 
 
Charter Holder Name:  The PEAK High School, Inc.  
School (s): The PEAK School 
Site Visit Date: 11/12/15 
Purpose of Demonstration of Sufficient Progress: Renewal      
Academic Dashboard Year: FY2014 
 
Evaluation Overview: 
The following serves as an evaluation of the Demonstration of Sufficient Progress process and includes:  


• An overall rating for each area of Curriculum, Monitoring Instruction, Professional Development, Assessment, 
Data, and Graduation Rate. 


o Whether questions were sufficiently answered at the site visit 
o Whether documents provided by the Charter Holder serve as sufficient evidence of implementation of 


described processes 
 
 


 
  







 
 


Data 
The area of Data is evaluated as Meets.  Data and analysis provided demonstrates comparative improvement year-over-
year for at least the two most recent school years based on data generated from valid and reliable assessment sources. 
For more detailed analysis see Documentation Review (portfolio: e. Renewal Documentation Review – Desk Audit 
Inventory). 


Question Valid and 
Reliable Data 


Comparative 
Data provided 


for Current 
Fiscal Year 


Comparative 
Data 


Demonstrates 
Growth 


Student Median Growth Percentile (SGP) - Math Yes Yes Yes 
Student Median Growth Percentile (SGP) - Reading Yes Yes Yes 
Student Median Growth Percentile Bottom 25% - Math Yes Yes Yes 
Student Median Growth Percentile Bottom 25% - Reading Yes Yes Yes 
Percent Passing - Math Yes Yes Yes 
Percent Passing - Reading Yes Yes Yes 
Subgroup, ELL - Math Yes Yes Yes 
Subgroup, ELL - Reading Yes Yes Yes 
Subgroup, FRL - Math N/A N/A N/A 
Subgroup, FRL - Reading N/A N/A N/A 
Subgroup, students with disabilities - Math Yes Yes Yes 
Subgroup, students with disabilities - Reading Yes Yes Yes 
High School Graduation Rate Yes Yes Yes 


 
Curriculum 
The area of Curriculum is evaluated as Meets. As demonstrated by the evidence provided, the Charter Holder has 
consistently implemented a comprehensive curriculum system that addresses each of the required elements. For more 
detailed analysis see Documentation Review (portfolio: e. Renewal Documentation Review – Desk Audit Inventory). 
 


Question Sufficient 
Evidence 


What is the Charter Holder’s process for evaluating curriculum? How does the Charter Holder evaluate how effectively 
the curriculum enables students to meet the standards? Yes 


How does the Charter Holder identify gaps in the curriculum? Yes 
What is the Charter Holder’s process for adopting or revising curriculum based on its evaluation processes? Yes 
Who is involved in the process for adopting or revising curriculum? Yes 
When adopting curriculum, how does the Charter Holder evaluate curriculum options to determine which curriculum 
to adopt? Yes 


What is the Charter Holder’s process for ensuring consistent implementation of the curriculum across the school(s) 
operated by the Charter Holder? Yes 


What tools exist that identify what must be taught and when it must be delivered? How does the Charter Holder 
ensure that all grade-level standards are covered within the academic year? Yes 


What is the expectation for consistent use of these tools? How are these expectations communicated? Yes 
What evidence is there to demonstrate usage of these tools in the classroom and alignment with instruction? Yes 
How does the Charter Holder know the curriculum is aligned to standards? Yes 
How has the Charter Holder ensured that the curriculum addresses the needs of students with proficiency in the 
bottom 25%/non-proficient students? Yes 


How has the Charter Holder ensured that the curriculum addresses the needs of English Language Learners (ELLs)? Yes 
How has the Charter Holder ensured that the curriculum addresses the needs of Free and Reduced Lunch (FRL) students? N/A 
How has the Charter Holder ensured that the curriculum addresses the needs of students with disabilities? Yes 


 
 
 
 
 







 
 


Assessment 
The area of Assessment is evaluated as Meets. As demonstrated by the evidence provided, the Charter Holder has 
consistently implemented a comprehensive assessment system that addresses each of the required elements. For more 
detailed analysis see Documentation Review (portfolio: e. Renewal Documentation Review – Desk Audit Inventory). 
 


Question Sufficient 
Evidence 


What types of assessments does the Charter Holder use?   Yes 
What was the process for designing or selecting the assessment system? Yes 
How is the assessment system aligned to the curriculum and instructional methodology? Yes 
What intervals are used to assess student progress? How does the assessment plan include data collection from 
multiple assessments, such as formative and summative assessments and common/benchmark assessments? Yes 


How does the assessment system provide for analysis of assessment data? What intervals are used to analyze 
assessment data?   Yes 


How is the analysis used to evaluate instructional and curricular effectiveness? Yes 
How is the analysis used to adjust curriculum and instruction in a timely manner? What intervals are used to adjust 
curriculum and instruction? Yes 


How is the assessment system adapted to meet the assessment needs of students with proficiency in the bottom 
25%/non-proficient students? Yes 


How is the assessment system adapted to meet the assessment needs of English Language Learners (ELLs)?   Yes 
How is the assessment system adapted to meet the assessment needs of Free and Reduced Lunch (FRL) students? N/A 
How is the assessment system adapted to meet the assessment needs of students with disabilities? Yes 


 
Monitoring Instruction 
The area of Monitoring Instruction is evaluated as Meets. As demonstrated by the evidence provided, the Charter 
Holder has consistently implemented a comprehensive instructional monitoring system that addresses each of the 
following required elements.   For more detailed analysis see Documentation Review (portfolio: e. Renewal 
Documentation Review – Desk Audit Inventory). 
 


Question Sufficient 
Evidence 


What is the Charter Holder’s process for monitoring the integration of standards into classroom instruction? How 
does the Charter Holder monitor whether or not instructional staff implements an ACCRS-aligned curriculum with 
fidelity? 


Yes 


How does the Charter Holder monitor the effectiveness of standards-based instruction throughout the year? Yes 
What is the Charter Holder’s process for evaluating the instructional practices? How does this process evaluate the 
quality of instruction? Yes 


How does this process identify individual strengths, weaknesses, and needs?   Yes 
How does the Charter Holder provide feedback on strengths, weaknesses, and learning needs based on the 
evaluation of instructional practices?   Yes 


How does this Charter Holder analyze this information? What does the data about quality of instruction tell the 
Charter Holder? What has the Charter Holder done in response? Yes 


How does the Charter Holder monitor instruction to ensure it is meeting the needs of students with proficiency in the 
bottom 25%/non-proficient students? Yes 


How does the Charter Holder monitor instruction to ensure it is meeting the needs of English Language Learners (ELLs)? Yes 
How does the Charter Holder monitor instruction to ensure it is meeting the needs of Free and Reduced Lunch (FRL) 
students? N/A 


How does the Charter Holder monitor instruction to ensure it is meeting the needs of students with disabilities? Yes 







 
 


Professional Development 


The area of Professional Development is evaluated as Meets. As demonstrated by the evidence provided, the Charter 
Holder has consistently implemented a comprehensive professional development system that addresses each of the 
following required elements. For more detailed analysis see Documentation Review (portfolio: e. Renewal 
Documentation Review – Desk Audit Inventory). 


 


Question Sufficient 
Evidence 


What is the Charter Holder’s professional development plan? Yes 
How was the professional development plan developed? Yes 
How is the professional development plan aligned with instructional staff learning needs? Yes 
How does this plan address areas of high importance? Yes 
How does the Charter Holder support high quality implementation of the strategies learned in professional 
development sessions?    Yes 


How does the Charter Holder provide the resources that are necessary for high quality implementation? Yes 
How does the Charter Holder monitor the implementation of the strategies learned in professional development 
sessions? Yes 


How does the Charter Holder monitor and follow-up with instructional staff to support and develop implementation 
of the strategies learned in professional development? Yes 


How does the professional development plan ensure that instructional staff receives the type of development 
required to meet the needs of students with proficiency in the bottom 25%/non-proficient students? Yes 


How does the professional development plan ensure that instructional staff receives the type of development 
required to meet the needs of English Language Learners (ELLs)? Yes 


How does the professional development plan ensure that instructional staff receives the type of development 
required to meet the needs of Free and Reduced Lunch (FRL) students? N/A 


How does the professional development plan ensure that instructional staff receives the type of development 
required to meet the needs of students with disabilities? Yes 
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Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Site Visit Inventory 


Charter Holder Name: The PEAK School, Inc.                       
School Name:  The PEAK School 
Site Visit Date:  November 12 2015 


Required for:  Renewal 
Evaluation Criteria Area: Monitoring Instruction  


 
Document Name/Identification Intended Purpose and Discussion Outcome 


[M.M.1] 
formative observation 
template.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample Intermediate formative 
observations.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
Sample Primary formative 
observations.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                       
2015 sample Teacher Eval. with 
formative feedback.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                          
redacted evaluation.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
Signature pages original 
document.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                           
The PEAK School Teacher Eval. 
with formative feedback 
template .pdf             
Intermediate ELA Lesson(2).pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
Intermediate Math Lesson3.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Primary Math Lesson(1).pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     
Primary ELA Lesson.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: the Charter Holder’s process for 
monitoring the integration of standards into classroom instruction and how the Charter Holder monitors whether or not 
instructional staff implements an ACCRS-aligned curriculum with fidelity. 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 The PEAK School monitors the integration of ACCRS into instruction by Charter Holders and Lead 


Teacher/Director monitoring the systematic implementation by PEAK Staff of its adopted Taskstream lesson 


planning system, English language arts programs, and mathematics programs. 


 Lesson plan review with random observation is central to the personnel evaluation process used at The PEAK 


School. 


 Teachers are evaluated and held accountable for student outcomes on teaching the ACCRS and adopted 


curriculum based on the Arizona Framework for Evaluating Educator Effectiveness. 


Final Evaluation: 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 


[M.M.2] 
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx      
Sample Common Core 
Performance Coach ELA.xlsx     
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx          
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf       


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how does the Charter Holder 
monitor the effectiveness of standards-based instruction throughout the year. 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 Systems for on-going monitoring include Year-Long Curriculum Maps, Taskstream lesson plans, on-going 


collection of assessment data, Data Chat Summary sheets, formal personnel evaluations, and weekly informal 


observations/integrity checks (using a formative checklist) of applied ACCRS instruction that is tied to 


Taskstream lesson plans. 


 Daily focus on monitoring effectiveness is continued in each teachers' lounge which contain data walls 


Final Evaluation: 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 
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formative observation 
template.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample Intermediate formative 
observations.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
Sample Primary formative 
observations.pdf    
Sample intermediate Jouney 
Weekly and Benchmark SY14-
15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample Primary Journey Weekly 
and Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx    
2015 sample Teacher Eval. with 
formative feedback.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                          
Data Wall Intermediate 
SY14.15.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Data Wall Primary SY14.15.doc   
 


[M.E.3] 
formative observation 
template.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample Intermediate formative 
observations.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
Sample Primary formative 
observations.pdf   
2015 sample Teacher Eval. with 
formative feedback.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                          
redacted evaluation.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
Signature pages original 
document.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                           
The PEAK School Teacher Eval. 
with formative feedback 
template.pdf 
 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: the Charter Holder’s process for 
evaluating instructional practices and how this process evaluates the quality of instruction. 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 Administration reviews and monitors the systematic implementation of its adopted lesson planning system, 


English Language Arts (ELA) Programs, and mathematics programs.  


 Lesson plans are required of teachers and are reviewed for implementation of adopted curriculum, pacing, and 


alignment to ACCRS.  Lesson plan review is followed up with informal classroom observations/integrity checks 


which are ongoing.  


 Informal observations/integrity checks include the use of a checklist to ensure instruction is aligned with 


ACCRS and lesson plans.  Frequent feedback is provided to teachers regarding lesson plans and instructional 


practices. 


 Formal teacher evaluations are conducted, including a pre-observation conference, classroom observation 


(using an observation checklist), write up of the evaluation and feedback, and post-observation conference.  


 Data Chat Team reviews student data and makes instructional recommendations.  


Final Evaluation: 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 


implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 


of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 
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[M.E.4] 
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf         
formative observation 
template.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample Intermediate formative 
observations.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
Sample Primary formative 
observations.pdf        
Sample intermediate Journey 
Weekly and Benchmark SY14-
15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample Primary Journey Weekly 
and Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx     
 2015 sample Teacher Eval. with 
formative feedback.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                          
redacted evaluation.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
Signature pages original 
document.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                           
The PEAK School Teacher Eval. 
with formative feedback 
template .pdf      
Proposition 301Merit Pay 
Requirements.doc      
eval email 1.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
eval email 2.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
eval email 3.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
eval email 4.pdf        
sample Prop 301 Spring 2015.doc 
   


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how this process identifies 
individual strengths, weaknesses, and needs. 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 Observations/integrity checks - Lesson plan review is followed up with informal classroom 


observation/integrity checks (weekly) which are ongoing. Informal observations/integrity checks include the 


use of a checklist to ensure instruction is aligned with ACCRS and lesson plans.  Frequent feedback is provided 


to teachers regarding lesson plans and instructional practices to identify strengths, weaknesses and needs 


when comparing the lesson plan to the actual application of instruction in the classroom. 


 The data collected through multiple assessment procedures provides a measure of the outcome of instruction 


that clearly defines strengths, weaknesses and needs in the practice of instruction 


 Formal teacher evaluations are conducted, including a pre-observation conference, classroom observation 


(using an observation checklist), write up of the evaluation and feedback, and post-observation conference. 


Final Evaluation: 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 
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[M.F.5] 
formative observation 
template.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample Intermediate formative 
observations.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
Sample Primary 
formativeobservations.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                       
formative feedback.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                          
redacted evaluation.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
Signature pages original 
document.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                           
The PEAK School Teacher Eval. 
with formative feedback 
template .pdf                                                                                                                                                                                             
Mentor Notes.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Mentoring assignments SY 
16.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
 
  


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the Charter Holder 
provides feedback on strengths, weaknesses, and learning needs based on the evaluation of instructional practices. 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 Identification of strengths, weaknesses and needs in planning, preparation and ACCRS alignment are 


documented in a timely manner prior to personnel evaluation. 


 Observations/ integrity checks - Lesson plan review is followed up with informal classroom 


observations/integrity checks (weekly) which are ongoing. 


 Formal teacher evaluations are conducted, including a pre-observation conference, classroom observation 


(using an observation checklist), write up of the evaluation and feedback, and post-observation conference. 


 Mentor notes document specific feedback and guidance to teachers regarding weaknesses and teacher 


learning needs. 


Final Evaluation: 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 


[M.F.6] 
May 2015 Curric. Eval and 
Adoption Committee Agenda, 
Notes and Signatures.doc                                                                                                                                                                                    
Signatures May 2015.pdf       
 title I team meetimg.pdf 
Sample Common Core  
The PEAK School Comprehensive 
Needs Assessment 2011-
2012.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                    
The PEAK School Comprehensive 
Needs Assessment 2012-
2013(Autosaved).doc                                                                                                                                                                                         
The PEAK School Comprehensive 
Needs Assessment 2013-
2014(Autosaved).doc                                                                                                                                                                                         
The PEAK School Comprehensive 
Needs Assessment 2014-
2015.docx   


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the Charter Holder 
analyzes this information, what the data about quality of instruction tells the Charter Holder, and what the Charter 
Holder has done in response. 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 The process used for analysis includes the collection of data from formative and summative assessment 


results, the Administrative/Charter Holder Team process for curriculum evaluation (see Team Process Cycle 


chart) and information shared by the Title I and Data Chat Teams.   


 The Charter Holders and administration analyze information and provide feedback to further develop 


instructional quality. 


 Responses to both positive and negative data responses have been developed, including providing PD, 


assigning mentor/coach, merit pay, increased monitoring, written plan of improvement, non-renewal of 


contract.  


 Mentor notes document specific feedback and guidance to teachers regarding weaknesses and teacher 


learning needs. 


Final Evaluation: 
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Sample AIMS Summary Concept 
Performance Report     
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf       
 written plan of imporvement.doc  
Mentor Notes.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Mentoring assignments SY 
16.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 


[M.S.7] 
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx      
Sample Common Core 
Performance Coach ELA.xlsx      
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx       
Sample intermediate Journey 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the Charter Holder 
monitors instruction to ensure it is meeting the needs of students with proficiency in the bottom 25%. 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 The PEAK School Charter Holders monitor the integration of ACCRS into instruction to ensure it is meeting the 


needs of students with proficiency in the bottom 25%/Non-Proficient Students. 


 The Administrative/Charter Holder Team reviews and monitors the systematic implementation of its adopted 


lesson planning system, English Language Arts (ELA) Programs, and mathematics programs. 


 Academic achievement data is collected/reviewed for all students in the bottom 25%, along with Data Chat Team 


summaries of individual student progress. This monitoring by the Administrative/Charter Holder Team is 


designed to ensure that each Bottom 25% student has effective instruction. 


Final Evaluation: 







 


Monitoring Instruction Page 6 of 8    


 


Weekly and Benchmark SY14-
15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample Primary Journey Weekly 
and Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx       
math fluency.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
universal screening data school 
wide fall - Copy (2).xlsx   
Data Wall Intermediate 
SY14.15.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Data Wall Primary SY14.15.doc    
Accelerated Math Library 
adapted to meet individual 
student needs.pdf       
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf       
My Reading Coach 
intermediate.pdf 
My Reading Coach primary 
sample.pdf    
Journeys_Literacy-Tool-
Kit_Lesson_Cards_Sampler.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                             
Reading Tool Kit.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                           
toolkit info page 54.pdf    
Intermediate ELA Lesson(2).pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
Intermediate Math Lesson3.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Primary Math Lesson(1).pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     
Primary ELA Lesson.pdf        
star data.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Star Math diagnostic sample.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
STAR Math Extract 2015-10-8.xlsx 
Star Math diagnostic sample.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                               


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 
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[M.S.8] 
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx   
AZELLA Data.xlsx    
Sample Common Core 
Performance Coach ELA.xlsx   
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx  
 data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf      
 Sample intermediate Journey 
Weekly and Benchmark SY14-
15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample Primary Journey Weekly 
and Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx  
Data Wall Intermediate 
SY14.15.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Data Wall Primary SY14.15.doc  
 stage 2 ILLP pre-emergent to 
emergent.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                       
Student ILLP Sample.pdf    
 Intermediate ELA Lesson(2).pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
Intermediate Math Lesson3.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Primary Math Lesson(1).pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     
Primary ELA Lesson.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                            


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the Charter Holder 
monitors instruction to ensure it is meeting the needs of English Language Learners (ELLs). 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 The PEAK School Charter Holders monitor the integration of ACCRS into instruction to ensure it is meeting the 


needs of English Language Learners (ELLs).  


 The Administrative/Charter Holder Team reviews and monitors the systematic implementation of its adopted 


lesson planning system, English Language Arts (ELA) Programs, and mathematics programs. 


 Academic achievement data is collected/reviewed for ELL Students, along with Data Chat Team summaries of 


individual ELL student progress. This monitoring by the Administrative/Charter Holder Team is designed to 


ensure that each ELL student has effective instruction. 


Final Evaluation: 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 


[M.S.9] 
  


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the Charter Holder 
monitors instruction to ensure it is meeting the needs of Free and Reduced Lunch (FRL) students. 
 


Not Applicable – FRL rates higher than 65% 
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[M.S.10] 
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx    
May 2015 Curric. Eval and 
Adoption Committee Agenda, 
Notes and Signatures.doc                                                                                                                                                                                    
Signatures May 2015.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
Sample Common Core 
Performance Coach ELA.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark 
math data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample intermediate Journey 
Weekly and Benchmark SY14-
15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample Primary Journey Weekly 
and Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                           
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf 
quarterly intermediate.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
quarterly primary.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                           
Weekly SPED Report .pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                            
Intermediate ELA Lesson(2).pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
Intermediate Math Lesson3.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Primary Math Lesson(1).pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     
Primary ELA Lesson.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the Charter Holder 
monitors instruction to ensure it is meeting the needs of students with disabilities. 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 The PEAK School Charter Holders monitor the integration of ACCRS into instruction to ensure it is meeting the 


needs of students with disabilities (SPED).  


 The Administrative/Charter Holder Team reviews and monitors the systematic implementation of its adopted 


lesson planning system, English Language Arts (ELA) programs, and mathematics programs. 


 Academic achievement data collected/reviewed at all three tiers, along with Data Chat team summaries of 


individual student progress reports, and weekly SPED reports of progress re IEP goals, are monitored by 


Charter Holders to ensure that each student with a disability has effective instruction. 


 The Data Chat Teams monitor the progress of students with disabilities (SPED) over time using specific 


intervention/assessment procedures (RtI) and keeping consistent records of individual students 


data/anecdotal notes. 


Final Evaluation: 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the required 
elements, and thus are evaluated as insufficient. 
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Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Site Visit Inventory 
Charter Holder Name: The PEAK School, Inc.                       
School Name:  The PEAK School 


Site Visit Date:  November 12 2015 
Required for:  Renewal 
Evaluation Criteria Area: Professional Development  


 
Document Name/Identification Intended Purpose and Discussion Outcome 
[P.P.1] 
 
May 2015 Curric. Eval and Adoption 
Commitee Agenda, Notes and 
Signatures.doc                                                                                                                                                                                    
SIgnatures May 2015.pdf      
Sample Commom Core Performance 
Coach ELA.xlsx      
formative observation template.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample Intermediate formative 
observations.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
Sample Primary formative 
observations.pdf  
Sample intermediate Jouney Weekly 
and Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample Primary Jouney Weekly and 
Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx           
Sample intermediate Jouney Weekly 
and Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample Primary Jouney Weekly and 
Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx        
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data 
PEAK School Needs Assessment 
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf 
certificates.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
training certifcates 2015 2016.pdf     
Teacher Survey summary 2014-15.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Teacher Survey Template.doc        
Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for 
Math and ELA                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                        
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                              


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: the Charter Holder’s 
professional development plan 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 
 
• Identifies and provides professional development that is: 1. based on teachers' needs and areas 


determined to be of high importance, 2. based on the needs of subgroups (Bottom 25%,  ELL, FRL, SPED), 
3. designed to support teachers' implementation of new learning, and; 4. focused on monitoring and 
follow-up of strategies learned to ensure implementation.   


• Provide and/or support professional development that is aligned with The PEAK School's adopted 
curriculum and Comprehensive Models of School Reform, PMP, and ADE mandates through summer 
trainings, beginning of the year trainings, trainings throughout the year during common planning periods, 
conference and workshop attendance. 


 
Final Evaluation: 
☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the 
required elements, and thus are evaluated as 
insufficient. 


[P.P.2] 
 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the professional 
development plan was developed 
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Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark math 
data.xlsx       
Church-Bland-and-Church-2010.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
HMH Current Research 
ProfessionalDevelopmentResearch.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                        
HMH Journeys Instruction.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
model of PDED464112.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
nsdcstudy2009.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
sii-guidance-for-priority-focus-pre-
intervention-2014-2015-v-18.pdf                  
Agenda and Notes  May meeting re 
Professional Dev 
title I team meetimg.pdf          
SIgnatures May 2015.pdf   
Sample Commom Core Performance 
Coach ELA.xlsx  
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark math 
data.xlsx      
formative observation template.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample Intermediate formative 
observations.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
Sample Primary formative 
observations.pdf       
Sample intermediate Journey Weekly 
and Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample Primary Journey Weekly and 
Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx   
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data  
staff back to work letter and agenda 
15-16.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                       
PEAK School Needs Assessment 
schedule of specials.xlsx        
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf 
Parent Survey 2014-15 summary.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                               


 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 
• The PEAK School's professional development plan was developed through a collaborative Team process.  


This process uses team-based (Title I Team and Administrative/Charter Holder Team) analyses and 
decision making processes with the components of:  data collection from multiple sources; on-going 
meetings to review, discuss and analyze data; identification of strengths and weaknesses; identification of 
targets, goals and system modifications; specific plan updates including timelines; and, identification of 
calendared reviews. 


• In the process of establishing The PEAK School's Professional Development Plan, the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team considered literature in best practices of professional development.  
From this literature effective strategies for teacher learning were identified.  


 
Final Evaluation: 
☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the 
required elements, and thus are evaluated as 
insufficient. 
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Parent Survey Template.doc  
2015-2016 School Calendar.doc      
Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
[P.P.3] 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark math 
data.xlsx       
HMH Journeys Instruction.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Agenda and Notes  May meeting re 
Professional Dev 
title I team meetimg.pdf          
SIgnatures May 2015.pdf   
Sample Commom Core Performance 
Coach ELA.xlsx  
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark math 
data.xlsx      
formative observation template.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample Intermediate formative 
observations.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
Sample Primary formative 
observations.pdf       
Sample intermediate Journey Weekly 
and Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample Primary Journey Weekly and 
Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx   
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data  
staff back to work letter and agenda 
15-16.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                       
PEAK School Needs Assessment 
schedule of specials.xlsx        
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf 
Parent Survey 2014-15 summary.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                               


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the professional 
development plan is aligned with instructional staff learning needs 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 
• A Professional Development Needs Assessment for Teachers and Paraprofessionals of Title I and Students 


with Academic Deficits (Staff Survey) has been developed by PEAK School to align instructional staff 
learning needs with professional development plan structure..   


Final Evaluation: 
☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the 
required elements, and thus are evaluated as 
insufficient. 
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Parent Survey Template.doc  
2015-2016 School Calendar.doc      
Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA   
Teacher Survey summary 2014-15.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Teacher Survey Template.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
[P.P.4] 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark math 
data.xlsx      
 AZELLA Data.xlsx      
BOY sign in sheets.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          
training agenda start of year.doc       
Sample Commom Core Performance 
Coach ELA.xlsx 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the plan addresses 
areas of high importance 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 
• The PEAK Professional Development plan addresses “areas of high importance” identified by the PEAK 


School Administrative/Charter Holders Team as sections in the ASCSB dashboard not meeting ASCSB 
standards. 


• Specific PD has been developed to address areas of high importance as identified on the needs 
assessment and staff surveys.  


Final Evaluation: 
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  formative observation template.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample Intermediate formative 
observations.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
Sample Primary formative 
observations.pdf 
 Sample intermediate Jouney Weekly 
and Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample Primary Jouney Weekly and 
Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx  
Galileo fall SY 15-16.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
Universal Screening SY 14 15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
Universal screening and Galileo data 
for DSP SY 15-16 .docx                                                                                                                                                                                                     
universal screening dataschool wide 
fal 15l.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Universal Screening isteep data SY 14-
15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
universal screening isteep data SY 15-
16.xlsx     
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf 
 stage 2 ILLP pre emergent to 
emergent.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                       
Student ILLP Sample.pdf    
 Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for 
Math and ELA 
illp implementation training.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
illp.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                        
training agenda ILLP highlighted.doc             
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the 
required elements, and thus are evaluated as 
insufficient. 
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[P.I.5] 
 
August 19th staff.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                                           
meeting sign in pages .pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
Oct. 7th Staff Meeting.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
Sept p  Staff professional 
develop,emtSign in.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                               
upadatedAugust 12th.docx  
formative observation template.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample Intermediate formative 
observations.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
Sample Primary formative 
observations.pdf    
2015 sample Teacher Eval. with 
formative feedback.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                          
redacted evaluation.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
SIgnature pages original document.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                           
The PEAK School Teacher Eval. with 
formative feedback template .pdf       
 Proposition 301Merit Pay 
Requirements.doc           
Mentor Notes.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Mentoring assignments SY 16.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                               


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the Charter Holder 
supports high quality implementation of the strategies learned in professional development sessions  
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 
• Modeling of strategies by the trainer (as needed), imitation of the modeled strategies by the classroom 


teacher, structured observations that address the salient components of the training, informal walk-
throughs and feedback that reinforces what is working and provides ideas on how to proceed in areas 
that need additional rehearsal. 


• Tools for successful implementation also include a checklist of components describing the strategy in 
detail, collaborative discussion in team meetings, assignment of a veteran mentor teacher to the teacher 
in training and planning with other staff similarly implementing new learning. 


 
Final Evaluation: 
☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the 
required elements, and thus are evaluated as 
insufficient. 


[P.I.6] 
 
May 2015 Curric. Eval and Adoption 
Commitee Agenda, Notes and 
Signatures.doc                                                                                                                                                                                    
SIgnatures May 2015.pdf     
 title I team meetimg.pdf           
 staff back to work letter and agenda 
15-16.doc         
 PEAK School Needs Assessment 
Mentor Notes.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Mentoring assignments SY 16.docx      
staff list and Assignments.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                        
 
  
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the Charter Holder 
provides the resources that are necessary for high quality implementation  
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 
• Resources provided by the Charter Holders and Administration include identification of staff exerts to 


provide training, identification of other resources, providing a full-time instructional leader, assigning an 
ELL coordinator and HCY, a part time SPED teacher, veteran/mentor teachers.  


Final Evaluation: 
☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the 
required elements, and thus are evaluated as 
insufficient. 
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Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark math 
data.xlsx 
Sample Common Core Performance 
Coach ELA.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                     
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark math 
data.xlsx       
  2015 sample Teacher Eval. with 
formative feedback.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                          
redacted evaluation.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
Signature pages original document.pdf       


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the Charter Holder 
monitors the implementation of the strategies learned in professional development sessions  
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 
• Observations of classrooms (completed by Director/Lead Teacher) where and when specific strategies are 


being applied in class to assess what is visibly in use. This procedure will follow each Professional 
development activity. 


• Walk throughs/Integrity Checks and Implementation/Monitoring checklists. 


• Review of on-going student assessment data. 


• Formal Teacher evaluation. 


• Lesson Plan Review - Lesson plan review (completed by Director/Lead Teacher) identifies the teacher's 
intent to implement the strategy already identified and procedures, that may or may not be sufficient in 
successful strategy implementation.    


• Consultation/Coaching before and after observations. 


Final Evaluation: 
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 The PEAK School Teacher Eval. with 
formative feedback template .  
formative observation template.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample Intermediate formative 
observations.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
Sample Primary formative 
observations.pdf            • Sample 
intermediate Journey Weekly and 
Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample Primary Journey Weekly and 
Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx   
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data                                    
data chat intermediate.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
data chat primary.pdf    
Mentor Notes.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Mentoring assignments SY 16.docx  
Intermediate ELA Lesson(2).pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
Intermediate Math Lesson3.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Primary Math Lesson(1).pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     
Primary ELA Lesson.pdf    
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
                                                                                                                                                                                                 
 
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                               


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the 
required elements, and thus are evaluated as 
insufficient. 


[P.M.8] 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark math 
data.xlsx 
Sample Common Core Performance 
Coach ELA.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                     
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark math 
data.xlsx       


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the Charter Holder 
monitors and follows-up with instructional staff to support and develop implementation of the strategies learned 
in professional development 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 
• Review of information collected from key staff regarding: Informal classroom observations, walk-


throughs/integrity checks, implementation checklists, review of on-going student assessment data, 
formal teacher evaluation and lesson plan review. 


• Follow-up with instructional staff to support and develop implementation of strategies takes place on 
Wednesdays during staff meetings or professional learning community meetings. 


• Follow-up in implementation is focused on the procedures needed to maintain implementation with 
development and adaptation issues being addressed as needed. 


Final Evaluation: 
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  2015 sample Teacher Eval. with 
formative feedback.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                          
redacted evaluation.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
Signature pages original document.pdf       
 The PEAK School Teacher Eval. with 
formative feedback template .  
formative observation template.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample Intermediate formative 
observations.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
Sample Primary formative 
observations.pdf            • Sample 
intermediate Journey Weekly and 
Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample Primary Journey Weekly and 
Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx   
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data                                    
data chat intermediate.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
data chat primary.pdf    
Mentor Notes.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Mentoring assignments SY 16.docx  
Intermediate ELA Lesson(2).pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
Intermediate Math Lesson3.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
Primary Math Lesson(1).pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     
Primary ELA Lesson.pdf    
PLC agendas and info 


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the 
required elements, and thus are evaluated as 
insufficient. 
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[P.S.9] 
 
Tracy Staff calendar  
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark math 
data.xlsx        
May 2015 Curric. Eval and Adoption 
Committee Agenda, Notes and 
Signatures.doc                                                                                                                                                                                    
Signatures May 2015.pdf      
training agenda bottom 25% 
highlighted.doc        
bottom 25.pdf    
Sample Common Core Performance 
Coach ELA. 
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark math 
data.xlsx    
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf 
Sample intermediate Journey Weekly 
and Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample Primary Journey Weekly and 
Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx   
iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing 
assessment data STAR Math 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data 
Data Wall Intermediate SY14.15.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Data Wall Primary SY14.15.doc          
Accelerated Math Library adapted to 
meet individual student needs..pdf           
My Reading Coach intermediate.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
My Reading Coach primary sample.pdf          
Star Math diagnostic sample.docx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                              


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the professional 
development plan ensures that instructional staff receives the type of development required to meet the needs of 
students with proficiency in the bottom 25%. 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 
• The PEAK professional development plan ensures that instructional staff receives the type of professional 


development required to meet the needs of students with proficiency in the bottom 25%/non-proficient 
students. 


• Professional development activities are conducted through summer trainings, beginning of the year 
trainings, trainings throughout the year during common planning periods, conference and workshop 
attendance. 


• Compulsory topics required for training in the areas of supporting bottom 25% /non-proficient students 
include: assessment options, teacher intervention, electronic lesson planning, instructional strategies and 
supplemental materials 


Final Evaluation: 
☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the 
required elements, and thus are evaluated as 
insufficient. 
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[P.S.10] 
 
Tracy Staff Calendar  
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark math 
data.xlsx        
May 2015 Curric. Eval and Adoption 
Committee Agenda, Notes and 
Signatures.doc                                                                                                                                                                                    
Signatures May 2015.pdf      
AZELLA Data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Sample Common Core Performance 
Coach ELA. 
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark math 
data.xlsx    
data chat intermediate.pdf 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the professional 
development plan ensures that instructional staff receives the type of development required to meet the needs of 
English Language Learners (ELLs) 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 


 
• Professional Development activities are scheduled through summer trainings, beginning of the year 


trainings, trainings throughout the year during common planning periods, conference and workshop 
attendance. 


• Professional Development to support PEAK School staff is provided through an experienced ELL 
Coordinator  in interpreting Arizona English Language Learner Assessment (AZELLA) results, combining 
this data with other measures of language, math and reading, formulation of Individual Language Learner 
Plans (ILLPs), application of these plans and review of effectiveness based on student achievement 
outcomes. 


• Compulsory topics required for training in the areas of ELL include: evaluation, documentation, law and 
programs, teacher intervention strategies and supplemental materials. 


 
Final Evaluation: 
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data chat primary.pdf 
Sample intermediate Journey Weekly 
and Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample Primary Journey Weekly and 
Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx   
iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing 
assessment data STAR Math 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data 
Data Wall Intermediate SY14.15.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Data Wall Primary SY14.15.doc          
Accelerated Math Library adapted to 
meet individual student needs..pdf           
My Reading Coach intermediate.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
My Reading Coach primary sample.pdf          
Star Math diagnostic sample.docx 
illp implementation training.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
illp.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                        
stage 2 ILLP pre emergent to 
emergent.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                       
Student ILLP Sample.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
training agenda ILLP highlighted.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                            


☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the 
required elements, and thus are evaluated as 
insufficient. 


[P.S.11] 
n/a 


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the professional 
development plan ensures that instructional staff receives the type of development required to meet the needs of 
Free and Reduced Lunch (FRL) students 
 
Not applicable – FRL population above 65% 
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Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark math 
data.xlsx        
May 2015 Curric. Eval and Adoption 
Committee Agenda, Notes and 
Signatures.doc                                                                                                                                                                                    
Signatures May 2015.pdf      
AZELLA Data.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                
Sample Common Core Performance 
Coach ELA. 
Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered Primary and 
Intermediate.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                              
Sample intermediate benchmark math 
data.xlsx    
data chat intermediate.pdf 
data chat primary.pdf 
Sample intermediate Journey Weekly 
and Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx                                                                                                                                                                                                    
Sample Primary Journey Weekly and 
Benchmark SY14-15.xlsx   
iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing 
assessment data STAR Math 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data 
Data Wall Intermediate SY14.15.doc                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Data Wall Primary SY14.15.doc          
Accelerated Math Library adapted to 
meet individual student needs..pdf           
My Reading Coach intermediate.pdf                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
My Reading Coach primary sample.pdf          
Star Math diagnostic sample.docx 
  


Charter holder indicated the intended purpose of the document was to demonstrate: how the professional 
development plan ensures that instructional staff receives the type of development required to meet the needs of 
students with disabilities 
 
The documents provided demonstrate evidence of the following: 
• Professional development activities are scheduled through summer trainings, beginning of the year 


trainings, trainings throughout the year during common planning periods, conference and workshop 
attendance.   


• Compulsory topics required for training in the areas of Special Education (SPED) include: evaluation, 
documentation, law and programs, teacher intervention strategies and supplemental materials. 


Final Evaluation: 
☒ Documents presented serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described 
processes, and thus are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ Documents presented do not demonstrate evidence 
of implementation of processes to address the 
required elements, and thus are evaluated as 
insufficient. 
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Demonstration of Sufficient Progress 
DSP Report  


 
Charter Holder Name: Ronald and Paula Drossman 
School(s): The PEAK School, Inc. 
Date Submitted: 9/26/15 
Purpose of Demonstration of Sufficient Progress (check one):  


☐ Annual Monitoring  
☐ Interval Review 


 X☐ Renewal  
 ☐ Failing School 
 ☐ Expansion Request 
Academic Dashboard Year (check all that apply):  


X☐ FY2013   
X☐ FY2014 


 
Directions: 
1. Locate and download “Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Process and Instructions” from the 


Board’s website or the Help files on ASBCS Online. Read the instructions carefully and view the 
DSP Online Technical Assistance presentation before starting.  
1. To locate the “Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Process and Instructions” on the 


Board’s website:  
1. Go to the Arizona State Board for Charter Schools website (www.asbcs.az.gov) 
2. Locate the “For Charter School Operators” section in the middle of the page.  
3. Select the “Performance Expectations & Reviews” link.  
4. Select the “Academic Interventions” tab.  
5. Scroll down to the “Demonstration of Sufficient Progress” section.  
6. Locate and download the “Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Process and 


Instructions”. 
 


2. To locate the “Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Process and Instructions” on ASBCS 
Online:  
1. Go to ASBCS Online (http://online.asbcs.az.gov)  
2. Log in using the user name and password of the Charter Representative 
3. If you do not remember your password, locate the “Forgot Password” icon on 


the log in page and click it to reset your password.  You will receive an email 
from the ASBCS System Administrator (charterschoolboard@asbcs.az.gov) with 
instructions. 



http://www.asbcs.az.gov/

http://online.asbcs.az.gov/

mailto:charterschoolboard@asbcs.az.gov
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4. Locate the “Help” section of the Dashboard.  
5. Select “Online Help” 
6. Locate and download the “Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Process and 


Instructions”. 
 


3. To locate the DSP Online Technical Assistance presentations on the Board’s website:  


1. Go to the Arizona State Board for Charter Schools website (www.asbcs.az.gov) 
2. Locate the “For Charter School Operators” section in the middle of the page.  
3. Select the “Performance Expectations & Reviews” link.  
4. Select the “Academic Interventions” tab.  
5. Scroll down to the “Demonstration of Sufficient Progress” section.  
6. Locate and click the link for the DSP Online Technical Assistance presentation 


you wish to view. 
 
2. Complete the template by providing a clear and concise written answer for each question. The 


suggested word count is no more than 400 words per question. In addition, list the names of all 
documents that serve as evidence of implementation of the process described in the answer. 
Reference evidence listed in the Charter Holder’s Performance Management Plan when listing 
evidence of implementation.    
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Area I: Data  


Charter Holders with multiple schools must complete the Data area for each school that received an 
Overall Rating of “Does Not Meet”, “Falls Far Below” or “No Rating” on the current Academic 
Dashboard.1 The Charter Holder must copy and paste the entire Data area for each school. 


School Name: __THE PEAK SCHOOL, INC.____CTDS 038702101___________ 


Dashboard Ratings for All Measures  


Measure 


Prior Year Dashboard Current Year Dashboard 


Data 
Required for 


Report 
Meets 


Exceeds 


Does Not 
Meet  


Falls Far 
Below  


No Rating 


Meets 


Exceeds 


Does Not 
Meet  


Falls Far 
Below  


No Rating 


Student Median Growth 
Percentile (SGP) - Math 


☐X ☐ ☐X ☐ ☐ 


Student Median Growth 
Percentile (SGP) – Reading 


☐ ☐X ☐ ☐X ☐X 


Student Median Growth 
Percentile (SGP), Bottom 25%,- 


Math 
☐X ☐ ☐X ☐ ☐ 


Student Median Growth 
Percentile (SGP), Bottom 25%,- 


Reading 
☐X ☐ ☐ ☐X ☐X 


Improvement – Math  


(Alternative High Schools Only)  
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


1 If the Charter Holder is completing the DSP process as part of an amendment or notification request, 
follow the directions provided in the amendment or notification instructions.  
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Improvement – Reading 
(Alternative High Schools Only) 


☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Percent Passing – Math ☐ ☐X ☐ ☐X ☐X 


Percent Passing – Reading ☐ ☐X ☐ ☐X ☐X 


Subgroup, ELL – Math ☐ ☐X ☐ ☐X ☐X 


Subgroup, ELL – Reading ☐ ☐X ☐ ☐X ☐X 


Subgroup, FRL – Math ☐ ☐X ☐X ☐ ☐X 


Subgroup, FRL – Reading ☐ ☐X ☐ ☐X ☐X 


Subgroup, students with 
disabilities – Math 


☐ ☐X ☐ ☐X ☐X 


Subgroup, students with 
disabilities – Reading 


☐ ☐X ☐ ☐X ☐X 


High School Graduation Rate ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Academic Persistence 
(Alternative Schools Only) 


☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


 


Data for All Applicable Measures and Subgroups 


1. What year-over-year comparative data generated from internal sources demonstrates 
improved academic performance in the current year as compared to the prior year? Describe 
and provide data for each measure that does not meet the Board’s standards in the relevant 
Academic Dashboards. Clearly label all data to demonstrate which measure(s) it addresses. 


 


Directions: Prepare graphs, tables, or data charts to include in the template that address all measures 
that do not meet the Board’s academic standards for either of the two most recent years. The Charter 
Holder must provide valid and reliable comparative year-over-year data and analysis generated from 
internal assessment sources that demonstrates and evaluates the change in academic performance for 
all required measures for the current and prior school years. The Charter Holder must provide data for 
each school operated by the Charter Holder that does not meet the Board’s academic expectations and 







Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report 


 


 Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report Template v.02/04/15  


5 


must: 


1. clearly label all data to demonstrate which measure(s) it addresses,  


2. provide data that is a valid and reliable  indicator for each measure, 


3. limit all data to no more than one page per measure per content per school, and 


4. redact all student identifiable information. 


 


 
Insert data here: 
Insert Student Median Growth Percentile (SGP) – Math data here:  
 


No Data Required  
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Insert Student Median Growth Percentile (SGP) – Reading data here: 
1a.1  Year(SY 13/14, & SY 14/15) to year (SY 15/16)comparison of foundational skills reading fluency assessment growth and movement toward proficiency. 


 
1a.2 Student foundational skills reading fluency growth and movement toward proficiency over the course of an instructional year(SY 14/15). 


 
1a.3 Student foundational skills reading comprehension growth year(SY14/15) to  year(SY 15/16), shows increased proficiency. 


  
1a.4 New Galileo standard based reading assessment current year(SY 15/16) data compared to historic foundational skills reading assessment current year (SY 15/16) 
data shows correlation in student proficiency results. 


   


14%


44%


42%


School Wide Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment  


Fall SY 13/14


16%


44%


40%


School Wide Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment


Fall SY 14/15


18%


51%


31%


School Wide Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment


Fall SY 15/16


16%


44%


40%


School Wide Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment


Fall SY 14/15


20%


57%


23%


School Wide Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment 


Winter SY 14/15


27%


52%


21%


School Wide Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment 


Spring SY 14/15


14%


40%


45%


School Wide ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension Assessment 
Fall SY 14/15


21%


48%


32%


School Wide ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension Assessment 
Fall SY 15/16


20%


48%


32%


School Wide ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension Assessment 
Fall SY 15/16


18%


51%


31%


School Wide Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment


Fall SY 15/16


28%


39%


33%


School Wide Galileo ELA 
Assessment Fall SY  15/16
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Insert Student Median Growth Percentile (SGP), Bottom 25%,- Math data here:  
 


No Data Required 
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Insert Student Median Growth Percentile (SGP), Bottom 25%,- Reading data here: 
1b.5 Year(SY14/15) to  year(SY 15/16), foundational skills reading fluency assessment progress of bottom 25% students shows student growth toward proficiency. 
 


 


1b.6  Year(SY14/15) to  year(SY 15/16), foundational skill comprehension assessment progress of bottom 25% students growth toward proficiency. 


 


 


1b.7 New Galileo standard based reading assessment current year(SY 15/16) data compared to historic foundational skills reading assessment current year  


(SY15/16)data shows correlation in student proficiency results. 


   


62%


38%


Bottom 25% Students Oral 
Reading Fluency 


Assessment 
Fall SY 14/15


77%


23%


Bottom 25% Students Oral 
Reading Fluency 


Assessment 
Fall SY 15/16


15%


31%54%


Bottom 25% Students ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension Assessment 
Fall SY 14/15


92%


8%


Bottom 25% Students ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension Assessment 
Fall SY 15/16


92%


8%


Bottom 25% Students ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension Assessment 
Fall SY 15/16


77%


23%


Bottom 25% Students Oral 
Reading Fluency 


Assessment 
Fall SY 15/16


62%


38%


Bottom 25% Students 
Galileo ELA Assessment 


Fall SY 15/16
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Insert Improvement – Math data here:  
(Alternative High Schools Only)  
 


No Data Required 
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Insert Improvement – Reading data here: No Data Required 
(Alternative High Schools Only) 
 


No Data Required 
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Insert Percent Passing – Math data here: 
2a.8  Year(SY 14/15) to year(SY 15/16), STAR Math assessment shows growth in the percentage of students that approach and meet proficiency. 
 


 


2a.9 Student STAR Math assessment growth and movement toward proficiency over the course of an instructional year(SY 14/15). 


 


 


2a.10. New Galileo Math standard based assessment current year (SY 15/16) data compared to historic STAR Math standard based assessment current year(SY15/16)  


data shows correlation in proficiency results. 


  


6%


21%


73%


School Wide STAR Math 
Assessment Fall SY 14/15


13%


25%
62%


School Wide STAR Math 
Assessment Fall SY 15/16


6%


21%


73%


School Wide STAR Math 
Assessment 


Fall SY 14/15


44%


26%


30%


School Wide STAR Math 
Assessment 


Spring SY 14/15


44%


26%


30%


School Wide STAR Math 
Assessment 


Spring SY 14/15


13%


25%
62%


School Wide STAR Math 
Assessment Fall SY 15/16


4%


22%


74%


School Wide Galileo Math 
Assessment Fall SY 15/16


25%


31%


44%


School Wide STAR Math 
Assessment 


Winter SY 14/15







Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report 


 


 Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report Template v.02/04/15  


12 


Insert Percent Passing – Reading data here: 
2a.11 Student foundational skills reading comprehension growth and movement toward proficiency over the course of an instructional year(SY 14/15). 


 
2a.12 Student foundational skills reading fluency growth and movement toward proficiency over the course of an instructional year(SY 14/15). 


 
2a.13 Year(SY14/15) to year(SY 15/16), comparison of foundational skills reading assessment growth and movement toward proficiency. 


 
2a.14 New Galileo standard based reading assessment current year (SY 15/16) data compared to historic foundational skills reading assessment current year (SY 15/16) 
data shows correlation in student proficiency results. 


   


14%


40%


46%


School Wide ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension Assessment 
Fall SY 14/15


30%


44%


26%


School Wide ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension Assessment 
Winter SY 14/15


36%


43%


21%


School Wide ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension Assessment 
Spring SY 14/15


16%


44%


40%


School Wide Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment


Fall SY 14/15


24%


36%


25%


School Wide Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment 


Winter SY 14/15


27%


52%


21%


School Wide Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment 


Spring SY 14/15


14%


40%


46%


School Wide ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension 
Assessment Fall SY 14/15


20%


48%


32%


School Wide ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension 
Assessment Fall SY 15/16


16%


44%


40%


School Wide Oral 
Reading Fluency 


Assessment
Fall SY 14/15


18%


51%


31%


School Wide Oral 
Reading Fluency 


Assessment
Fall SY 15/16


20%


48%


32%


School Wide ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension 
Assessment Fall SY 15/16


18%


51%


31%


School Wide Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment


Fall SY 15/16


28%


39%


33%


School Wide Galileo ELA 
Asessment Fall SY  15/16
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Insert Subgroup, ELL – Math data here 
2c.15 Year(SY14/15) to year(SY 15/16), STAR Math assessment shows growth in the percentage of students that approach and meet proficiency. 
 


 


2c.16 Student STAR Math assessment growth and movement toward proficiency over the course of an instructional year(SY 15/16). 


 


2c.17 New Galileo Math standard based assessment current  year (SY 15/16) data compared to historic STAR Math standard based assessment current year(SY15/16) 


 data shows correlation in proficiency results. 


  


11%


89%


ELL Students STAR Math 
Assessment Fall SY 14/15


22%


78%


ELL Students STAR Math 
Assessment Fall SY 15/16


11%


89%


ELL Students STAR Math 
Assessment 


Fall SY 14/15


10%


25%


65%


ELL Students STAR Math 
Assessment  


Winter SY 14/15


24%


24%
52%


ELL Students STAR Math 
Assessment 


Spring SY 14/15


22%


78%


ELL Students STAR Math 
Assessment Fall SY 15/16


7%


93%


ELL Students Galileo Math 
Assessment Fall SY 15/16
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Insert Subgroup, ELL – Reading data here:  
2c.18 Year(SY 14/15) to year(SY 15/16) comparison of foundational skills reading comprehension assessment growth and movement toward proficiency. 


 
2c.19 Year(SY 13/14, & SY 14/15) to year (SY 15/16) comparison of foundational skills reading fluency assessment growth and movement toward proficiency. 


 
2c.20 Student foundational skills reading fluency growth and movement toward proficiency over the course of an instructional year(SY 14/15). 


 
2c.21 New Galileo standard based reading assessment current year(SY15/16) data compared to historic foundational skills reading assessment current year(SY 15/16)  
data shows correlation in student proficiency results. 


  


17%


83%


ELL Students ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension Assessment 
Fall SY 14/15


43%


57%


ELL Students ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension Assessment 
Fall SY 15/16


35%


65%


ELL Students Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment 


Fall SY 13/14 5%


30%


65%


ELL Students Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment 


Fall SY 14/15


47%
53%


ELL Students Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment Fall 


SY 2015-2016


5%


30%


65%


ELL Students Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment 


Fall SY 14/15 8%


50%


42%


ELL Students Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment 


Winter SY 14/15


13%


54%


33%


ELL Students Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment 


Spring SY 14/15


47%
53%


ELL Students Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment Fall 


SY 2015-2016


43%


57%


ELL Students ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension Assessment 
Fall SY 15/16


36%


64%


ELL Students ELA Galileo 
Assessment Fall 15/16
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Insert Subgroup, FRL – Math data here:  
2c.22 Year(SY 14/15) to year(SY 15/16)  STAR Math assessment showing growth in the percentage of students that approach proficiency. 
 


 


2c.23 Student STAR Math assessment growth and movement toward proficiency over the course of an instructional year(SY 14/15). 


 


2c.24 New Galileo Math standard based assessment current year(SY 15/16) data compared to historic STAR Math standard based assessment current year(SY15/16) 
data shows correlation in proficiency results. 


  


4%


20%


76%


FRL Students STAR Math 
Assessment Fall SY 14/15


12%


24%


64%


FRL Students STAR Math 
Assessment Fall SY 15/16


4%


20%


76%


FRL Students STAR Math 
Assessment Fall SY 14/15


24%


30%


47%


FRL Students STAR Math 
Assessment 


Winter SY 14/15


42%


24%


34%


FRL Students STAR Math 
Assessment 


Spring SY 14/15


12%


24%


64%


FRL Students STAR Math 
Assessment Fall SY 15/16


2%


21%


78%


FRL Students Galileo Math 
Assessment Fall SY 15/16
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Insert Subgroup, FRL – Reading data here:  
2c.25 Year(SY14/15) to year(SY15/16) comparison of foundational skills reading comprehension assessment growth and movement toward proficiency. 


 
2c.26 Student foundational skills reading comprehension growth and movement toward proficiency over the course of an instructional year(SY 14/15). 


 
2c.27 Student foundational skills reading fluency growth and movement toward proficiency over the course of an instructional year(SY 14/15). 


 
2c.28 New Galileo standard based reading assessment current year(SY 15/16) data compared to historic foundational skills reading assessment current year (SY 15/16)  
data shows correlation in student proficiency results. 


  


11%


42%


47%


FRL Students ISTEEP Sentence 
Maze Reading Comprehension 


Assessment Fall SY 14/15


20%


30%
50%


FRL Students ISTEEP Sentence 
Maze Reading Comprehension 


Assessment Fall SY 15/16


11%


35%47%


FRL Students ISTEEP Sentence 
Maze Reading Comprehension 


Assessment Fall SY 14/15


25%


49%


25%


FRL Students ISTEEP Sentence 
Maze Reading Comprehension 
Assessment Winter SY 14/15


28%


45%


19%


FRL Students ISTEEP Sentence 
Maze Reading Comprehension 
Assessment Spring SY 14/15


16%


42%


42%


FRL Students Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment 


Fall SY 14/15


20%


53%


28%


FRL Students Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment 


Winter SY 14/15


26%


50%


24%


FRL Students Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment 


Spring SY 14/15


20%


30%51%


FRL Students ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension Assessment 
Fall SY 15/16


12%


48%


39%


FRL Students Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment 


Fall SY 15/16


27%


36%


36%


FRL Students ELA Galileo 
Assessment Fall 14/15
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Insert Subgroup, students with disabilities – Math data here:  
2c.29 Year(SY 14/15) to year(SY15/16) STAR Math assessment showing growth in the percentage of students that approach and meet proficiency. 
 


 


2c.30 Student STAR Math assessment growth and movement toward proficiency over the course of an instructional year(SY 14/15). 


 


2c.31 New Galileo Math standard based assessment current year (SY 15/16) data compared to historic STAR Math standard based assessment current year(SY15/16)  


data shows correlation in proficiency results. 


   


100%


SPED Students STAR Math 
Assessment Fall SY 14/15


10%
10%


80%


SPED Students STAR Math 
Assessment Fall SY 15/16


100%


SPED Students STAR Math 
Assessment Fall SY 14/15


100%


SPED Students STAR Math 
Assessment 


Winter SY 14/15


20%


80%


SPED Students STAR Math 
Assessment 


Spring SY 14/15


10%
10%


80%


SPED Students STAR Math 
Assessment Fall SY 15/16


100%


SPED Students Galileo 
Math Assessment 


Fall SY 15/16
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Insert Subgroup, students with disabilities – Reading data here: 
2c.32 Year(SY 14/15) to year(SY 15/16) comparison of foundational skills reading comprehension assessment growth and movement toward proficiency.


 
2c.33 Student foundational skills reading comprehension growth and movement toward proficiency over the course of an instructional year(SY 14/15). 


 
2c.34 Student foundational skills reading fluency growth and movement toward proficiency over the course of an instructional year(SY 14/15). 


 
2c.35 New Galileo standard based reading assessment current year(SY 15/16) data compared to historic foundational skills reading assessment current year(SY 15/16)  
data shows correlation in student proficiency results. 


  


25%


13%63%


SPED Students ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension 
Assessment Fall SY 14/15


13%


38%
50%


SPED Students ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension 
Assessment Fall SY 15/16


25%


75%


SPED Students Oral 
Reading Fluency 


Assessment 
Fall SY 14/15


58%


42%


SPED Students Oral 
Reading Fluency 


Assessment 
Fall SY 15/16


25%


12%63%


SPED Students ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension Assessment 
Fall SY 14/15


18%


27%55%


SPED Students ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension Assessment 
WInter SY 14/15


18%


27%55%


SPED Students ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension Assessment 
Spring SY 14/15


25%


75%


SPED Students Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment 


Fall SY 14/15


7%


29%


64%


SPED Students Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment 


Winter SY 14/15


53%


47%


SPED Students Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment 


Spring SY  14/15


58%


42%


SPED Students Oral Reading 
Fluency Assessment 


Fall SY 15/16


13%


38%
50%


SPED Students ISTEEP 
Sentence Maze Reading 


Comprehension Assessment 
Fall SY 15/16


17%


33%
50%


SPED Students ELA Galileo 
Assessment Fall 15/16
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Insert High School Graduation Rate data here:  
 


No Data Required 
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Insert Academic Persistence data here:  
(Alternative Schools Only) 
 


No Data Required 
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Valid and Reliable Data 


5. How does the Charter Holder know that the data described above is a valid and reliable 
indicator for each measure on the Academic Dashboard that does not meet the Board’s 
standards? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


The Charter Holders know that the data described above is a valid and reliable indicator for each measure 
on the academic dashboard that does not meet the Board's Standards because:  


1.  PEAK's data is derived from measures that are standard based assessments (The Research Foundation 
for STAR Assessments, alignment document - see INSERT A), (Assessment Tools in the 21st Century re 
Galileo standard based assessments) or approximations of standard based assessments (Arizona 
Department of Education ACCRS ELA Standards (Common Core) addressing reading fluency and 
comprehension potentially aligned to iSTEEP assessment - see INSERT B). 


2.  Its' assessments reasonably predict student growth and proficiency as will occur on State mandated 
testing.   


3.  Each assessment has measures with calculations of growth on State Standards and measures that 
describe proficiency of performance on State Standards.   


4.  Assessments used address all sub-groups on appropriate grade level standards.   


The references  the PEAK School teams use in determining if materials for assessment purposes are 
sufficiently reliable and valid include: 


1.  A review of technical manuals and blueprints from publishers; 


2.  A review of independent literature and publications that address the issues of reliability and validity of 
assessment tools; 


3.  Observations and interviews at successful Arizona Charter Schools having similar demographics and 
high test proficiency rates (as determined by the Arizona Charter School Association) to determine 
patterns of effective school standard based assessments and/or processes; 


4.  Field testing by PEAK School Staff of potentially effective assessment procedures and/or processes to 
be considered for adoption; 


5.  Team work to monitor the correlation between new adoptions and rates of proficiency/growth on State 
Standard testing that provide actionable data for teachers. Sources include: Data Chat Team analysis of 
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State mandated testing, universal screening data, teacher anecdotal notes and observations, as they 
compare to State mandated test results in the areas of growth and proficiency. 


The PEAK School has adapted to an on-going evolutionary process of adjusting its assessment tools that 
measure academic proficiency and growth on the Arizona State Standards for students (ACCRS).  These 
adjustments  prioritize selection of measures that predict outcomes in academic growth in students and 
proficiency in mastering State Standards.  These parallel the adjustments in the State of Arizona's process 
in developing accountability systems for public education K-12.  This evolutionary process (over the last 
14 years), as it has occurred at The PEAK School, has served to further refine the quality of instruments 
and processes used to determine reliable and valid measures of proficiency and growth in reading and 
mathematics on State Standards testing. 


 A timeline of this process clarifies the critical steps that have occurred.  To begin, as outlined in PEAK'S  
Charter Contract, at its inception PEAK attempted to identify and to predict student academic outcomes 
on Arizona State Standards using electronic learning management systems.  The first attempt at using 
electronic learning management systems occurred during the 2002-2003 school year.  During this time, 
PEAK adopted and implemented Galileo as it was first available for use by Arizona elementary schools.  
As with many technology products during the early stages, there were many difficulties in implementing 
the system. PEAK also adopted at its inception, a computer based program developed in Arizona by two 
researchers from Tucson Unified Schools, My Reading Coach (published by Mindplay) as a means of 
standards based assessment through the use of reading benchmarks that appeared to be linked to Arizona 
State Standards for Students.  These benchmarks were also effective predictors of the rate of student 
proficiency and growth when comparing the results to the Arizona Instrument to Measure Standards 
(AIMS).   


PEAK also implemented the Core Knowledge Sequence (Fall, 2002) which provided sequential content 
that exceeded many of the initial expectations of the Arizona State Standards at the time.  Additionally, 
Core Knowledge summative assessments were available.  This aligned with an electronic lesson planning 
system (Administrative Rescue Kit (ARK)) that organized both State Standards and The Core Knowledge 
Sequence. This was the beginning of PEAK's attempt to address the need for standards based assessment. 


In 2003 the PEAK School was awarded a four year Arizona Department of Education grant as part of the 
State Improvement Grant (SIG) to form the Northern Arizona Educational Consortium (NAEC). This 
grant was focused on providing assistance to Charter Schools in Northern Arizona by improving 
assessment and instruction of under-served, at-risk students.  One of NAEC's primary objectives was 
providing technical assistance to administration and teachers in standard based measurement of Arizona 
State Standards in math and reading, as a means of monitoring progress of targeted students. 


During the 4th year of this Grant (SIG) an additional goal was established by the Arizona Department of 
Education.  This additional goal focused on dissemination of  techniques used in Response to Intervention 
(RtI).  This project was designed by Dr Joe Witt, Professor at Louisiana State University. The project 







Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report 


 


 Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report Template v.02/04/15  


23 


(AKA The Arizona Model) was to disseminate RtI, using evidence-based assessment procedures that 
were highly predictive of positive outcomes on Arizona State Standards.  Dr. Witt later became the chief 
consultant for the RtI Arizona Model in the establishment of this process in Arizona. 


Dissemination of materials used in the Arizona Model by Dr. Witt became nationally circulated by a 
private publisher, iSTEEP.  An independent study by the Louisiana Department of Education assessed 
and approved iSTEEP assessment materials in reading and mathematics for the purpose of Common Core 
Standards assessment for the State of Louisiana.  The rating system used in this external review of 
iSTEEP assessments of reading and math were given the highest quality approval by the State of 
Louisiana.  This independent vetting and Arizona Department of Education's approval led PEAK School 
to consider field testing and adoption of these materials.  


In the 2003-2004 school year PEAK adopted Renaissance Learning's Accelerated Math program.  
Accelerated Math consists of libraries of Arizona State Standards for each grade level.  The process used 
is to assess each State Standard through individual student assessments designed to determine mastery or 
growth towards mastery of the Standards.  These assessments became effective benchmarks in focusing 
teacher instruction as well as in preparing students for State mandated testing.   


Later, the PEAK School adopted Renaissance Learning's STAR Math as a means of diagnosing academic 
concerns to identify the particular Standards in Accelerated Math that were targeted for further 
instruction.   


In 2006, The PEAK School was the single awardee (for non SEAs) of the U.S. Department of Education's 
Charter School Office Dissemination Grant.  This grant was designed to provide technical assistance to 
Charter Schools throughout Arizona in the areas of learning management systems, RtI, and Core 
Knowledge.  The focus of grant trainers (at PEAK School) was on providing assistance to Charter School 
personnel in how to use technology to assess and address student needs towards proficiency on State 
Standards.  Extensive professional development was provided to PEAK School trainers by experts in the 
field of assessments (Burch and Drossman). 


STAR Math was adopted (2012) in its updated form as a web based intermediate assessment of State 
Standards in Math.  This assessment is aligned with Arizona State Standards/AIMS and later with 
Common Core Standards and testing to provide predictive capabilities regarding student outcomes on 
testing of State Standards.  The alignment of the test items is described in the attached document.   (See 
Attachment A).  Additional independent research is available through the National Center on Response to 
Intervention and The National Center on Intensive Intervention at American Institutes for Research.   


The PEAK School's evolution of curriculum assessment has been directed through a combination of 
independent research and training through experts in the field during professional conferences at both the 
State and National level.  These meetings include National Association of School Psychologists, Core 
Knowledge Conference, Leading Change Conference, Arizona and National Charter School Association 
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Conferences and Council for Exceptional Children Conference.  Additionally, the use of  disaggregation 
of data, the systems for analysis, charting, and interpretation have been supported through experts at the 
ACSA Center for Student Achievement.  The PEAK School also continues to employ a Nationally and 
Arizona State Certified School Psychologist who has expertise in the area of standards based assessment 
and data analysis.   


In our latest adjustment (current School Year -15/16) The PEAK School began field testing of Galileo K-
12 on-line assessments (ATI).  These use the same testing and blueprint protocols as the AzMerit Reading 
and Math and AIMS Science assessments, providing valid and reliable data aligned to the specific 
Arizona State Standards (ACCRS).  Additionally, Galileo Assessments have  predictive validity and 
forecasting of accuracy of risk levels. This is accomplished by ATI following an uploading of Statewide 
test data for individual students and then placed into the Galileo data base. The predictive validity 
examined is then correlated between the State test results and student scores.  Classification of different 
risk levels are then prepared for use in determining the degree of student intervention necessary.  Critical 
information regarding AtI/Galileo reliability and validity is provided along with references for 
independent research (Bergen, Sacks, et. al.) 


The timeline described in this document provides evidence of both the intent of the PEAK School and the 
actions taken to continuously improve its assessment of State Standards in Math and Reading. This 
evolution and refinement certainly improves the validity and reliability of assessments and strength of 
data.  
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Kindergarten – 2nd Grade  
Arizona Reading Standards – Foundational Skills 


Reading Standards: Foundational Skills K–2 


These standards are directed toward fostering students’ understanding and working knowledge of concepts of 
print, the alphabetic principle, and other basic conventions of the English writing system. These foundational skills 
are not an end in and of themselves; rather, they are necessary and important components of an effective, 
comprehensive reading program designed to develop proficient readers with the capacity to comprehend texts 
across a range of types and disciplines. Instruction should be differentiated; good readers will need much less 
practice with these concepts than struggling readers will. The point is to teach students what they need to learn 
and not what they already know—to discern when particular children or activities warrant more or less attention.  


Note: In kindergarten, children are expected to demonstrate increasing awareness and competence in the areas 
that follow. 


Kindergarteners: Grade 1 students: Grade 2 students: 


Phonics and Word Recognition 


1. Know and apply grade-level 
phonics and word analysis 
skills in decoding words. 
a. Demonstrate basic 


knowledge of one-to-one 
letter-sound 
correspondences by 
producing the primary or 
many of the most 
frequent sound for each 
consonant. 


b. Associate the long and 
short sounds with 
common spellings 
(graphemes) for the five 
major vowels. 


c. Read common high-
frequency words by sight 
(e.g., the, of, to, you, she, 
my, is, are, do, does). 


d. Distinguish between 
similarly spelled words by  
 
 
 
 


3. Know and apply grade-level 
phonics and word analysis 
skills in decoding words. 
a. Know the spelling-sound 


correspondences for 
common consonant 
digraphs. 


b. Decode regularly spelled 
one-syllable words.  


c. Know final -e and common 
vowel team conventions 
for representing long 
vowel sounds. 


d. Use knowledge that every 
syllable must have a vowel 
sound to determine the 
number of syllables in a 
printed word. 


e. Decode two-syllable 
words following basic 
patterns by breaking the 
words into syllables. 


 
 
 


INSERT B 


3. Know and apply grade-level 
phonics and word analysis 
skills in decoding words. 
a. Distinguish long and short 


vowels when reading 
regularly spelled one-
syllable words. 


b. Know spelling-sound 
correspondences for 
additional common vowel 
teams. 


c. Decode regularly spelled 
two-syllable words with 
long vowels. 


d. Decode words with 
common prefixes and 
suffixes. 


e. Identify words with 
inconsistent but common 
spelling-sound 
correspondences. 


f. Recognize and read grade-
appropriate irregularly 
spelled words. (2.RF.3) 
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identifying the sounds of 
the letters that differ. 
(K.RF.3) 


f. Read words with 
inflectional endings. 


g. Recognize and read grade-
appropriate irregularly 
spelled words. (1.RF.3) 
 


Fluency 


4. Read emergent-reader texts 
with purpose and 
understanding. (K.RF.4) 


4. Read with sufficient accuracy 
and fluency to support 
comprehension. 
a. Read on-level text with 


purpose and 
understanding. 


b. Read on-level text orally 
with accuracy, appropriate 
rate, and expression on 
successive readings. 


c. Use context to confirm or 
self-correct word 
recognition and 
understanding, rereading 
as necessary. (1.RF.4) 


4. Read with sufficient accuracy 
and fluency to support 
comprehension. 
a. Read on-level text with 


purpose and 
understanding. 


b. Read on-level text orally 
with accuracy, appropriate 
rate, and expression on 
successive readings. 


c. Use context to confirm or 
self-correct word 
recognition and 
understanding, rereading 
as necessary. (2.RF.4) 


 


3RD – 5TH Grade  
Arizona Reading Standards – Foundational Skills 


Reading Standards: Foundational Skills 
These standards are directed toward fostering students’ understanding and working knowledge of concepts of 
print, the alphabetic principle, and other basic conventions of the English writing system. These foundational skills 
are not an end in and of themselves; rather, they are necessary and important components of an effective, 
comprehensive reading program designed to develop proficient readers with the capacity to comprehend texts 
across a range of types and disciplines. Instruction should be differentiated; good readers will need much less 
practice with these concepts than struggling readers will. The point is to teach students what they need to learn 
and not what they already know—to discern when particular children or activities warrant more or less attention.  


Grade 3 students: Grade 4 students: Grade 5 students: 


Phonics and Word Recognition 


3. Know and apply grade-level 
phonics and word analysis   
skills in decoding words. 


3. Know and apply grade-level 
phonics and word analysis 
skills in decoding words. 


3. Know and apply grade-level 
phonics and word analysis 
skills in decoding words. 
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a. Identify and know the 
meaning of the most 
common prefixes and 
derivational suffixes. 


b. Decode words with 
common Latin suffixes. 


c. Decode multisyllable 
words. 


d. Read grade-appropriate 
irregularly spelled words. 
(3.RF.3) 


a. Use combined knowledge 
of all letter-sound 
correspondences, 
syllabication patterns, and 
morphology (e.g., roots 
and affixes) to read 
accurately unfamiliar 
multisyllabic words in 
context and out of 
context. (4.RF.3) 


a. Use combined knowledge 
of all letter-sound 
correspondences, 
syllabication patterns, and 
morphology (e.g., roots 
and affixes) to read 
accurately unfamiliar 
multisyllabic words in 
context and out of 
context. (5.RF.3) 


Fluency 


4. Read with sufficient accuracy 
and fluency to support 
comprehension. 
a. Read on-level text with 


purpose and 
understanding. 


b. Read on-level prose and 
poetry orally with 
accuracy, appropriate 
rate, and expression on 
successive readings. 


c. Use context to confirm or 
self-correct word 
recognition and 
understanding, rereading 
as necessary. (3.RF.4) 


4. Read with sufficient accuracy 
and fluency to support 
comprehension. 
a. Read on-level text with 


purpose and 
understanding. 


b. Read on-level prose and 
poetry orally with 
accuracy, appropriate 
rate, and expression on 
successive readings. 


c. Use context to confirm or 
self-correct word 
recognition and 
understanding, rereading 
as necessary. (4.RF.4) 


4. Read with sufficient accuracy 
and fluency to support 
comprehension. 
a. Read on-level text with 


purpose and 
understanding. 


b. Read on-level prose and 
poetry orally with 
accuracy, appropriate 
rate, and expression on 
successive readings. 


c. Use context to confirm or 
self-correct word 
recognition and 
understanding, rereading 
as necessary. (5.RF.4) 
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Conclusions Drawn From Data 


6. What analysis has the Charter Holder conducted for each measure that does not meet the 
Board’s academic performance expectations to understand current year performance as 
compared to prior year(s) performance? What change in academic performance does the 
analysis indicate? How does the analysis indicate the identified change in academic 
performance? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


 


1a SGP Reading 


1a.1  Foundational Skill Oral Reading Fluency Assessment data was reviewed over 3 years (SY 13/14, 
14/15 and 15/16) showing a decrease in the percentage of students who Fall Below the Learning 
Standard and an increase in the percentage of students who Approach. Meet and Exceed the Learning 
Standard. 


1a.2  Oral Reading Fluency Data was reviewed for the 2014/2015 school year to show student growth.  
Over the course of the year, students displayed performance growth as noted by an increase in the 
percentage of students moving into the level of Approach, Meet and Exceed the Learning Standard. 


1a.3  Sentence Maze Reading Comprehension Assessment was reviewed to show that over time (SY 
14/15 and 15/16), returning students are moving from the level of Fall Below the Learning Standard to 
Approach, Meet and Exceed the Learning Standard. 


1a.4  All PEAK School Reading Assessments were reviewed.  The newly selected Galileo Standards based 
assessment is compared to PEAK School's previously adopted Foundational Skills Oral Reading Fluency 
and Maze Reading Comprehension assessment measures.  This comparison shows a  correlation in the 
outcomes of the assessments and is being used during the transition year to show that previous year 
student growth measures, though not standards based  still reflect overall standards performance 
expectations. 


1b SGP Reading Bottom 25%   


1b.5   Foundational Skills Oral Reading Fluency Reading Assessment data for remaining bottom 25% 
students identified from the 2014 AIMS results was reviewed. This data only refers to 13 students.  
Results show a decrease in the percentage of students who Fall Below the Leaning Standard and an 
increase in percentage of students moving toward proficiency. 
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1b.6  Foundational Skills Sentence Maze Reading Comprehension Assessment data for remaining bottom 
25% students identified from the 2014 AIMS results is reviewed. This data only reflects 13 students .  
Results show a decrease in the percentage of students who Fall Below the Learning Standard and an 
increase in percentage of students moving toward proficiency. 


1b.7  All PEAK School Reading Assessments were reviewed for the remaining bottom 25% students 
identified from the 2014 AIMS results were reviewed.  The newly selected Galileo Standards based 
assessment is compared to PEAK School's previously adopted Foundational Skills  Oral Reading Fluency 
and Maze Reading Comprehension assessment measures.  This comparison shows a  correlation in the 
outcomes of the assessments and is being used during the transition year to show that previous year 
student growth measures, though not standards based  still reflect overall standards performance 
expectations. 


2a Percent Passing Math 


2a.8   STAR Math standards based assessment data was analyzed year(SY 14/15) to year(SY 15/16) to 
show growth in the percentage of students moving toward proficiency. 


2a.9  STAR Math standards based assessment data was analyzed over the course of one year (SY 14/15).  
This data shows growth in the percentage of students who moved up proficiency levels during the 
school year. 


2a.10  Multiple PEAK School Math Assessments were reviewed.  The newly selected Galileo standards 
based assessment is compared to PEAK School's previously adopted STAR Math standards based 
assessment.  This comparison shows a  correlation in the outcomes of the assessments.  This 
comparison is being used during the transition year to show that STAR Math student growth data is 
comparable to Galileo assessment data. 


2a Percent Passing Reading 


2a.11  Foundational Skills ISTEEP Sentence Maze Assessment Data was analyzed over the course of one 
year (SY 14/15).  This data shows growth in the percentage of students who moved up proficiency levels 
during the school year. 


2a.12  Oral Reading Fluency Data was reviewed for the 2014/2015 school year to show student 
proficiency growth.  Over the course of the year, students displayed performance growth as noted by an 
increase in the percentage of students moving into the level of Approach, Meet and Exceed the Learning 
Standard. 
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2a.13  Year (SY 14/15) to year SY 15/16) Foundational Skills Sentence Maze Reading Comprehension 
Assessment and Oral Reading Fluency Assessment data was analyzed and showed an increase in the 
percentage of students who moved up proficiency levels. 


2a.14  All PEAK School Reading Assessments were reviewed.  The newly selected Galileo Standards 
based assessment is compared to PEAK School's previously adopted Foundational Skills,  Oral Reading 
Fluency and Maze Reading Comprehension assessment measures.  This comparison shows a  correlation 
in the outcomes of the assessments and is being used during the transition year to show that previous 
year student growth measures, though not standards based  still reflect overall standards performance 
expectations. 


2c Subgroup ELL Math 


2c.15  STAR Math standards based assessment data for ELL students was analyzed year (SY 14/15) to  
year (SY 15/16) to show growth in the percentage of students moving toward proficiency. 


2c.16  STAR Math standards based assessment data for ELL students was analyzed over the course of 
one year (SY 14/15).  This data shows growth in the percentage of students who moved up proficiency 
levels during the school year. 


2c.17  Multiple PEAK School Math Assessments for ELL students were reviewed.  The newly selected 
Galileo standards based assessment is compared to PEAK School's previously adopted STAR Math 
standards based assessment.  This comparison shows a  correlation in the outcomes of the assessments.  
This comparison is being used during the transition year to show that STAR Math student growth data is 
comparable to Galileo assessment data. 


2c Subgroup ELL Reading 


2c.18  Foundational Skills Sentence Maze Reading Comprehension Assessment data for ELL Students was 
reviewed to show that over time (SY 14/15 and 15/16), returning students are moving up from the level 
of Fall Below the Learning Standard toward proficiency. 


2c.19  Foundational Skill Oral Reading Fluency Assessment data for ELL students was reviewed over 3 
years (SY 13/14, 14/15 and 15/16) showing a decrease in the percentage of students who Fall Below the 
Learning Standard and an increase in the percentage of students moving  toward proficiency. 
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2c.20  Oral Reading Fluency Data was reviewed for the 2014/2015 school year to show student growth.  
Over the course of the year, students displayed performance growth as noted by an increase in the 
percentage of students moving into the level of Approach, Meet and Exceed the Learning Standard. 


2c.21  All PEAK School Reading Assessments for ELL Students were reviewed.  The newly selected Galileo 
Standards based assessment is compared to PEAK School's previously adopted Foundational Skills  Oral 
Reading Fluency and Maze Reading Comprehension assessment measures.  This comparison shows a  
correlation in the outcomes of the assessments and is being used during the transition year to show that 
previous year student growth measures, though not standards based  still reflect overall standards 
performance expectations. 


2c.Subgroup FRL Math 


2c.22  STAR Math standards based assessment data for FRL Students was analyzed year (SY 14/15) to  
year (SY 15/16) to show growth in the percentage of students moving toward proficiency. 


2c.23  STAR Math standards based assessment data for FRL Students was analyzed over the course of 
one year (SY 14/15).  This data shows growth in the percentage of students who moved up proficiency 
levels during the school year. 


2c.24  Multiple PEAK School Math Assessments for FRL Students were reviewed.  The newly selected 
Galileo standards based assessment is compared to PEAK School's previously adopted STAR Math 
standards based assessment.  This comparison shows a  correlation in the outcomes of the assessments.  
This comparison is being used during the transition year to show that STAR Math student growth data is 
comparable to Galileo assessment data. 


2c Subgroup FRL Reading 


2c.25  Sentence Maze Reading Comprehension Assessment data for FRL Students was reviewed to show 
that over time (SY 14/15 and 15/16), returning students are moving to Meet and Exceed the Learning 
Standard. 


2c.26  Foundational Skills ISTEEP Sentence Maze Assessment Data for FRL Students was analyzed over 
the course of one year (SY 14/15).  This data shows growth in the percentage of students who moved up 
proficiency levels during the school year. 
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2c.27  Oral Reading Fluency Data was reviewed for the 2014/2015 school year to show FRL student 
growth.  Over the course of the year, students displayed performance growth as noted by an increase in 
the percentage of students moving into the level of Approach, Meet and Exceed the Learning Standard. 


2c.28  All PEAK School Reading Assessments were reviewed to look  at performance of FRL Students.  
The newly selected Galileo Standards based assessment is compared to PEAK School's previously 
adopted Foundational Skills  Oral Reading Fluency and Maze Reading Comprehension assessment 
measures.  This comparison shows a  correlation in the outcomes of the assessments and is being used 
during the transition year to show that previous year student growth measures, though not standards 
based  still reflect overall standards performance expectations. 


2c  Subgroup SPED Math 


2c.29  STAR Math standards based assessment data for SPED students was analyzed year (SY 14/15)to  
year (SY 15/16) to show growth in the percentage of students moving toward proficiency. 


2c.30  STAR Math standards based assessment data for SPED students was analyzed over the course of 
one year (SY 14/15).  This data shows growth in the percentage of students who moved up proficiency 
levels during the school year.  This measure does not fully reflect student improvement.  38% of 
students who started the school year 2 or more grade levels behind ended the school year less than 1 
grade level behind. 


2c.31  Multiple PEAK School Math Assessments for SPED students were reviewed.  The newly selected 
Galileo standards based assessment is compared to PEAK School's previously adopted STAR Math 
standards based assessment.  This comparison shows a  correlation in the outcomes of the assessments.  
This comparison is being used during the transition year to show that STAR Math student growth data is 
comparable to Galileo assessment data. 


2c. Subgroup SPED Reading 


2c.32  Year (SY 14/15) to year (SY 15/16) Foundational Skills Sentence Maze Reading Comprehension 
Assessment and Oral Reading Fluency Assessment data for SPED students was analyzed and show an 
increase in the percentage of students who moved up proficiency levels. 


2c.33  Foundational Skills ISTEEP Sentence Maze Assessment Data for SPED students was analyzed over 
the course of one year (SY 14/15).  This data shows growth in the percentage of students who moved up 
proficiency levels during the school year. 
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2c.34  Oral Reading Fluency Data was reviewed for the 2014/2015 school year to show SPED student 
growth.  Over the course of the year, students displayed performance growth as noted by an increase in 
the percentage of students moving toward proficiency. 


2c.35  All PEAK School Reading Assessments of SPED students  were reviewed.  The newly selected 
Galileo Standards based assessment is compared to PEAK School's previously adopted Foundational 
Skills Oral Reading Fluency and Maze Reading Comprehension assessment measures.  This comparison 
shows a  correlation in the outcomes of the assessments and is being used during the transition year to 
show that previous year student growth measures, though not standards based  still reflect overall 
standards performance expectations. 
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Area II: Curriculum 


Evaluating Curriculum 


1. What is the Charter Holder’s process for evaluating curriculum? How does the Charter Holder 
evaluate how effectively the curriculum enables students to meet the standards? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School and its Charter Holders follow a 
formalized process to evaluate its curriculum and 
supplemental curriculum.  The process used for 
evaluation of curriculum is cyclical and involves 
one or more collaborative teams.  These teams are 
used as a means for the Charter Holders and 
Administration to evaluate how effectively the 
curriculum enables students to meet State 
Standards (ACCRS).  These teams include the 
Data Chat Teams, Title I Continuous Improvement 
Plan Evaluation Team (Title I Team), and 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team.  


The PEAK School Data Chat Teams are comprised 
of various stakeholders representing a cross-
section of the school community including: 
administration, staff, parents and students.  
Approximately every four to five weeks the Data 
Chat Teams meet to review each student's progress 
during academic intervention based on data, to 
make recommendations, or decisions for moving 
forward. During Data Chat Team meetings 
collaborative discussions of relevant curriculum 
occur.  This team input is taken into consideration 
when the Administrative/Charter Holder Team 
evaluates the effectiveness of the  overall 
curriculum. 


The PEAK School Title I Team is comprised of 
various stakeholders representing a cross-section 
of the school community including: administration, 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Notes from Title I Team Meeting 
 
Sample PTG Agenda and Notes 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
Example of AIMS Summary Concept Performance 
Report 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 


PEAK School Needs Assessment 
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staff, parents and students will meet as needed 
(minimally one time per year) to review teacher 
/staff surveys, parent surveys, observations, student 
achievement data and assessment results, identify 
strengths, concerns, goals, make recommendations 
and assign follow-up teams and activities.  These 
activities include collection of assessment 
information, teacher input, input from the Parent-
Teacher Group and observations of activities in the 
school community.  The result of the information 
gathered by this Team's analysis is compiled into 
an annual needs assessment.  The needs assessment 
is integral to the evaluation of The PEAK School's 
curriculum. 


The PEAK School Administrative/Charter Holder 
Team collects information from the two 
aforementioned teams along with its own anecdotal 
observations.  This Team comprised of two Charter 
Holders (Superintendent and Program Specialist), 
The School Lead Teacher/Director,  and Title 
I/SPED Teacher along with relevant teaching staff 
(e.g. grade level, PEAK School Reading 
Specialist) meet in May each year to review 
information and develop recommendations 
regarding the evaluation of the current curriculum.  
This Team's curriculum evaluation 
recommendations are considered in the Charter 
Holders' curricular decision-making. 


The outcome of the Charter Holders' process for 
evaluating curriculum is to: 1.  Ensure that The 
PEAK School Curriculum is aligned to Standards 
(ACCRS), 2.  Ensure positive growth in student 
achievement, and 3.  Ensure that the curriculum is 
adaptable to the needs of all members of the 
student body (ELL, FRL, SPED/students with 
disabilities, etc.) 
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Team Data Analysis Cycle Chart 


 


2. How does the Charter Holder identify gaps in the curriculum? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


Gaps in the curriculum at The PEAK School are 
identified by a process that informs the Charter 
Holders, Administration and teachers. Prior to the 
beginning of each academic year teachers on staff 
complete a Year-Long Curriculum Map.  
Literature in best practices shows that when 
teachers engage in this activity, they better 
understand what they are responsible for teaching 
and know where there are any gaps between their 
curriculum and State Standards. Teachers use 
ACCRS, The Core Knowledge Sequence, HMH 
Journeys Arizona alignment outlines and pacing 
guides (Teacher's Guide) , Common Core 
Performance Coach ELA Arizona alignment and 
pacing guides (Teacher's Guide),  Accelerated 
Math Arizona alignment and guide, Common Core 
Performance Coach Math Arizona alignment and 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Year-long Curriculum Maps Aligning Content 
with ACCRS  


Core Knowledge Sequence 
 
Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS. 
 
Sample Taskstream Gap Report  
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) updating 
Buckle Down to Common Core Coach (May 2013) 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) updating 
Common Core Coach to Common Core 
Performance Coach (May 2014) 
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pacing guides (Teacher's Guide) to identify gaps in 
the curriculum.  Teachers and Administration also 
review AIMS summative data in the form of a  
“Summary Concept Performance Report.”   This 
report identifies strands/concepts that appear to be 
areas of curricular weakness, gaps in the 
curriculum as well as simultaneously identifying 
areas of instructional weakness. 


The PEAK School's required use of Online 
Taskstream lesson planning contains libraries of 
ACCRS and The Core Knowledge Sequence 
Content.  Teachers generate lesson plans in 
Taskstream and within each lesson align and 
identify ACCRS and  Core Knowledge Sequence 
items.  The PEAK School Administration reviews 
teacher lesson plans for alignment and gaps in the 
curriculum.  Teachers and Administration can 
generate Taskstream reports where either a 
summary of all the ACCRS are addressed in 
lessons and units (a "Frequency Analysis") or a 
comparison of standards addressed against a target 
set of standards (a "Gap and Frequency Analysis").  


Additionally, assessment data including both 
formative (Accelerated Math Objectives mastered 
and benchmark assessments, Accelerated Reader, 
My Reading Coach, HMH Journeys 
unit/benchmark assessments, Data Chat Team 
data) and summative measures (prior AIMS data, 
Stanford 10, DIBELS, Star Math, Universal 
Screenings)∗ are reviewed and analyzed by the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team to identify 
gaps in Curriculum.  Additionally, the Electronic 
Taskstream Lesson Planning System is used to 
identify gaps in Curriculum. This assessment data 
may point out skill deficits that are linked to gaps 
or weakness in the Curriculum.   


Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis  
 
Sample AIMS Summary Concept Performance 
Report 
  
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 
 


 


 


 


 


∗ As this is the first year of Galileo implementation and the first year AzMERIT Data will be available in 
lieu of AIMS data, analyses of Galileo and AzMERIT will also be considered at the end of SY 15/16 
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The primary purpose of the data review and 
analysis is to assist  the Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team in determining if  new curriculum 
needs to be added due to a gap in ACCRS 
alignment and/or other curriculum replaced or 
updated with new or enhanced versions (e.g. 
Buckle Down becomes Common Core Coach; 
Common Core Coach becomes Common Core 
Performance Coach).  This occurs in May prior to 
each school year.  Additionally,  special meetings 
may be scheduled throughout the year where areas 
of curricular concern are reported to the Team by 
PEAK Stakeholders (e.g. teachers, data chat team, 
parent teacher group, Title I Team, etc.) and the 
issue is determined to require immediate attention. 
 


Adopting/Revising Curriculum 


3. What is the Charter Holder’s process for adopting or revising curriculum based on its 
evaluation processes? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School Administrative/Charter Holder 
Team collects information from the Data Chat 
Teams (every 4 to 5 weeks), Title I Team 
(minimally an annual meeting) and Parent Teacher 
Group (monthly meetings)  along with its own 
anecdotal observations.  This Team comprised of 
two Charter Holders (Superintendent and Program 
Specialist), The School Lead Teacher/Director,  
and Title I/SPED Teacher along with relevant 
teaching staff (e.g. grade level, PEAK School 
Reading Specialist) meet in May each year to 
review information and develop recommendations 
based on the evaluation of the current curriculum.  
This Team's curriculum evaluation 
recommendations are taken into consideration in 
the Charter Holders' curricular decision-making.   


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Notes from Title I Team Meeting 
 
Sample PTG Agenda and Notes 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
Sample of AIMS Summary Concept Performance 
Report 
  
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 
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The Charter Holder's process for adopting or 
revising curriculum is as follows: 


• Consideration of the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team's 
collaborative recommendations for 
pilot/adoption/revision of the curriculum 
which are based on a need identified in the 
Curriculum Evaluation process. 
 


• Consideration of the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team's 
identification of alternate or updated 
Curriculum . (e.g. In 2013 Triumph 
Publishing's Buckle Down Arizona was 
updated to Triumph Publishing's Common 
Core Coach.  In 2014 Triumph 
Publishing's Common Core Coach was 
updated to Triumph Publishing's Common 
Core Performance Coach,) 
 


• Consideration of the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team's 
review of research findings on the 
proposed curriculum pilot, adoption or 
revision. 
 


• Consideration of the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team's 
recommendation to order sample materials 
of the proposed curriculum.  
 


• Consideration of the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team's 
observation of other schools using the 
proposed curriculum (when possible) 
 


• Consideration of the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team's 
recommendation to purchase curriculum 
for piloting, adoption or revision at The 
PEAK School. 
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• Consideration of the 


Administrative/Charter Holder Team's 
recommendation of a single grade level or 
multiple grade levels to implement the 
pilot, adoption or revision. 


 


The PEAK School's Administrative/Charter Holder 
Team serves as The PEAK School Adoption 
Committee.  The Adoption Committee's role is to 
take action regarding piloting, adopting or revising 
the curriculum.     


Once a curriculum pilot, adoption or revision has 
been implemented the pilot, adoption or revision 
becomes part of The PEAK School's formalized 
evaluation process in order to determine 
effectiveness and continuation of the pilot, 
adoption or revision. 


This cyclical curriculum analysis process by 
Teams (See Team Data Analysis Cycle Chart) 
include: 


• Data collection from Data Chat, Title I, 
Administrative/Charter Holder Teams and 
other PEAK School Stakeholders (e.g. 
Parent Teacher Group). 


 
• Meetings (e.g. Data Chat Teams, 


Administrative/Charter Holder Team) to 
analyze, review and discuss student data. 


 
• Identification of areas of curriculum 


success or concern based on data patterns 
(e.g. Data Chat Teams, 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team) .  


 
• Identification of new targets, goals and 


system modifications (e.g. Data Chat 
Teams, Administrative/Charter Holder 
Team). 
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• Specific curriculum plan update including 


timeline to re-meet 
(Administrative/Charter Holder Team); 
and, 
 


• Re-meet as needed to form conclusions 
based on data about the curriculum pilot, 
adoption or revision 
(Administrative/Charter Holder Team). 


 


4. Who is involved in the process for adopting or revising curriculum? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


Several PEAK School Teams are involved in the 
process for adopting or revising curriculum.  These 
Teams include the Data Chat, Title I and 
Administrative/Charter Holder Teams.  These 
Teams contribute evaluation information to 
determine the need for curriculum pilots, adoptions 
or revisions. These teams are described below as:  


• The PEAK School Data Chat Teams which 
are comprised of various stakeholders 
representing a cross-section of the school 
community, including administration, 
staff, parents and students.   


 
• The PEAK School Title I Team which is 


comprised of various stakeholders 
representing a cross-section of the school 
community, including Lead 
Teacher/Director,  Charter Holders, Title  I 
teacher, staff, parents and students.  This 
Team meets minimally one time per year. 


 
• The PEAK School Administrative/Charter 


Holder Team which collects information 
from the two aforementioned teams along 
with its own anecdotal observations.  This 
Team comprised of two Charter Holders 
(Superintendent and Program Specialist), 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Notes from Title I Team Meeting 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
Sample of AIMS Summary Concept Performance 
Report 
  
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 
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The School Lead Teacher/Director, Title 
I/SPED Teacher, along with relevant 
teaching staff (e.g. grade level, PEAK 
School Reading Specialist) serve as The 
PEAK School Adoption Committee.  The 
Adoption Committee is charged with the 
task of determining curriculum pilots, 
adoptions and/or revisions.  This team 
meets throughout the year on an as needed 
basis and in May. 


 


5. When adopting curriculum, how does the Charter Holder evaluate curriculum options to 
determine which curriculum to adopt? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The Administrative/Charter Holder Team 
comprised of two Charter Holders (Superintendent 
and Program Specialist), The School Lead 
Teacher/Director,  and Title I/SPED Teacher along 
with relevant teaching staff (e.g. grade level, 
PEAK School Reading Specialist) evaluates 
curriculum options by first identifying available 
curriculum that meets the needs of The PEAK 
School taking into account The PEAK School's 
Needs Assessment, FRL, ELL, and SPED 
populations as well as alignment with ACCRS, 
ADE expectations, Arizona State Board for 
Charter School expectations, staff needs (Staff 
Survey) and parent/student expectations (Parent 
Survey). Potential curriculum is identified through: 
 


• Review of curriculum at conferences (e.g. 
ASCA Conference, ADE Leading Change 
Conference). 


 
• Professional Organization 


recommendations (e.g. Core Knowledge 
Foundation); 


 
 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Notes from Title I Team Meeting 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
Sample of AIMS Summary Concept Performance 
Report 
  
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 
 
Research findings that have been reported by 
competent and reliable publishers (white papers) 
 
Evidence supporting the curriculum (research 
findings) in professional journals 
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• Review of research findings that have been 
reported by competent and reliable 
publishers (white papers); 
 


• Review of evidence supporting the 
curriculum (research findings) in 
professional journals; 


 
The PEAK School only considers pilot, adoption 
or revision of curriculum with programs that have 
strong research findings. During the PEAK 
School's curriculum adoption/revision process,  
data from research is reviewed by individual 
members of the Administrative/Charter Holder 
Team. Once the research has been reviewed the 
Administrative/Charter-Holder Team makes 
recommendations regarding ordering grade level 
samples and whether observing other schools 
utilizing the same curriculum is feasible.  Once 
grade level samples are obtained the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team meets to 
review the samples and forms collaborative 
conclusions with regard to the possibility for pilot, 
adoption or revision considerations.   
 


 


Implementing Curriculum 


6. What is the Charter Holder’s process for ensuring consistent implementation of the 
curriculum across the school(s) operated by the Charter Holder? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The Charter Holders ensure consistent 
implementation across the school through the 
systematic use of Year-Long Curriculum Maps, 
Taskstream Lesson Planning, classroom walk-
throughs/observations and data collection and 
review. 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Year-long Curriculum Maps Aligning Content 
with ACCRS  


Core Knowledge Sequence 
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Prior to the beginning of each academic year 
teachers on staff are required to complete/update a 
Year-Long Curriculum Map.  Teachers use State 
Standards (ACCRS), The Core Knowledge 
Sequence, HMH Journeys Arizona alignment 
outlines (Teacher's Guides) and pacing guides, 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Teacher's 
Guide,  Accelerated Math Arizona alignment and 
pacing guides, Common Core Performance Coach  
Math Teacher's Guide in development of the Year-
Long Curriculum Maps.  Maps are reviewed by 
Administration for alignment and implementation 
of the PEAK School's adopted curriculum.   


The PEAK School's required use of Online 
Taskstream lesson planning contains libraries of 
Arizona Standards (ACCRS) and The Core 
Knowledge Sequence Content.  Teachers generate 
lesson plans in Taskstream and within each lesson 
align and identify ACCRS and  Core Knowledge 
Sequence items.  The PEAK School 
Administration reviews teacher lesson plans for 
alignment and implementation of the Year Long 
Curriculum Maps.  The Lead Teacher/Director 
conducts weekly classroom walk-throughs and 
observations utilizing a check list to identify 
instruction of standards delineated in lesson plans 
using the adopted curriculum.  Teachers and 
Administration can also generate Taskstream 
reports where either a summary of all the ACCRS 
are addressed in lessons and units (a "Frequency 
Analysis") or a comparison of standards addressed 
against a target set of standards (a "Gap and 
Frequency Analysis").  


Additionally, assessment data is collected and 
reviewed a by the Lead Teacher/Director as 
follows: 
 


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and  
 
 
ACCRS 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
Sample Taskstream Gap Report 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessments 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Universal Screening Data 
 
Galileo Assessment Data 
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• HMH Journeys weekly lesson assessment 
and a benchmark assessment following 
every 5 weeks of instruction are collected 
and reviewed weekly.  Further analysis of 
Journey's progress is reviewed every 4-5 
weeks at Data Chat Team meetings. 
  


• Common  Core Performance Coach ELA 
consists of four strands with multiple 
lessons.  Benchmark testing occurs at the 
end of instruction of each strand.  
Additionally there is a year-end 
assessment.  Data is collected and 
reviewed as completed.  Data is also 
reviewed every 4-5 weeks at Data Chat 
Team meetings. 


 
• Accelerated Math Objectives mastered 


and/or benchmark assessments are 
collected and reviewed two times per 
month, and also at Data Chat meetings 
which occur every 4-5 weeks 
 


• Common Core Performance Coach 
Mathematics consists of five strands with 
multiple lessons in each strand.  
Benchmark testing occurs at the end of 
instruction of each strand.  Additionally 
there is a year-end assessment.  Data is 
reviewed every 4-5 weeks at Data Chat 
Team meetings. 
 


• Additional data from My Reading Coach, 
I-STEEP assessments, Star Math, etc. are 
collected and reviewed every 4 to 5 weeks 
at Data Chat Team Meetings. 
 


• Galileo Assessment data is collected, and 
analyzed three times per year. 


 
Once data has been collected and reviewed, 
feedback is given to teachers.  The Lead 
Teacher/Director also ensures that Data walls are 
updated every two weeks.  
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Any identified areas of concern regarding 
implementation of the adopted curriculum are  
assigned for follow-up with individual teachers by 
either one or a combination of the following: 
 


• The Title I Teacher/RtI Coordinator 
(acting as teacher trainer, mentor or 
coach);  


 
• Lead Teacher/Director (acting as teacher 


trainer, mentor, coach or evaluator);  
 


• Charter Holder(s) (Superintendent and/or 
Program Specialist) (acting as teacher 
trainer, mentor, coach, evaluator and/or 
developer of written plans for 
improvement), 


 
 


7. What tools exist that identify what must be taught and when it must be delivered? How does 
the Charter Holder ensure that all grade-level standards are covered within the academic 
year? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The Charter Holders ensure that all grade-level 
standards are covered within the academic year 
through the systematic use of Year-Long 
Curriculum Maps, Taskstream Lesson Planning, 
classroom walk-throughs/observations and data 
collection and review.  


Each grade level's Year-Long Curriculum Map 
identifies what must be taught and when 
instruction must be delivered.  Teachers use grade-
level Standards (ACCRS), The Core Knowledge 
Sequence, HMH Journeys Arizona alignment 
outlines (Teacher's Guides) and pacing guides, 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Arizona 
alignment and pacing (Teacher's Guides),  
Accelerated Math Arizona alignment Guide, 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Year-long Curriculum Maps Aligning Content 
with ACCRS  


Core Knowledge Sequence 
 
Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
Sample Taskstream Gap Report 
 
Galileo Assessment Data 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  







Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report 


 


 Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report Template v.02/04/15  


48 


Common Core Performance Coach  Math Arizona 
alignment and pacing (Teacher's Guide) in the 
construction of the Year-Long Curriculum Map.  
From the Year-Long Curriculum Map teachers 
create required lesson/unit plans in Taskstream (the 
PEAK School's adopted, web-based lesson 
planning system) that identify the grade level 
Standards being covered.   


The PEAK School Lead Teacher/Director reviews 
teacher Taskstream lesson plans for alignment, 
curriculum implementation, and instruction of the 
standards outlined in the Year Long Curriculum 
Maps.  These reviews occur when required lesson 
plans and/or unit plans are turned in by classroom 
teachers.  Teachers are allowed the autonomy of 
choosing daily, weekly, monthly or unit lesson 
plans aligned with their Year-Long Curriculum 
Map.  The Lead Teacher/Director conducts weekly 
classroom walk-throughs and observations 
utilizing a formative check-list (designed to guide 
the observation and allow for written notes) to 
identify instruction of Standards delineated in 
lesson plans using the PEAK School's adopted 
curriculum.  These integrity checks are utilized to 
ensure integrity of instruction of State Standards 
and usage of the adopted curriculum. Teachers, 
Administration/Charter Holders can also generate 
Taskstream reports where either a summary of all 
the ACCRS are addressed in lessons and units (a 
"Frequency Analysis") or a comparison of 
standards addressed against a target set of 
standards (a "Gap and Frequency Analysis").  One 
of these reports is run by the Lead 
Teacher/Director, classroom teacher or Title I 
teacher and reviewed quarterly to ensure 
instruction of State Standards is on track. Follow-
up with teachers occurs on an as-needed basis. 


 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Universal Screening Data 
 
ISTEEP Assessment Data 
 
Sample of My Reading Coach Data and Report  
  
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 
 
Photographs of Data Walls 
 
Written Plan for Improvement 
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Additionally, assessment data including Galileo, 
Accelerated Math Objectives mastered and 
benchmark assessments, HMH Journeys weekly 
and benchmark assessments, Common Core 
Performance Coach Math and ELA benchmark 
assessments,  are collected and reviewed by 
Administration and posted on Data Walls.  An 
administrative follow-up with teachers occurs 
when students are identified as performing poorly 
or as not progressing. Data Chat Team data is also 
collected and reviewed during the Data Chat cycle 
every four to five weeks. 


Any identified areas of concern regarding what 
must be taught and when and/or coverage of grade 
level Standards are followed up with individual 
teachers by either one or a combination of the 
following: 
 


• The Title I Teacher/RtI Coordinator 
(acting as teacher trainer, mentor or 
coach);  


 
• Lead Teacher/Director (acting as teacher 


trainer, mentor, coach or evaluator); 
 


Charter Holder(s) (Superintendent and/or Program 
Specialist) (acting as teacher trainer, mentor, 
coach, evaluator and/or developer of written plans 
for improvement). 


 


 


8. What is the expectation for consistent use of these tools? How are these expectations 
communicated?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


There is a daily expectation for consistent use of 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 
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these tools which include: Year-Long Curriculum 
Maps aligned to ACCRS, Taskstream Lesson Plans 
with lessons or units aligned to ACCRS, Core 
Knowledge Sequence, HMH Journeys teacher's 
guide (lessons aligned with ACCRS), Common 
Core Performance Coach ELA teacher's guide 
(lessons aligned with ACCRS), Accelerated Math 
grade level libraries (lessons aligned to ACCRS). 


Expectations are communicated prior to hiring new 
teachers (during the interview process), at 
beginning of the year trainings in development of 
Year-Long Curriculum Maps aligned to ACCRS, 
use of curriculum and Taskstream Lesson 
Planning, at meetings during common planning 
time, at staff meetings throughout the year, through 
mentoring and coaching, teacher observation of 
other classrooms (modeling) and at Data Chat 
Team meetings which occur every 4-5 weeks.  
Expectations for usage of these tools and PEAK 
School adopted curriculum are also tied to the 
PEAK School Teacher Evaluation system and 
Proposition 301 Merit Pay requirements. 


The PEAK School Lead Teacher/Director reviews 
teacher lesson plans for alignment, curriculum 
implementation and instruction of the standards 
outlined in the Year Long Curriculum Maps.  The 
Lead Teacher/Director conducts classroom walk-
throughs and observations utilizing a formative 
check list to identify instruction of standards 
delineated in lesson plans using the PEAK School's 
adopted curriculum.  These integrity checks are 
utilized to ensure integrity of instruction of State 
Standards. Teachers, Administration/Charter 
Holders can also generate Taskstream reports 
where either a summary of all the ACCRS are 
addressed in lessons and units (a "Frequency 
Analysis") or a comparison of standards addressed  


Year-long Curriculum Maps Aligning Content 
with ACCRS  


Core Knowledge Sequence 
 
Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
Beginning of the year training Agendas and Staff 
Sign-In Sheets re development of Year-Long 
Curriculum Maps aligned to ACCRS, use of 
curriculum, and Taskstream Lesson Planning  
 
PEAK School Teacher Evaluation Forms 
 
Proposition 301 Merit Pay requirements 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
Taskstream Gap Report 
 
Galileo Assessment Data 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 
 
Photographs of Data Walls 
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against a target set of standards (a "Gap and 
Frequency Analysis").  


Additionally, assessment data including Galileo, 
Accelerated Math Objectives mastered and 
benchmark assessments, HMH Journeys 
unit/benchmark assessments, Common Core 
Performance Coach Math and ELA benchmark 
assessments are collected and reviewed by 
Administration and posted on Data Walls.  An 
administrative follow-up with teachers occurs 
when students are identified as performing poorly 
or as not progressing. Data Chat Team data is also 
collected and reviewed every four to five weeks. 


The Charter Holders (Superintendent and Program 
Specialist) review the formative checklist, data 
walls, data chat summary sheets and perform walk-
throughs to ensure that The PEAK School's 
adopted curriculum, alignment with ACCRS and 
accountability tools are being implemented with 
fidelity. 


 


 


 


 


 


9. What evidence is there to demonstrate usage of these tools in the classroom and alignment 
with instruction? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


Evidence that demonstrates usage of curriculum 
accountability tools in the classroom and alignment 
with instruction exist in several forms. This 
evidence includes Year-Long Curriculum Maps 
aligned to ACCRS and the Core Knowledge 
Sequence, Daily, Weekly or Unit Taskstream 
Lesson Plans aligned to ACCRS and The PEAK 
School's adopted curriculum.  Administrative 
formative observation checklist used for classroom 
walk-throughs and integrity checks showing that 
the Year-Long Curriculum Map ACCRS are 
aligned to the current Lesson Plan and that 
instruction is aligned to the Lesson plan.  


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Year-long Curriculum Maps Aligning Content 
with ACCRS  


Core Knowledge Sequence 
 
Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
Galileo Assessment Data 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
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Additionally, assessment data including Galileo 
assessment data, Accelerated Math Objectives 
mastered and benchmark assessments, HMH 
Journeys weekly and benchmark assessments, 
Common Core Performance Coach Math and ELA 
benchmark assessments are collected and reviewed 
by Administration and posted on Data Walls.  Data 
walls are updated every two weeks. 


 


 


Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc. 
 
Photographs of Data Walls 
 
 


Alignment of Curriculum 


10. What process does the Charter Holder use to ensure the curriculum is aligned to Arizona’s 
College and Career Ready Standards? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


Under the supervision of the Charter Holders, The 
PEAK School staff aligns Standards (ACCRS)  in 
the process of planning using the Taskstream 
lesson planning web based format (see 2012 PMP). 
This system electronically identifies relevant 
standards for ease of  curriculum alignment in 
lesson plans.  Year-Long Curriculum Maps are 
then scaffolded from a compilation of 
interconnected plans and pacing guides (see HMH 
Journeys, Common Core Performance Coach ELA, 
My Reading Coach, Accelerated Math, Common 
Core Performance Coach Mathematics).  
 
Specific HMH Journeys curriculum features 
include:  
-Aligned to ACCRS 
-Evidence based/research supported (Florida 
Center for Reading Research) 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Year-long Curriculum Maps Aligning Content 
with ACCRS  


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
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-Recognized by ADE Move On When Reading 
administration as an evidence based and effective 
reading program 
 
Specific Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
curriculum features include: 
-Alignment to ACCRS 
 -Review of comprehension skills provided for 
both literary and informational texts 
-Rigorous writing and listening practice including 
informative, narrative, and argumentative texts 
-Resources that assist teachers in differentiating or 
extending instruction for various subgroups 
 
My Reading Coach (MRC) curriculum features 
include: 
- Alignment to ACCRS 
- Field tested in Arizona schools with highly 
diverse populations 
-Highly effective nationally as a supplemental 
program for all K-8 grades 
 
Specific Common Core Performance Coach 
Mathematics curriculum features include: 
-Alignment to ACCRS  
-Scaffolded instruction and practice while 
exposing students to question types such as multi-
select, matching, and performance tasks. 
- Providing students and teachers rigorous and 
purposeful review and practice. 
-Resources that assists teachers in differentiating or 
extending instruction. 
 
Additionally, a formative observation checklist and 
intermittent integrity checks will be utilized to 
ensure integrity of instruction of State Standards.  
Additionally, the Lead Teacher/Director will 
collect Common Core Performance Coach 
Mathematics benchmark testing (five strand 


Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 
 
Sample Notes re Benchmark Testing Follow Up 
(Lead Teacher/Director and classroom teacher) 
 


 







Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report 


 


 Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report Template v.02/04/15  


54 


assessments and one summative test) to ensure 
instruction of State Standards as a back up to Year 
Long Curriculum Maps. Assessments will be 
analyzed with teachers and interventions will be 
planned as needed.   
 


Adapted to Meet the Needs of Subgroups(Address all relevant measures) 


11. How has the Charter Holder ensured that the curriculum addresses the needs of students 
with proficiency in the bottom 25%/non-proficient students? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School and its Charter Holders follow a 
formalized process to create, implement, revise and 
evaluate its curriculum and supplemental 
curriculum used in assisting students scoring in the 
bottom 25% of academic proficiency in The PEAK 
School population (bottom 25%).   
 
The process used for a curriculum needs 
assessment of students in the bottom 25% requires 
an analysis and evaluation of pupil achievement 
data involving one or more Teams. These Teams 
are used as a means for the Charter Holders to 
evaluate how effectively the curriculum enables 
bottom 25%/Non-Proficient students (bottom 25%) 
to meet ACCRS.  These teams include Data Chat 
and Administrator/Charter Holder Teams. 
 
The purpose of each of the designated teams fit 
into one or two categories. Each team is directed 
toward specific individual student needs and/or 
Teams designated for overarching views of data 
used in programmatic determinations for 
classrooms, groups and/or the school in its entirety 
 
The purpose of the Data Chat Team is to provide 
information to one or more stakeholders in the 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Staff Sign in Sheet for Beginning of 
the Year Training re AIMS Analysis and 
Identification of Students in the Bottom 25%  


Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.)  
 
Photographs of Data Wall data re Students in the 
Bottom 25%/Non-Proficient 
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areas of progress monitoring of student 
achievement, goal setting/progress projection, 
plans for intervention and development of 
strategies addressing academic/behavioral issues 
for individual bottom 25% students. These Teams 
analyze data that frequently informs students, 
teachers and parents of academic/behavioral needs 
and identify collaborative strategies.  Data Chat 
Team meetings occur every 4-5 weeks.  
Additionally, the Administrative/Charter Holder  
Team determines curriculum changes/adoptions, 
policies and procedures for the school, classrooms, 
groups, as well as to meet the specialized needs of 
individual students (e.g. Tier 3 RtI). The PEAK 
School staff aligns its curriculum to ACCRS  in 
Taskstream lesson planning for reading and math. 
 
The PEAK School piloted and adopted Houghton 
Mifflin Harcourt (HMH) Journeys (Grades 1-6) 
and upgraded Triumph Learning's Buckle Down to 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA (Grades 
7-8) and Mathematics. These adoptions of HMH 
Journeys, Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
and Common Core Performance Coach 
Mathematics appear to correlate with a significant 
improvement in growth of students scoring in the 
bottom 25%.  Specific details of each of the 
programs are described below:  
 
 HMH Journey  
-Aligned to ACCRS 
-Evidence based/research supported (Florida 
Center for Reading Research) 
-Recognized by ADE Move On When Reading 
administration as an evidence based and effective 
reading program 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA (upgraded 
from Buckle Down) 
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-Alignment to ACCRS 
 -Review of comprehension skills provided for 
both literary and informational texts 
-Rigorous writing and listening practice including 
informative, narrative, and argumentative texts 
-Resources that assist teachers in differentiating or 
extending instruction for various subgroups 
 
My Reading Coach (MRC 
- Alignment to ACCRS 
- Field tested in Arizona schools with highly 
diverse populations 
-Highly effective nationally as a supplemental 
program for all K-8 grades 
 
Accelerated Math 
-Alignment to ACCRS 
-Evidence based/research supported (Isseldyke) 
and Renaissance Learning white paper 
-Individualized with an electronic gradebook with 
progress monitoring to meet the needs of 
academically at-risk students (bottom 25%) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
-Alignment to ACCRS 
- Scaffolded instruction and practice while 
exposing students to question types such as multi-
select, matching, and performance tasks. 
- Providing students and teachers rigorous and 
purposeful review and practice. 
-Resources that assist teachers in differentiating or 
extending instruction for various subgroups 
 
Star Math 
-Alignment to ACCRS 
-Evidence based/research supported (Isseldyke) 
and Renaissance Learning white paper 
 
 







Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report 


 


 Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report Template v.02/04/15  


57 


-Designed to link universal screening results to 
formative assessment procedures 
-Identifies targets for individual remediation 
 
 
12. How has the Charter Holder ensured that the curriculum addresses the needs of English 


Language Learners (ELLs)? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School follows a formalized process to 
create, implement, evaluate and revise its 
curriculum and supplemental curriculum for ELL 
students.  The PEAK School staff aligns its 
curriculum to ACCRS in Taskstream lesson 
planning for reading and mathematics for ELL 
students.  Effective curriculum programs address 
the needs of struggling students, advanced learners, 
and English language learners. A wide body of 
research supports the idea that for learning to 
occur, learning activities must match the level of 
the learner (Tomlinson & Allan, 2000) (The 
Journeys Program:  A Research-Based Approach, 
HMH Publishers). 
 
The Journeys program was designed to support the 
learning of all students. Scaffolded instruction for 
ELL students is provided throughout the Teacher’s 
Edition. Every lesson in Journeys provides 
guidance for teachers on how to meet the particular 
needs of English Language Learners.  The 
effective instructional practices throughout the 
program and various components of the program 
support ELLs with specific suggestions and 
materials for differentiation support of ELL 
students. Strategic intervention materials include 
Write-In Readers and Intervention Toolkits. ELLs 
are supported through Language Support Cards, 
English Language Learner Leveled Readers, Red 
Intervention Tabs (in Teachers Guides) and  a 


List documents that serve as evidence 
of implementation of this process:  
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Data Chat Team Summary Sheets (ongoing 
ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My Reading Coach, 
Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 
 
AZELLA Testing Data  
 
Sample Individual Language Learner Plans 
(ILLPs)  
 
Photographs of Data Wall data re ELL Students 
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Week at a Glance component which provides an 
overview of the strategic intervention and English 
language instruction for each week of instruction 
(The Journeys Program:  A Research-Based 
Approach, HMH Publishers).  Additionally, 
embedded within the program are the nine 
promising practices for developing literacy among 
ELLs (Short and Fitzsimmons, 2007).  These 
include: 
 
1. Integrated reading, writing, listening, and 


speaking instruction; 


2. Explicit instruction in the components and 


processes of reading and writing; 


3. Direct instruction in reading comprehension 


strategies; 


4. A focus on vocabulary development;  


5. Development and activation of background 


knowledge; 


6. Theme and content based language instruction; 


7. Strategic use of native language; 


8. Integrated technology use; and, 


9. Increasing motivation through choice.  


Additionally, the Journeys program provides a 
means of multimodal instruction that connects both 
the visual with the verbal which assists ELL 
students in making achievement gains (Early & 
Marshall, 2008; McGinnis, 2007).  ELL students 
also benefit from the direct instruction of academic 
language which Journeys provides (The Journeys 
Program:  A Research-Based Approach, HMH 
Publishers). 
 
Arizona Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
provides grade-level, appropriate content with 
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sufficient rigor in its depth of instruction. All 
lessons are structured around the research-proven 
model of gradual release, including explicit 
teacher-led instruction, collaborative peer work, 
and independent practice necessary for ELL 
intervention. Common Core Performance Coach 
ELA components include:  


• 100% alignment to the ACCRS; 
• Genre-specific and differentiated lessons 


for ELLs guide student mastery of 
standards emphasized by the ACCRS, 
including expectations for reading, writing, 
speaking, listening, and language 
conventions;  


•  Instruction in "Close" reading of complex 
text which is a central guiding principle of 
the standards;  


• Reading lessons use modeled passages and 
writing and language units use “mentor 
texts” to exemplify and teach skills;  


• Anchor standards set the instructional path 
toward College and Career Readiness 
(CCR);  


• Skills instruction in the context of reading 
passages, directing students to interact 
intensively with text; 


• Benchmark progress to drive instruction; 
and, 


• Assessments used as diagnostics focusing 
instruction.  


My Reading Coach (MRC) supplementary 
curriculum features include introductory lessons to 
assist ELL students in the acquisition of English 
skills outlined in the ACCRS.  MRC features 
include: 


• Alignment to ACCRS 
• Field tested in Arizona schools with highly 
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diverse populations 
• Highly effective nationally as a 


supplemental program for all K-8 grades 


Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics at 
The PEAK School is used in partnership with 
Accelerated Math and Star Math to provide 
teachers the comprehensive curriculum necessary 
to assist ELL students in developing mathematics 
proficiency in the ACCRS. With this instructional 
anchor,  the ACCRS (Common Core State 
Standards) are readily implemented. Common 
Core Performance Coach Mathematics components 
include:  


• 100% alignment to ACCRS;  
• A set of lessons for each of the five 


ACCRS strands, with each lesson aligning 
to one or more standards;    


• Concept Lessons that begin with an 
underlying concept that connects directly 
to the skill or skills taught in that lesson;  


• Use of a four-step problem-solving process 
(Read, Plan, Solve, Check);  


• Interactive questions following examples 
and asking students to discuss a topic, 
model a situation, try to solve a problem 
on their own, or check their work;  


• Content-specific Math Tools for individual 
lessons; and,  


• Mathematical terms highlighted 
throughout the student text when first 
introduced which are defined in a Glossary 
referencing the lesson.  


 
Accelerated Math components include: 
 


• Alignment to ACCRS 
• Evidence based/research supported 


(Isseldyke) and Renaissance Learning 
white paper 
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• Individualized with an electronic 
gradebook with progress monitoring to  
 
meet the needs of academically at-risk 
students (bottom 25%)  


 
 
Star Math Components Include: 
 


• Alignment to ACCRS 
• Evidence based/research supported 


(Isseldyke) and Renaissance Learning 
white paper 


• Designed to link universal screening 
results to formative assessment procedures 
Identifies targets for individual 
remediation 


 
13. How has the Charter Holder ensured that the curriculum addresses the needs of Free and 


Reduced Lunch (FRL) eligible students? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


The PEAK School follows a formalized process to 
create, implement, evaluate and revise its 
curriculum and supplemental curriculum for FRL 
students.   
 
The PEAK School staff aligns its curriculum to 
Arizona College and Career Readiness Standards 
(formerly Common Core Standards) in Taskstream 
lesson planning for reading and mathematics for 
FRL students.  
 
The PEAK Schools serves a population of 82% 
Free and Reduced Lunch (FRL) students.  It is 
designated as a Schoolwide Title I school.  
Therefore, the curriculum as a whole has been 
established to meet the needs of FRL Students 
along with students in other subgroups (Bottom 
25%, ELL, SPED).   


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Data Chat Team Summary Sheets (ongoing 
ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My Reading Coach, 
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Due to a high percentage of students entering The 
PEAK School two years or more behind 
academically, significant deficits in background 
information and language development make Core 
Knowledge Curriculum an effective, long-term 
solution to providing the background needed in 
reading comprehension and math application.  
 
In the Journeys program, The effective 
instructional practices throughout the program 
support struggling readers in multiple ways and 
provide guidance for implementing daily 
individualized instruction with struggling readers. 
Write-In Readers provide intervention for readers 
who struggle (those reading at a year or more 
below reading level) and Reading Tool Kits 
provide targeted skill-based intervention. The 
Week at a Glance at the beginning of each lesson 
provides an overview of the week’s strategic 
intervention instruction—which is then elaborated 
more fully in the back of the Teacher’s Edition, 
where the Teal Intervention Tabs provide specific 
suggestions for strategic intervention to meet the 
needs of struggling readers.  The Write-In Readers 
are provided for students in grades 1 and up and 
are provided both in print and as an online 
experience. Each Stop, Think, Write activity is 
designed to support and reinforce the key skill or 
strategy. Look Back and Respond pages offer hints 
that help children search the text for key 
information. 
 
Based on the research (Payne, et. al.) regarding the 
vocabulary deficiencies of students living in 
poverty the PEAK School's use of Common Core 
Performance Coach ELA provides Multiple 
opportunities for vocabulary instruction.  
Repetition of words in reading, writing, speaking 


Star Math, Galileo, etc.)  
 
 
Agenda and Sign in Sheet for Beginning of the 
Year HCY Training 
 
Photographs of Data Wall data re at-risk FRL 
Students 
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and listening provided in each lesson facilitates the 
retention of vocabulary words in a real world  
 
context rather than in contrived vocabulary 
lessons.   
 
My Reading Coach (MRC) supplementary 
curriculum features include ongoing assessment 
and individualized instruction designed to meet the 
learning needs of FRL students. 


Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics, 
Accelerated Math and Star Math at The PEAK 
School are used to provide teachers the 
comprehensive curriculum and assessment 
structure necessary to assist FRL students in 
developing mathematics proficiency in the 
ACCRS. 
 


14. How has the Charter Holder ensured that the curriculum addresses the needs of students 
with disabilities? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School follows a formalized process to 
create, implement, evaluate and revise its 
curriculum and supplemental curriculum to address 
the needs of students with disabilities. The school 
reform model adopted by The PEAK School and 
identified in the Title I Schoolwide program, 
provides particularly salient structural features to 
both the short and long term academic intervention 
(reading and math) processes necessary in 
addressing the needs of students with disabilities.  
It is structured through the Response to 
Intervention Model identified in the 2004 Federal 
Reauthorization of the Special Education Law.  
This model structures the approach through use of 
evidence based interventions (e.g. ISTEEP 
materials, Math Facts in a Flash) that are measured 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
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across time and examined for their effectiveness in 
determining academic outcomes in both reading  
 
and math for students assigned to a three tiered 
model.   
 
In Tier1, mainstream curriculum based 
assessments (Universal Screening) and Galileo 
Assessments are used to progress monitor students 
and identify need for more intensive intervention 
(including additional Special Education 
Evaluations). This is done with benchmarks after 
units of study and universal screening three times 
per year. In Tier 2, additional curriculum data and 
learning slope lines for students are reviewed by 
the Data Chat Team every four to five weeks to 
determine the level of intensity and frequency of 
intervention required by each individual student.  
Tier 3 intervention is initiated based on assessment 
data with insufficient learning slopes (as seen in 
Tier 2). Specific Learning Disability evaluation 
may be considered as part of the Tier 3 
intervention/assessments.  Students in all Tiers 
requiring short or long-term intervention are 
offered support in smaller groups or individually 
through Title I supported intervention during 
reading and mathematics blocks during the school 
day, as well as in after school intensive small 
group interventions. The PEAK School staff aligns 
its curriculum to ACCRS in Taskstream lesson 
planning for reading and mathematics to address 
the needs of students with disabilities. 
 
Curriculum and instruction for addressing the 
needs of students with disabilities requires a broad 
range of curricular programs to accommodate 
reluctant learners, varied skill levels, and learning 
issues.  The curriculum programs listed below 
provide the central focus for addressing the needs 


 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.)  
 
Redacted weekly progress reports on IEP Goals to 
Charter Holder/Program Specialist 
 
Redacted Quarterly Assessments on IEP Goals 
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of students with disabilities at The PEAK School.  
These include: 
 
HMH Journeys (Grades 1-6) 
-Aligned to ACCRS 
-Evidence based/research supported (Florida 
Center for Reading Research) 
-Recognized by ADE Move On When Reading 
administration as an evidence based and effective 
reading program 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA (upgraded 
from Buckle Down) (Grades 7-8) 
-Alignment to ACCRS 
 -Review of comprehension skills provided for 
both literary and informational texts 
-Rigorous writing and listening practice including 
informative, narrative, and argumentative texts 
-Resources that assist teachers in differentiating or 
extending instruction for various subgroups 
 
My Reading Coach (MRC 
- Alignment to ACCRS 
- Field tested in Arizona schools with highly 
diverse populations 
-Highly effective nationally as a supplemental 
program for all K-8 grades 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
-Alignment to ACCRS 
- Scaffolded instruction and practice while 
exposing students to question types such as multi-
select, matching, and performance tasks. 
- Providing students and teachers rigorous and 
purposeful review and practice. 
-Resources that assist teachers in differentiating or 
extending instruction for various subgroups 
 
Accelerated Math 
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-Alignment to ACCRS 
-Evidence based/research supported (Isseldyke) 
and Renaissance Learning white paper 
-Individualized with an electronic gradebook with 
progress monitoring to meet the needs of 
academically at-risk students (bottom 25%) 
 
Star Math 
-Alignment to ACCRS 
-Evidence based/research supported (Isseldyke) 
and Renaissance Learning white paper 
-Designed to link universal screening results to 
formative assessment procedures 
-Identifies targets for individual remediation 
 
 







Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report 


 


 Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report Template v.02/04/15  


67 


Area III: Assessment 


Assessment System 


1. What types of assessments does the Charter Holder use?   


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


The PEAK School Administration and its Charter 
Holders have selected the following formative and 
summative assessments for specific purposes of 
measurement listed below.  Additionally, the 
publishers of each assessment are noted.   
 
Galileo K-12 On-Line Assessments (published by 
ATI).  At the beginning of the current School Year 
(SY 15/16) The PEAK School began field testing 
of Galileo K-12 On-line Assessments. These use 
the same testing and blueprint protocols as the 
AzMerit Reading and Math and AIMS Science 
assessments, providing valid and reliable data 
aligned to the specific Arizona State Standards 
(ACCRS).  Additionally, Galileo Assessments 
have  predictive validity and forecasting of 
accuracy of risk levels. This is accomplished by 
ATI following an uploading of Statewide test data 
for individual students and then placed into the 
Galileo data base. The predictive validity 
examined is then correlated between the State test 
results and student scores.  Classification of 
different risk levels are then prepared for use in 
determining the degree of student intervention 
necessary.   


HMH Journeys Reading Series (published by 
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt) - HMH Journeys 
(grades 1-6) provides lesson assessments 
(formative) and benchmark assessments 
(summative) of each instructional unit that inform 
teacher needs for re-teaching/re-assessing.  


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Galileo Assessment Data 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 
 
Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  
 
Sample Accelerated Reader Test  
 
DIBELS Kindergarten Assessment Data (Initial 
Sound Fluency, 
 
Nonsense Word Fluency, Phonemic Segmentation 
Fluency 
 
STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data) 
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Performance Coach English Language Arts (ELA) 
(published by Triumph learning) - Performance 
Coach ELA (grades 7-8) is used for benchmark 
assessment of strands (summative) aligned with 
ACCRS and to determine rate of progress and 
drive instruction.  Performance Coach also ELA 
provides diagnostic assessment focusing critical 
practice and targeted review (formative).   
  
iSTEEP (published by iSTEEP LLC) - iSTEEP 
ELA assessments are used for Universal Screening 
three times a year and are comprised of summative 
assessments (with the exception of Oral Reading 
Fluency which is both formative and summative) 
used to establish a baseline and general levels of 
improvement between Universal Screenings.  
iSTEEP includes: 
 


• iSCREEN - is a formative assessment used 
for calculating oral reading fluency using a 
one minute timed reading on grade level 
passages to establish grade level reading 
and to determine need for specific fluency 
intervention (Hasbrouck, Tindal fluency 
norms to determine grade levels).  
iSCREEN is also used as a summative 
Universal Screening component. 
 


• Reading Maze - is used to assess reading 
comprehension by choosing a correct word 
to complete a sentence.  This assessment is 
completed on the computer and is timed.  


 
• Writing - Total words written is used to 


determine hand written word frequency.  
This assessment consists of a one minute 
think and a three minute write. 
 


• Letter naming fluency - Used to assess 
Kindergarten skills to establish a baseline  
 


 
AIMS and AzMERIT (Summer 2015) Data  
AZELLA Testing Data  
 
Sample Redacted weekly progress reports on IEP 
Goals to Charter Holder/Program Specialist 
 
Sample Redacted Quarterly Assessments on IEP 
Goals  
 
Sample Teacher Made Assessment and Grade 
Book Page  
 
Sample Kindergarten Development Assessment 
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and general levels of improvement 
between Universal Screenings. 
 


My Reading Coach (MRC)  (published by 
Mindplay) - MRC contains 61 lessons to master 
skills necessary in establishing literacy at the 5th 
grade level, with periodic cumulative mastery tests, 
review and practice.   
 
Accelerated Reader (published by Renaissance 
Learning) - Accelerated Reader consists of 
individually leveled reading comprehension tests 
based on ability level.  Accelerated Reader bolsters 
rigor in reading curriculum challenging higher 
skilled students. 
 
DIBELS (Dynamic Indictors of Basic Early 
Literacy Skills) (University of Oregon/Sopris 
Learning) - DIBELS is a curriculum based 
measurement used to assess baseline and ongoing 
progress in Universal Screening of 
Kindergarteners. DIBEL assessments include: 


 
• Initial Sound Fluency 
• Nonsense Word Fluency 
• Phonemic Segmentation Fluency 


 
STAR Math Renaissance Place (published by 
Renaissance Learning)  - STAR Math is used to 
obtain an average grade level for each Student's 
overall math skills.  Used as a Universal Screening 
three times a year to establish a baseline and 
general levels of improvement between Universal 
Screenings.  Used more frequently for diagnostic 
purposes of students that have been identified as 
at-risk.   
 
Accelerated Math Renaissance Place (published by 
Renaissance Learning) - Accelerated Math is used 
to assess acquisition of skills mastered in ACCRS.  
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There is a cycle of diagnostic testing, exercise 
completion and practice assignments, tests and 
mastery tests. 
 
Performance Coach Mathematics (published by 
Triumph learning) -  Performance Coach 
Mathematics is used for benchmark testing of 
strands  aligned with ACCRS. 
 
ISTEEP - ISTEEP math is used for Universal 
Screening three times a year and is comprised of 
summative assessments used to establish a baseline 
and general levels of improvement between 
Universal Screenings. 
 


• ISTEEP Math Calculation is used for 
Universal Screening three times a year and 
as a summative assessment to establish  
baseline calculation capability in grades 1-
8 and general levels of improvement 
between Universal Screenings. 
 


• ISTEEP Number naming fluency - Used to 
assess Kindergarten skills to establish a 
baseline and general levels of 
improvement between Universal 
Screenings 


 
AIMS and AzMERIT (alternate to MERIT NCSC) 
- AIMS and AzMERIT are summative assessments 
used to determine the degree to which individual 
students meet ACCRS. 
 
AZELLA - AZELLA is a summative assessment 
used to determine the degree to which individual 
students meet standards for English proficiency. 
 
AIMS A/NCSC - AIMS A is an alternative 
assessment to the AIMS and  NCSC   is an 
alternate to AzMERIT.  These assessments are  
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designed to assess mastery of ACCRS for students 
with cognitive delays. 
 
Special Education Evaluation (SPED) - SPED  
Evaluation is used to determine eligibility for 
placement in Special Education and/or to provide 
recommendations for specific student 
behavioral/academic needs. SPED Evaluation 
contains language, math and other  (personality, 
intelligence, behavior, developmental history, etc.) 
assessment components needed in a 
comprehensive evaluation for a disability 
determination.  These are tests given by The PEAK 
School's Nationally Certified School Psychologist. 
 
Teacher Made Assessments - Teacher made 
assessments provide informal and anecdotal  
information used to estimate progress in areas not 
covered by formalized testing.  
 
Kindergarten Development Assessment - 
(Published by Flagstaff Unified School District)  
The Kindergarten Development Assessment is a 
summative assessment that assesses identification 
of body parts, color recognition, math 
development, fine motor skills, gross motor skills 
reading readiness, reading development and 
writing development. 
 
 
2. What was the process for designing or selecting the assessment system?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 
words):  
 
The process for designing or selecting an 
assessment system included: collecting assessment 
information from experts in the field of 
assessments, field testing at PEAK, input from 
staff, review of the literature in professional 
journals, review of ADE and Charter Board 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Notes from Charter Holder's Informal Study of 
Mesa School for the Arts and Two Imagine School 
Sites. 
 
Nationally Certified School Psychologist 
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expectations, and observations/interviews with 
successful Charters identified by the Arizona 
Charter Schools Association (ACSA) as having 
strong test scores and similar demography. As well 
as discussions with ACSA staff re standard based 
assessments (e.g. Galileo). 
 
The Charter Holders' background, training and 
experience working at multiple charter schools 
provided initial impressions regarding an 
assessment plan that would support the curricular 
approach assembled in The PEAK School's  initial 
Charter Application.  Specifically, Ron Drossman, 
MA, N.C.S.P. has 30 years of experience as a 
Nationally Certified School Psychologist, Special 
Education Teacher, and Teacher Trainer in the 
field of assessment. His work as an Intern Field 
Supervisor at the University of Arizona and 
member of the Adjunct Faculty at Northern 
Arizona University provided him with experiences 
and exposure to both extensive field testing of 
assessment tools and an ongoing exposure to the 
literature in the assessment field that identify him 
as a professional with extensive expertise in the 
areas of educational assessment. 
 
The Charter Holders of The PEAK School initially 
adopted and continue to use both formative and 
summative assessment tools to inform instruction 
and evaluate, adopt, revise, implement and align 
curriculum. The decision-making process includes 
input from all stake-holders at The PEAK School.  
Decisions are made based on both review of 
literature and effectiveness seen in both PEAK 
School classrooms and other charter schools in 
Arizona (identified by ACSA). Charter Holders 
select systems of assessment that have procedures 
that are practical and functional. Strong reliability 
and validity must be established in the literature. 
Reliability, meaning consistent results (e.g. this 
appears in assessment scores in a performance of 
test-retest reliability).  Construct validity that 
shows strong correlations between the assessment 
content and the targeted ACCRS to be mastered. 
Additionally, consideration of the needs of 


Credential 
 
AZ Teaching Certificate for Charter Holder Ronald 
Drossman 
 
ESE 503 Syllabus  
 
Sample School Psychology Review  Publication 
 
Sample NASP Communique Publication 
 
Sample Council for Exceptional Children EC 
Publication 
 
Ronald M. Drossman Vita 
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subgroups has always been a part of the selection 
process. 
  


3. How is the assessment system aligned to the curriculum and instructional methodology?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  
 
The PEAK School curriculum and instructional 
methodology are aligned to the assessment system 
through summative, formative and benchmark 
assessments results that measure progress towards 
mastery of ACCRS.  This includes the newly 
implemented (SY 2015/16) standard based Galileo 
Assessments.  These use the same testing and 
blueprint protocols as the AzMerit Reading and 
Math and AIMS Science assessments, providing 
valid and reliable data aligned to the specific 
Arizona State Standards (ACCRS).  This 
assessment system also utilizes reading and 
mathematics instructional methodology and 
assessment procedures coming directly from The 
PEAK School's adopted curriculum. (e.g. HMH 
Journeys - weekly and unit benchmark 
assessments, Accelerated Math - assessments of 
mastery of ACCRS, etc).  Additionally, ISTEEP 
assessment procedures address assessment of 
supplemental materials and align to ACCRS. This 
assessment system utilizes reading and 
mathematics assessment procedures dictated by the 
degree of academic intervention needed by 
individual students.  Students in mainstream 
instruction with no intervention (RtI Tier 1 - See 
Response to Intervention explanation in Area III, 
#8 below) are engaged in standard curriculum with 
universal screenings three times annually, 
benchmark assessment on HMH Journeys, 
Common Core Coach ELA unit instruction, 
Common Core Mathematics unit instruction, 
Accelerated Math and STAR Math.  RtI Tier 2 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Galileo Assessment data  
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 
 
Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  
 
Sample Accelerated Reader Test  
 
DIBELS Kindergarten Assessment Data (Initial 
Sound Fluency, Nonsense Word Fluency, 
Phonemic Segmentation Fluency 


STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data)  
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students are engaged in more intensive intervention 
specific to deficits in reading and mathematics.  
Assessment procedures (ISTEEP Reading Fluency 
and Comprehension, My Reading Coach, HMH 
Journeys supplemental materials, Common Core 
Coach ELA supplemental materials, and ISTEEP 
Math Calculation) are completed on no less than a 
weekly basis in areas including reading fluency, 
vocabulary development, phonemic 
awareness/phonics skills, math calculation and 
reasoning skills.  RtI Tier 3 intervention further 
increases the frequency of assessment along with 
the structure and intensity of intervention.  
Consideration in Tier 3 may be for additional 
assistance through Special Education Services.  
Assessment scheduling is no less than daily on 
targeted reading and/or mathematics RtI strategies.  
Instructional effectiveness and curriculum 
adjustment are analyzed through data collected 
from multiple assessment sources by both 
formative and summative assessment means and 
reviewed by the Data Chat Team and 
Administrative/Charter Holder Teams.  
 


Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 
 
 
 


 


 


4. What intervals are used to assess student progress? How does the assessment plan include 
data collection from multiple assessments, such as formative and summative assessments 
and common/benchmark assessments?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


 
The PEAK School's assessment plan includes data 
collection from multiple assessments (formative, 
summative and benchmark).  These multiple 
assessments were described in Area III, #1 above. 
Frequency intervals that are used to assess student 
progress are listed below: 
 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


 
Galileo Assessment Data 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
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• Galileo Assessments (formative and 
summative) are administered three times a 
year (fall, winter, spring during this first 
year of implementation). The content of 
the assessments are summative as they 
contain information on all the State 
Standards to be mastered by students 
throughout the year.  The results however, 
are used formatively to help guide 
instruction, and identify need for 
intervention. 
 


• HMH Journeys - HMH Journeys weekly 
lesson assessments (formative) and a 
benchmark assessment following every 5 
weeks of instruction (summative) are 
collected and reviewed weekly.  Further 
analysis of Journey's progress is reviewed 
every 4-5 weeks at Data Chat Team 
meetings. 


• Common  Core Performance Coach ELA 
consists of four strands with multiple 
lessons.  Benchmark assessment occurs at 
the end of instruction of each strand 
(summative).  Additionally there is a year-
end assessment (summative).  Performance 
Coach ELA also provides diagnostic 
component focusing critical practice and 
targeted review (formative). Data is 
collected and reviewed as completed.  
Data is also reviewed every 4-5 weeks at 
Data Chat Team meetings. 
 


• iSTEEP ELA assessments (iSCREEN/Oral 
Reading Fluency, Reading Maze, Writing, 
and Letter Naming Fluency) are all used 
for Universal Screening (summative) three 
times a year (fall, winter, spring). 


 
• iSCREEN (oral reading fluency) and 


Reading Maze may be used to assess some 


 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data 
 
Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  


Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 
 
Sample Accelerated Reader Test  
 
DIBELS Kindergarten Assessment Data (Initial 
Sound Fluency,Nonsense Word Fluency, 
Phonemic Segmentation Fluency 
 
STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data) 


AIMS and AzMERIT (Summer 2015) Data 
Assessment   
 
AZELLA Assessment Data 
 
Sample ILLP 
 
Sample Redacted weekly progress reports on IEP 
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Special Education students quarterly to 
reflect IEP goal data (summative). 


 
• Ongoing  iSCREEN (oral reading fluency) 


progress monitoring with at-risk students 
occurs weekly (formative).  Data is 
reviewed every 4-5 weeks at Data Chat 
Team Meetings.  
 


• My Reading Coach consists of a placement 
test and cumulative review assessments 
(formative) following lessons 20, 32, 46 
and 61. Student progress is reviewed by 
classroom teachers weekly and every 4 to 
5 weeks at Data Chat Team meetings. 
 


• Accelerated Reader frequency intervals 
and data collection/analysis are based on 
individual student reading speeds.  
Classroom teachers review data and set 
goals for students. 


 
• DIBELS Kindergarten assessments 


(formative and summative) consisting of 
Initial Sound Fluency (given fall and 
winter), Letter Naming Fluency (given 
fall, winter and spring) Nonsense Word 
Fluency (given winter and spring), 
Phonemic Segmentation Fluency (given 
winter and spring).  Data analysis occurs 
after each assessment is given. 


 
• STAR Math is used for Universal 


Screening (summative) three times a year 
(fall, winter, spring). STAR Math is also 
used as needed to obtain diagnostic 
information for at risk learners (formative).   
 


• Accelerated Math Objectives mastered 
and/or benchmark assessments 
(summative) are collected and reviewed 
two times per month, and also at Data Chat 
meetings which occur every 4-5 weeks 
 


Goals to Charter Holder/Program Specialist 
 
Sample Redacted Quarterly Assessments on IEP 
Goals 
 
Sample Teacher Made Assessment and Grade 
Book Page  
 
Sample Kindergarten Development Assessment  
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• Common Core Performance Coach 
Mathematics consists of five strands with 
multiple lessons in each strand.  
Benchmark assessment occurs at the end 
of instruction of each strand (summative).  
Additionally there is a year-end 
assessment (summative).  Data is reviewed 
every 4-5 weeks at Data Chat Team 
meetings. 


 
• ISTEEP Math assessments (Math 


Calculation and Number Naming Fluency) 
are used for Universal Screening 
(summative) three times a year (fall, 
winter, and spring) and data is reviewed 
after each assessment is given. 
 


• ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency assessments 
(formative)  are used to assess at-risk 
learners one time per week.  Data is 
reviewed at Data Chat Team meetings 
every 4 to 5 weeks. 
 


• AIMS and AzMERIT (summative) are 
given once per year in the Spring.  Data is 
analyzed minimally twice by staff.  Once 
whole group when school wide data is 
reviewed and once by classroom teachers 
as they review performance with students 
each fall. 


 
• AZELLA (formative and summative) 


Placement tests for new students or 
students without a current test are given 
each fall.  Data is used to create ILLPs.  
Reassessment is done each spring.  Data is 
reviewed to look for proficiency, and to 
continue services the following year based 
on need. 


  
• AIMS A is given once per year in the 


Spring. Data is analyzed minimally twice 
by staff.  Once whole group when school 
wide data is reviewed and once by teachers 
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as they review performance with parents at 
IEP meetings. 


  
• Special Education Evaluation (SPED) 


assessments are on-going throughout the 
school year.  Data is reviewed following 
the assessments. 
 


• Teacher Made Assessments are on-going 
throughout the school year.  Assessments 
are graded as they are completed.  Data is 
kept in a grade book by classroom teachers 


 
• Kindergarten Development Assessment 


(summative) is given three times a year 
(fall, winter and spring).  Data is collected 
and analyzed following each assessment. 


 


Analyzing Assessment Data 


5. How does the assessment system provide for analysis of assessment data? What intervals are 
used to analyze assessment data?   


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  
 
The process used by the PEAK School Assessment 
System for conducting analyses of relevant pupil 
achievement data involves one or more teams. 
These teams include individual student-teacher, 
student-parent-teacher, Data Chat, Parent-Teacher 
Group (PTG), Title I, School Board, Charter 
Holders and Administration. The purposes of each 
of the designated teams fit into one or two 
categories. Each team is directed toward specific 
individual student needs and/or teams designated 
for overarching views of data used in 
programmatic determinations for classrooms, 
groups and/or the school in its entirety. The 
purpose of the student-teacher/ student-parent-
teacher teams, Data Chat Team and Parent-Teacher 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Galileo Assessment Data 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
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Group is to provide information to one or more 
stakeholders in the areas of progress monitoring of 
student achievement, goal setting/progress 
projection, plans for intervention and development 
of strategies addressing academic/behavioral issues 
for individual students. These teams analyze data 
that frequently informs students, teachers and 
parents of academic/behavioral needs and identify 
collaborative strategies.  Additionally, the 
Administrative/Charter Holder and Title I Team 
determine curricular changes/adjustment for the 
school, classrooms, groups, as well as specialized 
needs for individual students (e.g. Tier 3 RtI).  
 
Each of these Teams analyzes the results of 
multiple sources of data relevant to its focus. These 
sources of data use analyses of individual student, 
classroom, and school wide outcomes on standard 
based assessments (Galileo), curriculum-based 
assessments (e.g. unit assessments, writing 
samples), curriculum based measurements (e.g. 
ISTEEP Probes, Accelerated Math Mastery 
Assessments, My Reading Coach), and normed 
evaluation instruments (e.g. Stanford 10, AIMS) 
that are formative or summative in their structure.   
 
The Team procedure generally used for each of our 
aforementioned teams follows a circular pattern as 
dictated by the conclusions drawn from the data 
collected.  The series of six steps in the procedures 
are taught to each of the participant Team members 
through presentation of the Team Process Cycle 
(See Chart, Area II, #1), modeling analysis of 
unidentifiable student data and rehearsal of each 
step in the Team Process Cycle.  The consistent 
structure and practice appear to be effective in 
training Team members.  
 
The intervals that are used to analyze assessment 


Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data 
 
Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  


Data Chat Team Summary Sheets (ongoing 
ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My Reading Coach, 
Star Math, Galileo etc.) 
 
Sample Accelerated Reader Test  
 
DIBELS Kindergarten Assessment Data (Initial 
Sound Fluency, 
Nonsense Word Fluency, Phonemic Segmentation 
Fluency 
 
STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data) 


AIMS and AzMERIT (Summer 2015) Data 
Assessment   
 
AZELLA Assessment Data 
 
Sample Redacted weekly progress reports on IEP 
Goals to Charter Holder/Program Specialist 
 
Sample Redacted Quarterly Assessments on IEP 
Goals 
 
Sample Teacher Made Assessment and Grade 
Book Page  
 
Sample Kindergarten Development Assessment  
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data are as follow:  
 


• Galileo Assessments (formative and 
summative) are administered three times a 
year (fall, winter, spring during this first 
year of implementation). The content of 
the assessments are summative as they 
contain information on all the State 
Standards to be mastered by students 
throughout the year.  The results however, 
are used formatively to help guide 
instruction, and identify need for 
intervention. 


• HMH Journeys - HMH Journeys weekly 
lesson assessments (formative) and a 
benchmark assessment following every 5 
weeks of instruction (summative) are 
collected and reviewed weekly.  Further 
analysis of Journey's progress is reviewed 
every 4-5 weeks at Data Chat Team 
meetings. 
  


• Common  Core Performance Coach ELA 
consists of four strands with multiple 
lessons.  Benchmark assessment occurs at 
the end of instruction of each strand 
(summative).  Additionally there is a year-
end assessment (summative).  Performance 
Coach ELA also provides diagnostic 
component focusing critical practice and 
targeted review (formative). Data is 
collected and reviewed as completed.  
Data is also reviewed every 4-5 weeks at 
Data Chat Team meetings. 
 


• iSTEEP ELA assessments (iSCREEN/Oral 
Reading Fluency, Reading Maze, Writing, 
and Letter Naming Fluency) are all used 
for Universal Screening (summative) three 
times a year (fall, winter, spring). 
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• iSCREEN (oral reading fluency) and 
Reading Maze may be used to assess some 
Special Education students quarterly to 
reflect IEP goal data (summative). 


 
• Ongoing  iSCREEN (oral reading fluency) 


progress monitoring with at-risk students 
occurs weekly (formative).  Data is 
reviewed every 4-5 weeks at Data Chat 
Team Meetings.  
 


• My Reading Coach consists of a placement 
test and cumulative review assessments 
(formative) following lessons 20, 32, 46 
and 61. Student progress is reviewed by 
classroom teachers weekly and every 4 to 
5 weeks at Data Chat Team meetings. 
 


• Accelerated Reader frequency intervals 
and data collection/analysis are based on 
individual student reading speeds.  
Classroom teachers review data and set 
goals for students. 


 
• DIBELS Kindergarten assessments 


(formative and summative) consisting of 
Initial Sound Fluency (given fall and 
winter), Letter Naming Fluency (given 
fall, winter and spring) Nonsense Word 
Fluency (given winter and spring), 
Phonemic Segmentation Fluency (given 
winter and spring).  Data analysis occurs 
after each assessment is given. 


 
• STAR Math is used for Universal 


Screening (summative) three times a year 
(fall, winter, spring). STAR Math is also 
used as needed to obtain diagnostic 
information for at risk learners (formative).   
 


• Accelerated Math Objectives mastered 
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and/or benchmark assessments 
(summative) are collected and reviewed  
two times per month, and also at Data Chat 
meetings which occur every 4-5 weeks 
 


• Common Core Performance Coach 
Mathematics consists of five strands with 
multiple lessons in each strand.  
Benchmark assessment occurs at the end 
of instruction of each strand (summative).  
Additionally there is a year-end 
assessment (summative).  Data is reviewed 
and analyzed every 4-5 weeks at Data Chat 
Team meetings. 


 
• ISTEEP Math assessments (Math 


Calculation and Number Naming Fluency) 
are used for Universal Screening 
(summative) three times a year (fall, 
winter, and spring) and data is reviewed 
after each assessment is given. 
 


• ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency assessments 
(formative)  are used to assess at-risk 
learners one time per week.  Data is 
reviewed at Data Chat Team meetings 
every 4 to 5 weeks. 
 


• AIMS and AzMERIT (summative) are 
given once per year in the Spring.  Data is 
analyzed minimally twice by staff.  Once 
whole group when school wide data is 
reviewed and once by classroom teachers 
as they review performance with students 
each fall. 


 
• AZELLA (formative and summative) 


Placement tests for new students or 
students without a current test are given 
each fall.  Data is used to create ILLPs.  
Reassessment is done each spring.  Data is 
reviewed to look for proficiency, and to 
continue services the following year based 
on need. 
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• AIMS A and NCSC is given once per year 
in the Spring. Data is analyzed minimally 
twice by staff.  Once whole group when 
school wide data is reviewed and once by 
teachers as they review performance with 
parents at IEP meetings. 


  
• Special Education Evaluation (SPED) 


assessments are analyzed as needed 
throughout the school year.  Data is 
reviewed following the assessments. 


 
• Teacher Made Assessments are on-going 


throughout the school year.  Assessments 
are graded and analyzed as they are 
completed.  Data is kept in a grade book 
by classroom teachers. 


 
• Kindergarten Development Assessment 


(summative) is given three times a year 
(fall, winter and spring).  Data is collected 
and analyzed following each assessment. 


 


 


6. How is the analysis used to evaluate instructional and curricular effectiveness?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 
words):  
 
The analysis of assessment data used to evaluate 
instructional and curricular effectiveness is used 
by:  
 


• The Data Chat and Administrative/Charter 
Holder Teams use student achievement 
data to inform instruction. Specific areas in 
need of standard (Tier 1) or specialized 
instruction (Tiers 2 or 3) that also use this 
data to evaluate effectiveness of 
instructional practices.  The Team process 


List documents that serve as evidence 
of implementation of this process:  
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis, and example of  
 
AIMS Summary Concept Performance  Report 
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guides the Administrative/Charter Holder 
Team in the use of data analysis in 
evaluating instruction and ultimately 
making decisions on instructional 
plans/curriculum changes used by staff 
with groups and/or individual students. 


 
• The Administrative/Charter Holder Team 


and Title I Team (Team Process Cycle) to 
review and use the analysis to make 
general school evaluative decisions that 
guide determinations on curricular 
effectiveness (e.g. Are students on all three 
Tiers of RtI making appropriate academic 
gains in reading and mathematics?).   


 
Additionally, the fundamental analysis of RtI 
involves the use of data analysis on mastery of 
individual and/or specific group student skills over 
a particular amount of time to determine a positive 
(sufficient rate of growth over time), or insufficient 
rate of learning slope that fails to meet State 
expectations and requires curricular and/or 
instructional modifications. 
 


 
Agenda and Notes from Title I Team Meeting 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data. 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data 
 
Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  
 
Sample Accelerated Reader Test  
 
DIBELS Kindergarten Assessment Data (Initial 
Sound Fluency, Nonsense Word Fluency, 
Phonemic Segmentation Fluency) 
 
STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data) 
 
AIMS and AzMERIT (Fall/Winter 2015) Data 
Assessment   


AZELLA Assessment Data 
 
Sample Individual Language Learner Plans 
(ILLPs)  
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Sample Teacher Made Assessment and Grade 
Book Page  
 
Sample Kindergarten Development Assessment  
 
Photographs of  Data Walls 
 


 


7. How is the analysis used to adjust curriculum and instruction in a timely manner? What 
intervals are used to adjust curriculum and instruction? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  
 
The analysis of assessment data used to evaluate 
instructional and curricular effectiveness for the 
purpose of adjustment of curriculum and 
instruction requires analysis of formative and 
summative assessment data and anecdotal 
observations by staff and collaborative Teams. 
This process involves support personnel, 
instructional staff, Lead Teacher/Director, and 
Charter Holders in analysis of data utilizing one or 
more Teams (e.g. Data Chat, 
Administrative/Charter-Holder, etc.)  The process 
(for students in RtI Tiers 2 and 3) includes:  
 


• A Data Chat Team meeting including 
classroom teachers for specific students, 
Title I Teacher, Lead Teacher/Director, 
Charter Holders, and SPED Teacher, with 
optional parent and student participation. If 
there is no parent participation, the parent 
is contacted by phone or in person to 
clarify information and recommendations 
for curriculum/instructional adjustments as 
recommended by the Data Chat Team. 
 


• A Data Chat Team review of progress of 
individual students in areas targeted for 
improvement.  The Team determines the 
need for updating interventions. Two of 
the interventions may include adjusting 
instruction and or adjusting curriculum. 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Galileo Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis,  
 
Sample of AIMS Summary Concept Performance 
Report 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
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Data Chat Teams may also review curricular 
and/or instructional adjustment needs for students 
or groups of students functioning in Tier 1 
(mainstream) instruction when additional needs for 
differentiated instruction appear in daily Math or 
Reading. Curricular adjustments are also 
considered in this manner.  
 
The timelines for adjustment of instructional 
practices include adjustments by the Data Chat 
Team every 4 to 5 weeks or sooner in the event a 
critical student need is identified. The Title I/SPED 
Teacher assists in adjusting instruction. 
 
Timelines for curricular adjustment are established 
on a case-by-case basis by the Data Chat and 
Administrative/Charter Holder Teams with input 
from other Teams. Curricular adjustment timelines 
are categorized as: 
 
1.  Those requiring immediate adjustment.  
Completed within one week; 
 
2.  Those requiring immediate adjustment during 
the quarter or semester.  Timelines are completed 
by the end of a quarter or semester; 
 
3.  Those that are major adjustments requiring 
pilot, adoption or revision. These may require up to 
one to two years to complete. 
 


Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data 
 
Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  
 
Sample Accelerated Reader Test  
 
DIBELS Kindergarten Assessment Data (Initial 
Sound Fluency, Nonsense Word Fluency, 
Phonemic Segmentation Fluency 
 
STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data) 
 
AIMS and AzMERIT (Fall/Winter 2015) Data 
Assessment   


AZELLA Assessment Data 
 
 


 


 


Adapted to Meet the Needs of Subgroups (Address all relevant measures) 


8. How does the assessment system assess students with proficiency in the bottom 25%/non-
proficient students to determine the effectiveness of supplemental and/or differentiated 
instruction and curriculum? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School's assessment system of 
formative and summative assessments  used with 
students with bottom 25% proficiency measure 
progress toward or mastery of ACCRS.  The 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Galileo Assessment Data 
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PEAK School's assessment system was designed to 
adapt to the needs of students with proficiency in 
the bottom 25% /non-proficient students (bottom 
25%).  A full range of assessment capabilities was 
developed by PEAK School Charter Holders prior 
to the start of PEAK School and has been modified 
as needed to address the assessment questions 
critical to the bottom 25% student population, as 
well as all DSP subgroups and other groups with 
special needs.  The structure of The PEAK 
School's assessment system that makes it adaptable 
to a broad range of student skill levels is clearly 
seen in the Response to Intervention (RtI) three-
tiered model. 
 
Specifically, the RtI approach structures a model of 
interventions and assessments needed in 
addressing the academic deficits of students in the 
bottom 25%.  This begins with Tier I activities 
such as Galileo On-Line Assessments and 
Universal Screening for all students. This guides 
the process of determining the direction and extent 
of services required for all students to accelerate 
their learning curves in all academic areas.   
Additionally, students with significant academic 
deficits noted on the Universal Screening are 
further assessed to determine class-wide problems 
and/or motivational issues (e.g. Can’t Do/Won’t 
Do concerns), or need for Tier II intervention (e.g. 
After School Intervention - ASI). 
 
In Tier II, more intensive direct instruction and 
assessment is focused on individual student 
academic deficits with research based 
assessment/interventions and computer based 
assessments (e.g. My Reading Coach).  Support is 
provided in small groups during daily reading and 
math blocks. Additionally, before and after school 
tutoring in the Extended School Program (ESP) 
and specialized Tier II after school tutoring groups 
(ASI) utilize evidence based direct 


HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency  
 
iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data 
 
Data Chat Team Summary Sheets (ongoing 
ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My Reading Coach, 
Star Math, etc.) 
 
Agenda and Sign in Sheet for Beginning of the 
Year SPED Training 
 
STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data) 
Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  


Agenda and Staff Sign in Sheet for Beginning of 
the Year Training re AIMS Analysis and 
Identification of Students in the Bottom 25% 


 Photograph of Data Wall re Bottom 25%/Non-
Proficient Students 
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instruction/assessment (e.g. ISTEEP assessments). 
Approximately every 4 to 5 weeks the Data Chat 
Teams meet to review each Tier II student’s 
progress based on data, to make recommendations, 
or decisions for moving forward.  Inadequate Tier 
II responses prompt Tier III 
assessment/interventions.  In Tier III, the process 
of review of accumulated data provides a 
framework for highly structured short term 
interventions/assessment. These interventions are 
based on identified strategies shown to have had a 
positive student achievement outcome on multiple 
frequent assessments using very specific formative 
assessments. The focus of Tier III is on the 
possibility of determining the need for more 
intensive support. The need for Special Education 
services and eligibility for placement in Learning 
Disabilities classification is considered. These 
decisions are based on the school MET Team's 
(parent, teacher, Special Education teacher, School 
Psychologist and Lead Teacher/Director)  review 
of learning slopes following intensive intervention 
along with specialized evaluation results. 
 


 


 


 


9. How does the assessment system assess ELLs to determine the effectiveness of 
supplemental and/or differentiated instruction and curriculum? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 
 
An assessment system of formative and summative 
assessments that measure progress toward or 
mastery of ACCRS (in Reading and Math) 
progress monitors all ELL students at PEAK 
School. Assessments for ELLs are dictated by the 
most current data based needs identified in Galileo 
On-Line Assessments, Universal Screening (e.g. 
ISTEEP assessments materials and Star Math 
assessments) and other Tier 1 assessment 
approaches such as Journey's benchmarks, 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 
 
AZELLA Assessment Data 
 
Sample Individual Language Learner Plans 
(ILLPs) 
 
Galileo Assessment Data 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
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Common Core Performance Core Coach 
Mathematics strand assessments and Accelerated 
Math assessments. Inclusion in Tier 2 or 3 
assessment within the RtI model are an option 
when academic needs justify more intensive 
approaches. AZELLA assessment results guide 
plans for Individualized Language Learner Plan 
structure specifically in language skills 
development and need for more specific 
assessment. ELL students with Tier I needs are 
provided intensive background information 
instruction through the content rich Core 
Knowledge sequence. Results of this intervention 
are assessed by both formative and teacher made 
assessments. 
 
 


Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency  
 
iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 
 
STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data) 
 
Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  
 
 


10. How does the assessment system assess FRL-eligible students to determine the effectiveness 
of supplemental and/or differentiated instruction and curriculum? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  
 
The PEAK School has  an assessment system of 
formative and summative measures that progress 
monitor toward or mastery of ACCRS (in Reading 
and Math) with consideration of the 82% of the 
school population qualified as FRL. Students in 
mainstream instruction with no academic 
intervention (RtI Tier 1) are engaged in standard 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 
 
Galileo Assessment Data 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
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curriculum with Galileo On-Line Assessments and 
Universal Screenings three times annually. Their 
weekly lesson and benchmark assessments (every 
5 weeks) on HMH Journeys, Common Core 
Performance Coach ELA benchmark assessments, 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
strand assessments, Accelerated Math and STAR 
Math assessments.  Tier 2 students are engaged in 
more intensive intervention specific to deficits in 
reading and mathematics.  Assessment procedures 
(ISTEEP Reading Fluency and Comprehension 
assessments, My Reading Coach assessment, 
HMH Journeys supplemental materials 
assessments, Common Core Coach ELA 
supplemental materials assessments, and ISTEEP 
Math Calculation assessments) are completed on 
no less than a weekly basis in areas including 
reading fluency, vocabulary development, 
phonemic awareness/phonics skills, math 
calculation and reasoning skills.  Tier 3 
intervention/assessments further increases the 
frequency of assessment along with the structure 
and intensity of intervention.  Consideration in Tier 
3 may be for additional assistance through Special 
Education services.  Assessment scheduling is no 
less than daily on targeted progress monitoring of 
reading and/or mathematics learning using RtI 
strategies.  Instructional effectiveness and 
curriculum adjustment are analyzed through data 
collected from multiple assessment sources by both 
formative and summative assessment means and 
reviewed by the Data Chat Team and 
administration. Included in the 80.89% FRL 
population is a small percentage of Homeless 
Children and Youth (HCY) students.  A large 
majority of HCY students have benefited from 
academic support through RtI 
assessment/interventions. Assessment and 
academic support for HCY students also include 


Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency  


 
iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data 
 
Data Chat Team Summary Sheets (ongoing 
ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My Reading Coach, 
Star Math, etc.) 
 
Agenda and Sign in Sheet for Beginning of the 
Year (FRL) Training 
 


STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data) 


Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  


Agenda and Sign in Sheet for Beginning of the 
Year HCY Training 
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Extended School Program (before and after school 
hours) and for more intensive services, After 
School Intervention (tutoring and assessment) 
/ASI. 
 
 
11. How does the assessment system assess students with disabilities to determine the 


effectiveness of supplemental and/or differentiated instruction and curriculum? 
Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  
 


An adaptable assessment system of formative and 
summative assessments that measure progress 
toward or mastery of ACCRS (in Reading and 
Math) is  key to the services provided students 
with disabilities (SPED) at the PEAK School.  


This assessment system utilizes reading and 
mathematics assessment (in time frequency 
intervals)  dictated by the degree of academic 
intervention needed by individual students.  
Students with disabilities (e.g. physically 
handicapped) in mainstream instruction with no 
academic intervention (RtI Tier 1) are engaged in 
standard curriculum (with any needed 
differentiated instructional strategies),  and Galileo 
On-Line Assessments and Universal Screenings 
three times annually (e.g. ISTEEP assessments 
materials and Star Math assessments) and other 
Tier 1 assessment approaches such as Journeys 
benchmarks, Common Core Performance Core 
Coach Mathematics strand assessments and 
Accelerated Math assessments.) 


Tier 2 students are engaged in more intensive 
intervention specific to deficits in reading and 
mathematics.  Assessment procedures (ISTEEP 
Reading Fluency and Comprehension assessments, 
My Reading Coach daily assessment, HMH 
Journeys supplemental materials assessments, 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 
 
Sample Redacted weekly progress reports on IEP 
Goals to Charter Holder/Program Specialist 
 
Sample Redacted Quarterly Assessments on IEP 
Goals 
 
Galileo Assesment Data 
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency  


iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data. 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data 
 
Data Chat Team Summary Sheets (ongoing 
ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My Reading Coach, 
Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 
 
Agenda and Sign in Sheet for Beginning of the 
Year SPED Training 
 
STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data) 
 
Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 







Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report 


 


 Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report Template v.02/04/15  


92 


Common Core Coach ELA supplemental materials 
assessment, and ISTEEP Math Calculation 
assessment) are completed on no less than  a 
weekly basis in areas identified on the IEP that 
may include reading fluency, vocabulary 
development, phonemic awareness/phonics skills, 
math calculation and reasoning skills.  Tier 3 
intervention/assessment further increases the 
frequency of assessment along with the structure 
and intensity of intervention.  Consideration in Tier 
3 may be for additional assistance through other 
disability categories of  Special Education 
Services.  Assessment scheduling is no less than 
daily on targeted reading and/or mathematics RtI 
strategies.  Instructional effectiveness and 
curriculum adjustment are analyzed through data 
collected from both formative and summative 
assessment means and reviewed by the Data Chat 
Team and Administrative/Charter Holders.   


Weekly Report  
 
 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report 


 


 Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report Template v.02/04/15  


93 


Area IV: Monitoring Instruction 
Monitoring the Integration of Standards 


1. What is the Charter Holder’s process for monitoring the integration of standards into 
classroom instruction? How does the Charter Holder monitor whether or not instructional 
staff implements an ACCRS-aligned curriculum with fidelity?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


The PEAK School monitors the integration of 
ACCRS into instruction by Charter Holders and 
Lead Teacher/Director monitoring the systematic 
implementation by PEAK Staff of  its adopted 
Taskstream lesson planning system, English 
language arts programs, and mathematics programs 
(HMH Journeys, Common Core Performance 
Coach ELA, My Reading Coach, Common Core 
Performance Coach Mathematics, Accelerated 
Math, etc.)  (See Area II, #7, Area III, #4 and Area 
III, #5 above re timelines).  


In 2009 Taskstream (Lesson Planning) was 
adopted after reviewing the program’s research and 
field testing at Northern Arizona University. This 
nationally operated, internet based program is 
working effectively in aligning ACCRS to 
instruction and is intended to be continued in its 
usage in the future. It provides proper internet 
access of lesson plans to PEAK School teachers, 
Lead Teacher/Director, Charter Holders and 
personnel evaluators. Taskstream provides clear 
and concise information needed in structuring an 
integrity driven teaching/assessment process for all 
students (on ACCRS), while supporting personnel 
evaluation monitoring by a combination of 
Taskstream documentation and random 
supervisory observations.  This combination of 
lesson plan review with random observation is 
central to the personnel evaluation process used at 


List documents that serve as evidence 
of implementation of this process:  
 
Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
Formative Observation Checklist 


PEAK School Teacher Evaluation Forms 
 
Publisher Outlines or Summaries of Instructional 
Features of Adopted Curriculum 
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The PEAK School.  Teachers are evaluated and 
held accountable for student outcomes on teaching 
the ACCRS and adopted curriculum based on the 
Arizona Framework for Evaluating Educator 
Effectiveness. In addition to aligning efficiently to 
lesson planning, the features of each ELA and 
mathematics program provide teachers with solid 
instructional structure.  


HMH Journeys instructional features include:    


• Formative/benchmark assessments of each 
instructional unit that inform teacher needs 
for re-teaching/re-assessing (ACCRS); 
 


• Explicit vocabulary instruction; 
 


• Phonics instruction;  
 


• Reading fluency rehearsal; and, 
 


• Components of Balanced Literacy:  "I do, 
We do, You do" approach.  
 


Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
instructional features include: 
   


• Benchmark assessments to determine rate 
of progress and drive instruction 
(ACCRS); 
 


• Explicit teacher led instruction; 
 


• "Close" reading of complex texts; 
 


• Modeled passages; 
 


• Use of anchor standards; 
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• Instruction within the context of reading 
passages; 
 


• Authentic test practice ; 
 


• Diagnostic assessment focusing critical 
practice and targeted review;   
 


• Review of comprehension skills provided 
for both literary and informational texts; 
 


• Rigorous writing and listening practice 
including informative, narrative, and 
argumentative texts; and, 
 


• Resources that assist teachers in 
differentiating or extending instruction for 
various subgroups. 


 
My Reading Coach instructional features include:   


• Aligned to ACCRS 


• Direct instruction through electronic and 
supplemental materials that focus on 
phonemic awareness, phonics, reading 
comprehension, grammar, and spelling; 
 


• Electronic instruction presented by a 
reading specialist and speech pathologist; 
and, 
 


• Formative electronic assessment that 
creates data based reports designed to 
continuously inform classroom teacher 
delivery of instruction with critical 
interventions. 


 
Accelerated Math instructional features include: 
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• Alignment to ACCRS; 


 
• Evidence based/research supported 


(Isseldyke) and Renaissance Learning 
white paper; and, 
 


• Individualized with an electronic 
gradebook with ongoing progress 
monitoring. 


 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
curriculum features include: 
 


• Alignment to ACCRS;  
 


• Scaffolded instruction and practice while 
exposing students to question types such as 
multi-select, matching, and performance 
tasks; 
 


• Providing students and teachers rigorous 
and purposeful review and practice; and, 
 


• Resources that assist teachers in 
differentiating or extending instruction for 
various subgroups. 


2. How does the Charter Holder monitor the effectiveness of standards-based instruction 
throughout the year? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): The  


PEAK School Charter Holders and Lead 
Teacher/Director monitor the effectiveness of 
standards-based instruction throughout the year 
through systems designed for on-going monitoring.  
These systems include Year-Long Curriculum 
Maps, Taskstream lesson plans, on-going 
collection of assessment data (e.g. HMH Journeys 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Year-long Curriculum Maps Aligning Content 
with ACCRS  


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
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benchmark assessments, etc.),  Data Chat 
Summary sheets, formal personnel evaluations, 
and weekly informal observations/integrity checks 
(using a formative checklist) of applied ACCRS 
instruction that is tied to Taskstream lesson plans. 
(See Area II, #7, Area III, #4 and Area III, #5 
above re timelines).  


Additionally, daily focus on monitoring 
effectiveness is continued in each teachers' lounge 
which contain data walls.  Confidential student 
information can be viewed frequently and "at a 
glance" by staff, Lead Teacher/Director  and 
Charter Holders with a "need to know".  Research 
has shown that enlarged visual depictions of 
progress in academic assessment data provide 
positive feedback that in turn has a positive effect 
on teacher behavior and student outcomes.  A data 
wall is posted in each teachers’ lounge to enhance 
staff understanding of student/class baselines and 
progress.  The data walls are used to assist staff in 
goal setting.  Data walls consist of a variety of 
ongoing assessment data (e.g. Accelerated Math 
objectives mastered) showing student  progress.  
All students with significant academic deficits 
(Tiers 2 and 3) including the bottom 25%, FRL, 
ELL, and SPED) are posted for both reading and 
math. Data Wall assessment data is collected and 
updated every two weeks by the Lead 
Teacher/Director. 


 


 


 


 


 


HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Data Chat Summary Sheets 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
PEAK School Teacher Evaluation Forms 
 
Proposition 301 Merit Pay requirements 
 
Photographs of Data Walls 
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Evaluating Instructional Practices 


3. What is the Charter Holder’s process for evaluating instructional practices? How does this 
process evaluate the quality of instruction?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


The PEAK School Charter Holders and Lead 
Teacher/Director monitor the integration of 
ACCRS into instruction by administration 
reviewing and monitoring the systematic 
implementation of  its adopted lesson planning 
system, English Language Arts (ELA) Programs, 
and mathematics programs (Taskstream, Common 
Core Performance Coach ELA, HMH Journeys, 
My Reading Coach, Common Core Performance 
Coach Mathematics, Accelerated Math, etc. - See 
2012 PMP).  Taskstream ELA lesson plans are 
required of teachers and are reviewed for 
implementation of adopted curriculum, pacing, and 
alignment to ACCRS.  Lesson plan review is 
followed up with informal classroom 
observations/integrity checks which are ongoing. 
Informal observations/integrity checks include the 
use of a checklist to ensure instruction is aligned 
with ACCRS and lesson plans.  Frequent feedback 
is provided to teachers regarding lesson plans and 
instructional practices.  Standards based 
assessments (both formative and summative) are 
reviewed by Lead Teacher/Director and a follow-
up collaboration with teachers occurs regarding 
students who perform poorly on the assessments. 
(See Area II, #7, Area III, #4 and Area III, #5 
above re timelines).  


The PEAK School also completes formal teacher 
evaluations (each semester) aligned with the 
Arizona Educator Proficiency Framework.  The 
evaluation cycle includes a pre-observation 
conference, classroom observation, either 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Year-long Curriculum Maps Aligning Content 
with ACCRS  


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Summary Sheets 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
PEAK School Teacher Evaluation Forms 
 
Proposition 301 Merit Pay requirements 
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scheduled or unscheduled, with the use of an 
observation checklist, write up of the evaluation 
with a formative feedback narrative and a post-
observation conference.  This teacher evaluation 
process, in conjunction with weekly walk-through 
observations/integrity checks and on-going review 
of student achievement outcomes thoroughly 
evaluate the quality of instruction. 


In addition to these administrative procedures, 
Data Chat Team meetings (every 4 to 5 weeks) 
provide continuous student data analysis and 
feedback to teachers regarding instructional 
practices via Team recommendations,  These 
recommendations inform and guide teacher 
planning and instruction for individual and/or 
groups of students. This process for evaluating 
instructional practice monitors and informs the 
Charter Holders in an ongoing manner. 


 


 


 


4. How does this process identify individual strengths, weaknesses, and needs?   


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


The Charter Holders process of monitoring 
instructional practice looks at the quality of 
instruction by addressing strengths, weaknesses 
and needs noted in:    


• Lesson planning aligned to ACCRS - The 
Taskstream lesson plan template 
developed by The Charter Holder presents 
a structure that assists teachers in 
identifying ACCRS for each plan 
constructed by a teacher. When the 
standards driven plan is evaluated in its 
entirety, potential strengths, weaknesses, 
and needs become apparent as the 
connection between the strategies of 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Year-long Curriculum Maps Aligning Content 
with ACCRS  


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
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instruction of the lesson and ACCRS may 
or may not fit into a functional 
instructional process. Areas of concern 
may be in the areas of pacing, addressing 
needs of subgroups, use of technology, 
clarity of presentations, need for 
supplemental materials or differentiated 
instruction, etc.  


• Usage of reading and math programs - 
When evaluating instructional practices 
used in reading and Math, critical areas to 
determine strengths, weaknesses and needs 
include teacher knowledge of the content 
background, teacher skills in assessment 
and instruction, knowledge of curricular 
material, supplemental materials and 
differentiated instruction, etc.  


• Observations/integrity checks - Lesson 
plan review is followed up with informal 
classroom observation/integrity checks 
(weekly) which are ongoing. Informal 
observations/integrity checks include the 
use of a checklist to ensure instruction is 
aligned with ACCRS and lesson plans.  
Frequent feedback is provided to teachers 
regarding lesson plans and instructional 
practices to identify strengths, weaknesses 
and needs when comparing the lesson plan 
to the actual application of instruction in 
the classroom. Integrity of instruction that 
matches the plan is the goal.   


• Assessment of student learning (that shows 
or does not show progress) - The data 
collected through multiple assessment 
procedures provides a measure of the 
outcome of instruction that clearly defines 
strengths, weaknesses and needs in the 


Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Data Chat Summary Sheets 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
PEAK School Teacher Evaluation Forms 
 
Sample Lead Teacher/Charter Holder emails re 
Teacher Evaluation Review 


Proposition 301 Merit Pay requirements  
 
Sample Proposition 301 Teacher Summary of 
Activities (completed each Semester) 
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practice of instruction. This data is further 
analyzed in the context of other student 
observations and anecdotal information to 
better clarify instructional strengths, 
weaknesses and needs of one student and 
teacher at a time every 4 to 5 weeks at 
Data Chat Team meetings. 


• Personnel evaluations - The Lead 
Teacher/Director also completes formal 
teacher evaluations (each semester) 
aligned with the Arizona Educator 
Proficiency Framework.  The evaluation 
cycle includes a pre-observation 
conference, classroom observation, either 
scheduled or unscheduled, with the use of 
an observation checklist, write up of the 
evaluation with a formative feedback 
narrative and a post-observation 
conference.  This teacher evaluation 
process in conjunction with weekly walk-
through observations/integrity checks and 
on-going review of student achievement 
outcomes thoroughly evaluate the quality 
of instruction while clearly identifying 
strengths, weaknesses and needs of staff. 
Additionally, the Charter 
Holder/Superintendent reviews each 
formal teacher evaluation as they occur. 
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Providing Analysis and Feedback to Further Develop Instructional Quality 


5. How does the Charter Holder provide feedback on strengths, weaknesses, and learning needs 
based on the evaluation of instructional practices?   


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


The Charter Holders' system to analyze and 
provide feedback on strengths, weaknesses, and 
learning needs is based on an evaluation of 
teachers instructional practices. This evaluation 
includes:  


• Lesson planning aligned to ACCRS - 
Taskstream lesson plans can be viewed on-
line or in person. Identification of 
strengths, weaknesses and needs in 
planning, preparation and ACCRS 
alignment are documented in a timely 
manner prior to personnel evaluation.  
Additionally, a mentoring/coaching 
meeting is scheduled with the teacher by 
the Lead Teacher/Director or RtI 
Coordinator/Teacher Trainer. 


• Usage of reading and math programs - 
Weekly and bi-weekly assessment data 
collected  and reviewed by the Lead 
Teacher/Director provides feedback 
information to be shared with the Charter 
Holders and teachers when identifying 
strengths, weaknesses and needs in 
instructional practices. 


• Observations/ integrity checks - Lesson 
plan review is followed up with informal 
classroom observations/integrity checks 
(weekly) which are ongoing. Informal 
observations/integrity checks include the 
use of a checklist to ensure instruction is 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Year-long Curriculum Maps Aligning Content 
with ACCRS  


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
PEAK School Teacher Evaluation Forms 
 
Sample Mentoring Meeting/Assignment 
Documentation 
 
Photographs of Data Walls 
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aligned with ACCRS and lesson plans.  
Frequent feedback is provided to teachers 
regarding lesson plans and instructional 
practices to identify strengths, weaknesses 
and needs when comparing the lesson plan 
to the actual application of instruction in 
the classroom. Integrity of instruction that 
matches the plan is the goal.    


• Assessment of student learning (that shows 
or does not show progress) -  Data Walls 
in each teachers' lounge provides feedback 
to staff re individual students and classes 
(updated every two weeks). Data Chat 
Team Meetings (every 4 to 5 weeks) also 
provide observational feedback and 
specific data on  individual student 
academic growth. These sources guide 
feedback to teachers from the Lead 
Teacher/Director and Charter Holders that 
identify teachers' strengths, weaknesses 
and needs in their instructional practices. 
(Data Walls are updated with new data 
every two weeks). 


• Personnel evaluations - The PEAK School 
also completes formal teacher evaluations 
(each semester) aligned with the Arizona 
Educator Proficiency Framework 
(reviewed by Charter Holders).  The 
evaluation cycle includes a pre-observation 
conference, classroom observation, either 
scheduled or unscheduled, with the use of 
an observation checklist, write up of the 
evaluation with a formative feedback 
narrative and a post-observation 
conference.  This teacher evaluation 
process in conjunction with weekly walk-
through observations/integrity checks and  
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• on-going review of student achievement 
outcomes thoroughly evaluate the quality 
of instruction while clearly identifying 
strengths, weaknesses and needs of 
teaching staff. 


6. How does the Charter Holder analyze this information? What does the data about quality of 
instruction tell the Charter Holder? What has the Charter Holder done in response?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The Charter Holders and administration analyze 
information and provide feedback to further 
develop instructional quality. The process used for 
analysis includes the collection of data from 
formative and summative assessment results, the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team process for 
curriculum evaluation (see Team Process Cycle 
chart) and information shared by the Title I and 
Data Chat Teams.  (see Area II, #1, Area II, #7, 
Area III, #4 and Area III, #5 above re timelines). 
This data tells the Charter Holders and 
administration of strengths, weaknesses and needs 
the instructional staff have so that this information 
will be taken into consideration when developing 
instructional quality responses.                  


The Charter Holders' response to data based 
conclusions include responses to both positive and 
negative data.   


Samples of positive data responses are listed 
below: 


• Provide professional development in areas 
of need identified by the teacher (as 
opposed to "assigning" the teacher 
professional development) 


 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
Sample AIMS Summary Concept Performance 
Report 
 
Agenda and Notes from Title I Team Meeting 
 
PEAK School Needs Assessment 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 
 
Sample Written Plan of Improvement 
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• Assignment as a mentor/coach to assist 
less experienced teachers or teachers who 
are struggling in an identified area 


• Providing  opportunities to expand the 
teacher's sense of job satisfaction with 
additional areas of responsibility (e.g. 
acting as a building designee, assignment 
of a university student or student teacher)  


• Full merit pay 


• Annual raise based on performance 


Samples of negative data responses are listed 
below: 


• Provide professional development in areas 
of need identified by the 
Administration/Charter Holder(s) 


• Mentoring/Coaching of individual teachers 
including modeling of instruction by a 
master teacher and/or lesson planning with 
a master teacher 


• Additional unscheduled observations using 
the evaluation system (beyond the two that 
are required annually) 


• Written Plans of improvement outlining 
specific instructional target behavior 


• Reduction of Merit Pay 


• Non-renewal of teaching contract 
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Adapted to Meet the Needs of Subgroups(Address all relevant measures) 


7. How does the Charter Holder monitor and evaluate supplemental and/or differentiated 
instruction targeted to address the needs of students with proficiency in the bottom 
25%/non-proficient students? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


The PEAK School Charter Holders monitor the 
integration of ACCRS into instruction to ensure it 
is meeting the needs of students with proficiency in 
the bottom 25%/Non-Proficient Students. The 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team reviews and 
monitors the systematic implementation of  its 
adopted lesson planning system, English Language 
Arts (ELA) Programs, and mathematics programs 
(e.g. Taskstream, Common Core Performance 
Coach ELA, HMH Journeys, My Reading Coach, 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics, 
Accelerated Math, etc.).  (see Area II, #1, Area II, 
#7, Area III, #4 and Area III, #5 above re 
timelines). 


Academic achievement data is collected/reviewed 
for all students in the bottom 25%/Non-
Proficiency, along with Data Chat Team 
summaries of individual student progress. This 
monitoring by the Administrative/Charter Holder 
Team is designed to ensure that each Bottom 
25%/non-proficient student has effective 
instruction. 


The PEAK School recognizes that effective 
instruction successfully meets the needs of all 
students through differentiated instructional 
strategies.  It also recognizes that effective teachers 
differentiate instruction based on learner needs.  
Struggling readers who need differentiated 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My  
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) iSCREEN Oral 
Reading Fluency ongoing assessment data. 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data 
 
STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data)  


STAR Math Sample Diagnostic Report 


Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  
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instruction lack the strategies to make sense of 
what they read and the stamina to persist in what 
they read.  High-quality instruction for these 
students includes authentic purposes for reading 
and writing across content areas, the use of specific 
scaffolds, and lessons that teach essential strategies 
(Collins, 1998; Cunningham & Allington, 2007). 
Increasing these students’ motivation is also 
essential (see 2012 PMP). 


The Journeys ELA program (grades 1-6) provides 
Tool Kits that allow for targeted intervention in 
specific skills needed by students in the bottom 
25%/Non-Proficiency. In the Primary Kit, the 
Journeys program provides targeted instruction and 
intervention in the five areas critical to reading 
success: phonics, phonemic awareness, 
vocabulary, fluency and comprehension through 
multiple tools, including: 


• I Do, We Do, You Do organization that 
provides an important gradual-release 
model and scaffolds student learning; 
 


• 90 lessons in each of the five domains (for 
a total of 450 lessons); and, 
 


• The Skill Index that enables teachers to 
easily personalize instruction;  


 
In the Intermediate Literacy Toolkit, the Journeys 
program provides: 
 


• Focused instruction in key reading skills; 
 


• Activities that can be used for small-group 
or individual instruction; and, 
 


• Leveled books that offer additional reading 
and skill application. 


 
Instructional strategies are embedded within 


 


Sample Accelerated Math Library adapted to meet 
individual student needs 


Sample of HMH Journeys "Toolkit" explanation 
from Publisher 


Photographs of Data Walls (Tier 2, 3, Bottom 
25%, FRL, ELL) 
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Common Core Coach Performance Coach ELA 
(7th and 8th grade) that guide PEAK teachers to 
choose whole group, peer group, or individual 
learning experiences as dictated by the needs of 
students in the bottom 25%/Non-Proficiency in the 
classroom. 


Scaffolded instruction at The PEAK School 
structures explicit instruction. Scaffolding is used 
for modeling mathematical thought processes, 
including problem solving. Scaffolded practice is 
present in every lesson in Common Core 
Performance Coach Mathematics. Practice begins 
with a model or foundation level skill.  STAR 
Math assessments assist teachers in identifying 
foundational gaps in individual student's 
mathematics skill base.  Based on STAR Math 
assessment, Accelerated Math allows teachers to 
identify and create a library of lessons aligned to 
ACCRS that will close the student's skill gaps and 
provide scaffolded instruction.  The adopted math 
curricula have components that are used to 
differentiate instruction for students in the bottom 
25%/ Non-Proficiency.  


 


8. How does the Charter Holder monitor and evaluate supplemental and/or differentiated 
instruction targeted to address the needs of ELLs? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School Charter Holders monitor the 
integration of ACCRS into instruction to ensure it 
is meeting the needs of English Language Learners 
(ELLs). The Administrative/Charter Holder Team 
reviews and monitors the systematic 
implementation of  its adopted lesson planning 
system, English Language Arts (ELA) Programs, 
and mathematics programs (e.g. Taskstream, 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA, HMH 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 







Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report 


 


 Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report Template v.02/04/15  


109 


Journeys, My Reading Coach, Common Core 
Performance Coach Mathematics, Accelerated 
Math, etc.)  (see Area II, #1, Area II, #7, Area III, 
#4 and Area III, #5 above re timelines).  


Academic achievement data is collected/reviewed 
for ELL Students, along with Data Chat Team 
summaries of individual ELL student progress. 
This monitoring by the Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team is designed to ensure that each ELL 
student has effective instruction 


Although ELL students learn from the same 
effective instructional strategies as other students, 
ELLs have some specific instructional needs that 
may be met through added instructional time, 
front-loaded vocabulary, review of cognates, visual 
depictions, integrated technology, additional 
vocabulary instruction and other Sheltered English 
Immersion (SEI) techniques.  At The PEAK 
School all administration and classroom teachers 
(including SPED and Title I teachers) are endorsed 
through ADE as having passed SEI coursework.   


The Journeys program meets specific elements 
cited by research to be effective with ELLs, as well 
as guiding teachers toward proven practices that 
effective teachers of ELLs should incorporate into 
daily instruction by:  


• Providing high-quality literacy instruction 


with accommodations for ELLs; 


• Writing, posting, and orally share content 


and lesson objectives for each lesson; 


• Adapting content and materials as needed 


for ELLs; 


• Explicitly linking lesson concepts to 


students’ backgrounds and past learning; 


 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Data Chat Team Summary Sheets (ongoing 
ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My Reading Coach, 
Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 
 
AZELLA Testing Data  
 
Sample Individual Language Learner Plans 
(ILLPs)  
 
Photographs of Data Wall data re ELL Students 
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• Introducing, writing, reviewing, and 


highlighting key vocabulary throughout 


each lesson; 


• Providing students with regular 


opportunities to use learning strategies 


(such as decoding, predicting, questioning, 


monitoring, summarizing, and 


visualizing); 


• Scaffolding student learning (such as 


through Journeys I Do, We Do, You Do 


structure); 


• Employing varied groupings and 


opportunities for whole-group and small-


group interactions; and,  


• Incorporating integrated reading, writing, 


speaking, and listening. 


In addition to the above elements, research has 
shown that teachers can support ELLs with: 


• Predictable routines; 


• Graphic organizers that support 


comprehension of content; and, 


• Practice in reading words, sentences, and 


stories.  


(The Journeys Program:  A Research-Based 
Approach, HMH Publishers)  


Through the use of Common Core Performance 
Coach ELA, The PEAK School provides students 
with grade appropriate, richly written and 
sufficiently complex short pieces of text. Common 
Core Performance Coach ELA is designed with 
this structure. The short passages allow scaffolding 
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of instruction for the classroom using the gradual 
release of responsibility model.  Instructional 
strategies are embedded within Common Core 
Performance Coach ELA that guide PEAK 
teachers to choose whole group, peer group, or 
individual learning experiences as dictated by the 
student needs in the classroom. The richness of the 
reading materials engages students while the 
purposefully designed complexity meets students 
current performance and develops their capacity to 
read more complex texts outside of ELA.  


Language instruction is structured similarly to the 
three tier RtI concept.  Tier 1:  Emphasizes general 
vocabulary learned through spoken language with 
little instruction, unless the student is ELL; Tier 2:  
Emphasizes vocabulary found in written texts and 
words that carry nuances.  These words are found 
across content areas; and Tier 3:  Emphasizes 
academic vocabulary which is domain specific and 
necessary for understanding the concepts of the 
content. Tier 3 words are found most often in 
informational texts. 


Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
and Accelerated Math provide instructional 
support and strategies to address the needs of ELL 
students.  Explicit instruction in which the teacher 
models problem solving strategies and creates 
structures through which students can use 
meaningful problem solving methods help students 
overcome English language limitations. 


Scaffolded instruction at The PEAK School 
structures explicit instruction necessary in 
supporting ELL students. Scaffolding is used for 
modeling mathematical thought processes, 
including problem solving, and is also used to 
differentiate instruction for students with special 
needs (Carolan & Guinn, 2007).  Scaffolding 
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provides a system of temporary supports that are 
designed to help a learner bridge the gap between 
their baseline and acquisition of mastery.  
Scaffolded practice is present in every lesson in 
Common Core Performance Coach. Practice 
begins with a model or foundation level skill.  
STAR Math assessments assist teachers in 
identifying foundational gaps in individual 
student's mathematics skill base.  Based on STAR 
Math assessment, Accelerated Math allows 
teachers to identify and create a library of lessons 
aligned to ACCRS that will close the student's skill 
gaps and provide scaffolded instruction.  The 
adopted math curricula are used to differentiate 
instruction for ELLs. 


 


9. How does the Charter Holder monitor and evaluate supplemental and/or differentiated 
instruction targeted to address the needs of FRL-eligible students? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School Charter Holders monitor the 
integration of ACCRS into instruction to ensure it 
is meeting the needs of students qualifying for Free 
and Reduced Lunch (FRL).  The 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team reviews and 
monitors the systematic implementation of  its 
adopted lesson planning system, English Language 
Arts (ELA) Programs, and mathematics programs 
(e.g. Taskstream, Common Core Performance 
Coach ELA, HMH Journeys, My Reading Coach, 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics, 
Accelerated Math, etc.)  (see Area II, #1, Area II, 
#7, Area III, #4 and Area III, #5 above re 
timelines).  


Academic achievement data is collected/reviewed 
at all three tiers, along with Data Chat Team 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.)  
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summaries of individual student progress. This 
monitoring by the Administrative/Charter Holder 
Team is designed to ensure that each FRL student 
has effective instruction. 


The Data Chat Teams monitor the progress of 
students qualifying for FRL Tiers 2 or 3 over time 
by using specific intervention/assessment 
procedures (RtI) and keeping consistent records of 
individual students with data/anecdotal notes. Data 
Chat summaries/notes are monitored by the 
Administrative/Charter Holder team to further 
ensure the needs of students qualified for FRL 
being met. 


The structure of The PEAK School's assessment 
system that makes it adaptable is clearly seen in 
the Response to Intervention (RtI) three-tiered 
model. Specifically, the RtI approach structures a 
model of interventions and assessments needed in 
addressing the academic deficits of students 
qualified as FRL.  This begins with Tier I activities 
such as Galileo On-Line Assessments and 
Universal Screening for all students three times a 
year. This guides the process of determining the 
direction and extent of services required for all 
students to accelerate their learning curves in all 
academic areas.   Additionally, students with 
significant academic deficits noted on the 
Universal Screening are further assessed to 
determine class-wide problems and/or motivational 
issues (e.g. Can’t Do/Won’t Do concerns), or need 
for Tier II intervention (e.g. after school 
intervention - ASI).   
 
 In Tier II, more intensive direct instruction and 
assessment is focused on individual student 
academic deficits with research based 
assessment/interventions and computer based 
assessments(e.g. My Reading Coach, Accelerated 
Math). Support is provided in small groups during 
daily reading and math blocks. Additionally, 
before and after school tutoring in the Extended 
School Program (ESP) and specialized Tier II after 


 
Photographs of Data Wall data re at-risk FRL 
Students 
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school tutoring groups (ASI) utilize evidence based 
direct instruction/assessment.  Every 4 to 5 weeks 
the Data Chat Team meets to review each Tier II 
student’s progress based on data, to make 
recommendations, or decisions for moving 
forward.  Inadequate Tier II responses prompt Tier 
III assessment/interventions.   
 
In Tier III, the process of review of accumulated 
data provides a framework for highly structured 
short term interventions/assessment. These 
interventions are based on identified strategies 
shown to have had a positive student achievement 
outcome on multiple frequent assessments using 
very specific probes. The focus of Tier III is on the 
possibility of determining the need for more 
intensive support. The need for Special Education 
services and eligibility for placement in Learning 
Disabilities classification is considered. These 
decisions are based on the MET Team’s (parent, 
teacher, Special Education teacher, school 
psychologist and Lead Teacher/Director) review of 
learning slopes following intensive intervention 
along with specialized evaluation results. 
 


10. How does the Charter Holder monitor and evaluate supplemental and/or differentiated 
instruction targeted to address the needs of students with disabilities? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School Charter Holders monitor the 
integration of ACCRS into instruction to ensure it 
is meeting the needs of students with disabilities 
(SPED). The Administrative/Charter Holder Team 
reviews and monitors the systematic 
implementation of  its adopted lesson planning 
system, English Language Arts (ELA) programs, 
and mathematics programs (e.g. Taskstream, 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA, HMH 
Journeys, My Reading Coach, Common Core 
Performance Coach Mathematics, Accelerated  


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process 


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
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Math, etc.).  (see Area II, #1, Area II, #7, Area III, 
#4 and Area III, #5 above re timelines).  


Academic achievement data collected/reviewed at 
all three tiers, along with Data Chat team 
summaries of individual student progress reports, 
and weekly SPED reports of progress re IEP goals,  
are monitored by Charter Holders to ensure that 
each student with a disability has effective 
instruction.   


The Data Chat Teams monitor the progress of 
students with disabilities (SPED) over time using 
specific intervention/assessment procedures (RtI) 
and keeping consistent records of individual 
students data/anecdotal notes. Data Chat 
summaries/notes are monitored by the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team to further 
ensure that the needs of SPED students are being 
met. 


In addition to addressing the issue of monitoring 
effective assessment/intervention of students with 
disabilities, the use of The PEAK School's 
Response to Intervention (RtI) program also 
prevents inappropriate Special Education 
placements through use of this evidenced based 
system of assessment (Witt, Shinn, Fuchs, et.al.)           


The structure of The PEAK School's assessment 
system is adaptable for students with Disabilities, 
and efficiently monitored by the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team for 
instructional effectiveness.  The system structure  
is clearly seen in the Response to Intervention (RtI) 
three-tiered model.  Specifically, the RtI approach 
structures a model of interventions and 
assessments needed in addressing the academic 
needs of students with disabilities.  This begins 
with Tier I activities such as Galileo On-Line 
Assessments and Universal Screening for all 
students three times a year. This guides the process 


Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.)  
 
Sample Redacted weekly progress reports on IEP 
Goals to Charter Holder/Program Specialist 


Sample Redacted Quarterly Assessments on IEP 
Goals 
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of determining the direction and extent of services 
required for students with disabilities to accelerate 
their learning curves in all academic areas.   
Additionally, students with significant academic 
deficits noted on the Universal Screening are 
further assessed to determine class-wide problems 
and/or motivational issues (e.g. Can’t Do/Won’t 
Do concerns), or need for Tier II intervention (e.g. 
After School Intervention - ASI). 
 
In Tier II, more intensive direct instruction and 
assessment is focused on individual student needs 
with research based assessment/interventions and 
computer based assessments (e.g. My Reading 
Coach, Accelerated Math). Support is provided in 
small groups during daily reading and math blocks. 
Additionally, before and after school tutoring in 
the Extended School Program (ESP) and 
specialized Tier II after school tutoring groups 
(ASI) utilize evidence based direct 
instruction/assessment strategies. Approximately 
every 4 to 5 weeks the Data Chat Team meets to 
review each Tier II student’s progress based on 
data, to make recommendations, or decisions for 
moving forward. The results of these meetings 
provide consistent instructional monitoring 
opportunities for the Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team.  Inadequate Tier II responses prompt 
Tier III assessment/interventions.   
 
In Tier III, the process of review of accumulated 
data provides a framework for highly structured 
short term interventions/assessment. These 
interventions are based on identified strategies 
shown to have had a positive student achievement 
outcome on multiple frequent assessments using 
very specific probes. The focus of Tier III is on the 
possibility of determining the need for more 
intensive support. The need for further Special 
Education services and eligibility for placement in 
Learning Disabilities classification may be 
considered. These decisions are based on the MET 
Team’s (parent, teacher, Special Education teacher,  
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school psychologist and Lead Teacher/Director) 
review of learning slopes following intensive 
intervention along with specialized evaluation 
results.  
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Area V: Professional Development 


Professional Development System 


1. What is the Charter Holder’s professional development plan?   


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The Charter Holders' professional development 
plan is a comprehensive professional development 
system that has four general components.  It 
identifies and provides professional development 
that is: 1. based on teachers' needs and areas 
determined to be of high importance, 2. based on 
the needs of subgroups (Bottom 25%,  ELL, FRL, 
SPED), 3. designed to support teachers' 
implementation of new learning, and; 4. focused 
on monitoring and follow-up of strategies learned 
to ensure implementation.   


The PEAK School and its Charter Holders provide 
and/or support professional development that is 
aligned with The PEAK School's adopted 
curriculum and Comprehensive Models of School 
Reform, PMP, and ADE mandates through 
summer trainings, beginning of the year trainings, 
trainings throughout the year during common 
planning periods, conference and workshop 
attendance. The PEAK School has implemented a 
system in order to provide a comprehensive and 
clearly defined professional development plan 
focused on improving student achievement in 
reading and mathematics, as well as in all other 
achievement areas.  This system designates a six 
step process for identifying information necessary 
to determine the focus of professional 
development.  These steps include: 1.  Surveying 
staff annually each spring through a self-
assessment process to determine their individual 
perceived needs (see Title I Professional 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Sample Staff Surveys Regarding Professional 
Development Needs 


Sample Professional Development Training 
Certificates 


Sample Staff Training Agendas and Sign-In Sheets  
 
PEAK School Needs Assessment 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's May meeting re Professional 
Development Plan Identification of Professional 
Development needs including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis      
 - Teacher Surveys 
 - Teacher evaluation info.s 
  
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 
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Development Survey).  2. Formally and informally 
observing staff instructional practices to identify 
targeted areas for professional development (see 
weekly formative observation checklist and 
personnel evaluation observations once per 
semester) 3.  Reviewing The PEAK School Annual 
Needs Assessment; 4. Analyzing formative and 
summative student achievement data throughout 
the year to target future instructional content and 
instructional strategies/interventions. 5.  Planning 
training in May (prior to teachers returning to 
work) for Staff that is aligned and focused on a 
combination of student academic achievement 
needs and staff instructional skill needs 
(individually and as a whole) that must be 
addressed in order to improve student achievement 
outcomes. 6.  An on-going cycle of Professional 
Development review by the Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team leading to revision of instructional 
content, intervention or strategies based on 
analysis of student data and/or informal teacher 
observations completed weekly and formal 
evaluations completed each semester.   


PEAK professional development incorporates 
research and best practices in professional learning 
that utilize professional learning communities 
during shared planning time, expert in-class 
modeling by a master teacher, demonstrations by 
staff and guest presenters, co-teaching, and 
webinars.  Each of these techniques utilize 
trainee/trainer consultation, observational feedback 
and on-going assessment of learner effectiveness. 


Additionally, professional development 
opportunities are provided by the Coconino County 
Superintendent of Education's Office, The Arizona 
Department of Education, the Arizona Charter 
School Association and Northern Arizona 
University.  In addition to the trainings specified in 


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 


 


 


 


 







Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report 


 


 Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report Template v.02/04/15  


120 


the PMP (Common Core ELA Training, Common 
Core Mathematics Training, Intel Math/RtI 
Training, Instructional Coaching, and Instructional 
Bootcamp), staff participated in an ADE Leading 
Change Conference, First Annual ADE Special 
Education Teacher Conference, Common Core 
Connections and Collaborations; Lesson 
Alignment to Common Core (ACSA) Move on 
When Reading/Phase 2 ELA Common Core (five 
day training), 2013 Assessment Summit, Phase 1 
AZ Counts Math Training, Progression of 
Fractions grades 3-6, Progression of number and 
operations in base 10 grades K-5, Phonics 
instruction, and K-8 science and literacy 
integration - a PD program that is over 7 months 
and 100+ hours. 


 


2. How was the professional development plan developed?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School's professional development plan 
was developed through a collaborative Team 
process.  This process uses team-based (Title I 
Team and Administrative/Charter Holder Team) 
analyses and decision making processes with the 
components of:  data collection from multiple 
sources; on-going meetings to review, discuss and 
analyze data; identification of strengths and 
weaknesses; identification of targets, goals and 
system modifications; specific plan updates 
including timelines; and, identification of 
calendared reviews.  The PEAK School Title I 
Team and Administrative/Charter Holder Team are 
comprised of various stakeholders representing a 
cross-section of the school community, including 
administration (including Charter Holders), staff, 
parents and students.   


List documents that serve as evidence 
of implementation of this process: 
Agenda and Notes from Title I Team Meeting 
 
Agenda and Notes from Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team Meeting (Adoption Committee) re 
Curriculum Evaluation Process. 
 
PEAK School Needs Assessment  
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's May meeting re Professional 
Development Plan/Identification of Professional 
Development needs utilizing PEAK School's 
Needs Assessment: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis      
 - Teacher Surveys 
 - Teacher evaluation info.s 
 -Parent Surveys 
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In addition, The PEAK School's overarching 
Mission and Vision for the school as well as 
alignment with The PEAK School's adopted 
curriculum and Comprehensive Models of School 
Reform (RtI, and Learning Management Systems, 
Core Knowledge), PMP, and ADE mandates have 
been guiding precepts for development of the Plan.  
The Professional Development Plan was initially 
developed at the inception of the PEAK School 
and is revised annually in May based on Needs 
Assessment Results. 


Specific components of the Professional 
Development Plan identified as needing to be 
developed through the Team process (The PEAK 
School Title I Team and Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team) included: 


1.  A means of surveying staff and parents re 
professional development priorities and issues; 


2.  A means of review/analysis of survey data; 


3.  Identifying experts and resources on staff or in 
Flagstaff/Northern Arizona; 


4.  Identifying issues specific to subgroups 
(Bottom 25%, ELL, FRL and SPED); and 


5.  Systems for monitoring effectiveness of 
professional development in implementation of 
new learning in classrooms and use of new 
strategies (e.g. weekly formative assessments, 
observations/integrity checks, review of student 
data every 4 to 5 weeks by the Data Chat Team, 
etc.) 


In the process of establishing The PEAK School's 
Professional Development Plan, the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team considered 
literature in best practices of professional 


 


Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 


ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and ELA 
aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data  
 
Sample Staff Surveys 
 
Sample Parent Surveys 
 
PEAK School Beginning of the Year Training 
Schedule Before Start of Students 


PEAK School Schedule of Specials  


Sample PEAK School Calendar Identifying Early 
Dismissal Days on Wednesday 
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development.  From this literature effective 
strategies for teacher learning were identified. 
Professional development should:   1.  Be 
intensive, ongoing and connected to practice, 2.  
Focus on student learning and address teaching of 
a specific grade level or curriculum content, 3.  
Align with school improvement priorities and 
goals, and; 4. Should build strong working 
relationships among teachers.  Additionally 
School-based coaching and mentoring/induction 
programs may enhance professional learning and 
may support teacher effectiveness.  


The Administrative/Charter Holder Team also 
identified the need for common planning time 
which would allow for on-going, embedded 
professional development (including individual 
coaching and mentoring) to be scheduled during 
school hours.  This time includes:  


1.  Eight (8) teacher contractual days prior to 
students' first day of attendance at the beginning of 
the school year; 


2.  Early dismissal every Wednesday afternoon; 


3.  Teacher planning periods during Specials (P.E., 
Art, Music); and, 


4.  Planning time before and after school; 


 


 


 


 


 


 


3. How is the professional development plan aligned with instructional staff learning needs?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


A Professional Development Needs Assessment 
for Teachers and Paraprofessionals of Title I and 
Students with Academic Deficits (Staff Survey) 
has been developed by PEAK School to align 
instructional staff learning needs with professional 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
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development plan structure. Each staff member is 
required to complete this survey. The Staff Survey 
utilizes rank order ratings that can be analyzed 
numerically for prioritization of professional 
development activities.  Anecdotal information is 
reviewed administratively to determine any general 
patterns of concerns/issues noted in staff comments 
and any critical issues noted by one or more staff.   
The Director/Lead Teacher and Charter Holders 
analyze rank order of priorities regarding perceived 
professional development issues to formulate plan 
recommendations.  


The PEAK School has implemented a system in 
order to provide a comprehensive and clearly 
defined professional development plan focused on 
improving student achievement in reading and 
mathematics and aligned with instructional staff 
learning needs.   This system designates a six step 
process for identifying information necessary to 
determine the focus of professional development.  
These steps include: 1.  Surveying staff through a 
self-assessment process to determine their 
individual perceived needs (see above).  2. 
Formally and informally observing staff 
instructional practices to identify targeted areas for 
professional development. 3.  Reviewing The 
PEAK School Annual Needs Assessment; 4. 
Analyzing formative and summative student 
achievement data throughout the year to target 
future instructional content and instructional 
strategies/interventions. 5.  Planning training for 
Staff that is aligned and focused on a combination 
of student academic achievement needs and staff 
instructional skill needs (individually and as a 
whole) that must be addressed in order to improve 
student achievement outcomes. 6.  An on-going 
cycle of Administrative/Charter Holder Team 
Professional Development review  leading to 
revision of instructional content, intervention or 


Sample Staff Surveys Regarding Professional 
Development Needs 


Formative Observation Checklist 


Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 


ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
PEAK School Beginning of the Year Training 
Schedule Before Start of Students 


PEAK School Schedule of Specials  


Sample PEAK School Calendar Identifying Early 
Dismissal Days on Wednesday 


Needs Assessment 


Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's May meeting re Professional 
Development Plan/Identification of Professional 
Development needs utilizing PEAK School's 
Needs Assessment: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis      
 - Teacher Surveys 
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strategies based on analysis of student data and/or 
teacher observation/evaluations. 


 - Teacher evaluation info.s 
 -Parent Surveys 
 


4. How does this professional development plan address areas of high importance?   


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK Professional Development plan 
addresses “areas of high importance” identified by 
the PEAK School Administrative/Charter Holders 
Team as sections in the ASCSB dashboard not 
meeting ASCSB standards including: 
 
1.a. SGP Reading 
 
1.b SGP Bottom 25% Reading  
 
2.a. Percent Passing Math and Reading 
 
2.c. Subgroup ELL Math and Reading 
 
2.c. Subgroup FRL Math and Reading 
 
In the three areas of Math not meeting pass rate 
proficiency standards (ASCSB Dashboard), the 
area of ELL Math strategies has received 
additional attention in Professional Development 
through compulsory teacher training by a new 
ELL/AZELLA Coordinator who conducts 
AZELLA testing, and trains and monitors staff in 
the development and implementation of Individual 
Language Learner Plans (ILLPs).  This new 
Coordinator has significantly more experience in 
staff training, Math content instruction, direct 
instruction of at risk students and has participated 
in extensive Math instruction professional 
development classes (for Math teachers) from 
Northern Arizona University/Coconino County 
Superintendents' Office and ADE. The pass rates 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Beginning of the Year Training Agendas and Sign-
In Sheets 
 
Staff AIMS Review Meeting Agenda and Sign-In 
Sheets 
 
AZELLA Data 
 
Sample ILLPs 
 
Staff Agenda and Sign in re ILLP Development 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
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in the 2 other areas of Math (percent passing and 
Subgroup FRL) are also being addressed in 
Professional Development strategies presented by 
the same Coordinator/Teacher Trainer. Results of 
formative  and summative assessment inform 
Administration and Charter Holders on the effects 
of this strategy on academic Math progress in these 
3 areas.  
 
In the 4 areas of Reading not meeting pass rate 
proficiency or student growth percentile standards 
(ASCSB Dashboard), the area of ELL strategies 
for developing student reading skills has received 
additional attention in Professional Development 
through compulsory teacher training by a new 
ELL/AZELLA Coordinator who conducts 
AZELLA testing, and trains and monitors staff in 
the development and implementation of Individual 
Language Learner Plans (ILLPs).  This new 
Coordinator has significantly more experience in 
staff training, ELA instruction, direct instruction of 
at risk students and has participated in extensive 
ELA instruction professional development. 
Additionally ELL reading strategies are being 
focused on during pre-school start compulsory 
professional development training by our 
Director/Lead Teacher, Title I Teacher, Reading 
Specialist and School Psychologist. Their expertise 
in explicit vocabulary instruction, RtI assessment, 
and supplemental materials should also address the 
other 3 areas of high importance in reading 
identified as below standards on the dashboard 
(SGP, SGP bottom 25%, and subgroup FRL). 
Assessment results of formative and summative 
assessments inform Administration and Charter 
Holders on the effects of this strategy on academic 
progress in these 4 areas.     
 
 


Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
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Supporting High Quality Implementation 


5. How does the Charter Holder support high quality implementation of the strategies learned 
in professional development sessions?    


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK school/Charter Holders' approach to 
supporting high quality implementation of the 
strategies learned in professional development 
sessions focus on providing opportunities to 
instructional staff to generalize new information in 
their classroom. When implementation in the 
classroom is attempted, structure for trainer 
follow-up is critical. The follow-up should include: 
modeling of strategies by the trainer (as needed), 
imitation of the modeled strategies by the 
classroom teacher, structured observations that 
address the salient components of the training, 
informal walk-throughs and feedback that 
reinforces what is working and provides ideas on 
how to proceed in areas that need additional 
rehearsal. Tools for successful implementation also 
include a checklist of components describing the 
strategy in detail, collaborative discussion in team 
meetings, assignment of a veteran mentor teacher 
to the teacher in training and planning with other 
staff similarly implementing new learning. Teacher 
support for the implementation of the strategy 
should be backed by expectations and 
accountability. Professional development 
implementation plans should be incorporated into 
both the teachers personnel evaluation and 301 
plan. In addition to accountability measures, 
leadership is critical in establishing a school 
community that grows through high quality 
training guiding high quality implementation. 
Personnel (Lead Teacher/Director as an 
instructional leader to provide coaching and a half 
time Title I Teacher/RtI Coordinator/Teacher 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process:  
 
Formative Observation/Implementation Checklist 


Sample Mentoring or Coaching Meeting 
Assignment and Notes 
 
Agenda for Sample Follow-Up Staff Meeting re 
Implementation of Professional Development 


PEAK School Teacher Evaluation Forms  


Proposition 301 Merit Pay requirements 
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Trainer) is in place and effective in monitoring and 
guiding high quality implementation of strategies 
learned in professional development trainings.  


6. How does the Charter Holder provide the resources that are necessary for high quality 
implementation? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The Charter Holders have identified resources 
needed for high quality implementation of 
strategies learned during professional 
development sessions. These resources are 
provided by the Charter Holders and 
Administration’s collaborative process of 
information collection and needs assessment 
including: 


 
• Identification of Staff experts to provide 


training (see staff Vitas and bios listed on 
PEAK School web site); 


 
• Identification of other resources available 


to provide training; 
 


• Providing a full-time Lead 
Teacher/Director as an instructional 
leader; 


 
• Providing a half-time Title I/RtI 


Coordinator/Teacher Trainer; 
 


• Assigning an ELL Coordinator/Trainer 
and Homeless Children and Youth (HCY) 
coordinator with knowledge of FRL and 
bottom 25% proficiency issues; 


 
• A half-time SPED Teacher working 


directly in classrooms with students and 
teachers; and, 


 
 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


PEAK School Needs Assessment 
 
Agenda and Notes from Title I Team Meeting 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) May 
meeting re Curriculum Evaluation  process 
 
Staff List and Assignments 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's May meeting re Professional 
Development Plan/Identification of Professional 
Development needs utilizing PEAK School's 
Needs Assessment 
 
PEAK School Beginning of the Year Training 
Schedule Before Start of Students 


Sample Mentoring or Coaching Meeting 
Assignment and Notes 
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• Assigning veteran teacher/mentors to new 
or struggling teachers. 


 
Additionally, resources to be provided by the 
Charter Holders for high quality implementation 
are identified and reviewed with a needs 
assessment based on: 
 


• Teachers' needs and areas determined to 
be of high importance; 
 


• The needs of subgroups (Bottom 25%,  
ELL, FRL, SPED);   
 


• The need to support teachers' 
implementation of new learning, and;  
 


• A focus on monitoring and follow-up of 
strategies learned to ensure 
implementation.  
 


This review of resources is completed by the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team annually at 
the Title I Team meeting. The 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team then follows-
up with key personnel (Director/Lead Teacher, 
Reading Specialist, RtI Coordinator, ELL 
Coordinator, etc.) regarding implementation. 


 


Monitoring Implementation 


7. How does the Charter Holder monitor the implementation of the strategies learned in 
professional development sessions?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The key components to the Charter Holders' 
monitoring the implementation of strategies 
learned in Professional Development are: 
 


 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Formative Observation/Implementation Checklist 


Formal Teacher Evaluation Forms 
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1. Informal classroom observations - 
Observations of classrooms (completed by 
Director/Lead Teacher) where and when 
specific strategies are being applied in 
class to assess what is visibly in use. This 
procedure will follow each Professional 
development activity. 
 


2. Walk throughs/Integrity Checks - The 
walk-through monitoring procedure 
(completed by Director/Lead Teacher, 
Title I/RtI Coordinator, Charter Holders, 
etc.) is an observation of a small "snap 
shot" of the activity occurring in the 
classroom environment that is being 
monitored for strategy implementation.  
When using a walk-through technique, the 
classroom teachers and students are not 
aware in advance of the observer briefly 
coming through for multiple "snapshot" 
observations.  The walk-through observer 
must know the environment and 
specifically what the target of things 
observed is so it may be efficiently 
answered in a short time. 


 
3. Implementation/Monitoring checklists - A 


monitoring checklist guides observers 
(walk-through/student observation) and 
evaluators in the process of knowing who, 
where, when, what, and how to observe . 
 


4. Review of on-going student assessment 
data - Data review of academic progress 
monitoring (Director/Lead Teacher, Title 
I/RtI Coordinator and Charter Holders) 
often provides information on the 
effectiveness of professional development 
as seen in the academic growth of students 
as is occurring using a new strategy 
implemented after professional 
development. 
 


5. Formal Teacher Evaluation - Teacher 
evaluations (completed by the 


Sample Mentoring or Coaching Meeting 
Assignment and Notes 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 


ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
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Director/Lead Teacher and reviewed by 
the Charter Holders ) occurring every 
semester provide guidance to teachers  
regarding expectations for implementation, 
observation of successful implementation 
and/or plans for improvement. 
 


6. Lesson Plan Review - Lesson plan review 
(completed by Director/Lead Teacher) 
identifies the teacher's intent to implement 
the strategy already identified and 
procedures, that may or may not be 
sufficient in successful strategy 
implementation.    


 
Consultation/coaching  before and after 
(observations) is often helpful to guide the teacher 
and observer on the primary focus of attention. The 
aforementioned six components are used on an as 
needed basis with priority to new and 
inexperienced staff. Experienced staff receive 
observation on an intermittent basis. This process 
follows professional development within two 
weeks of new training. 
 
Additionally, throughout the aforementioned six 
step process the Director/Lead Teacher and Charter 
Holders make collaborative decisions when 
assessing the level of the professional development 
implementation the teachers have attained.  They 
determine if:  a.  More professional development is 
necessary;  b.  A more intensive plan for follow-up 
to ensure implementation maintenance is 
necessary; and/or c. Provide teachers with positive 
feedback.  
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8. How does the Charter Holder monitor and follow-up with instructional staff to support and 
develop implementation of the strategies learned in professional development? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The Charter Holders monitor and follow-up with 
instructional staff to support and develop 
implementation of strategies learned in 
professional development through their review of 
information collected from key staff (e.g. 
Director/Lead Teacher, Title I Teacher/RtI 
Coordinator, etc.) regarding: Informal classroom 
observations, walk-throughs/integrity checks, 
implementation checklists, review of on-going 
student assessment data, formal teacher evaluation 
and lesson plan review.  Follow-up with 
instructional staff to support and develop 
implementation of strategies takes place on 
Wednesdays during staff meetings or professional 
learning community meetings. Follow-up in 
implementation is focused on the procedures 
needed to maintain implementation with 
development and adaptation issues being addressed 
as needed. Charter Holders provide support to the 
Director/Lead Teacher in the continued 
monitoring/follow-up needed. 


Additionally, throughout the professional 
development implementation process, the 
Director/Lead Teacher and Charter Holders make 
collaborative decisions when assessing the level of 
the professional development implementation the 
teachers have attained.  They determine if:  a.  
More professional development is necessary;  b.  A 
more intensive plan for follow-up to ensure 
implementation maintenance is necessary; and/or 
c. Provide teachers with positive feedback. 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Sample Agenda and Notes from Professional 
Learning Communities 


Sample Staff Training Agenda, Sign In Sheet and 
Notes 


Formative Observation Checklist/Implementation 
Checklist  
 
Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
Sample Mentoring Meeting/Assignment 
Documentation 
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.) 
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Adapted to Meet the Needs of Subgroups (Address all relevant measures) 


9. How does the Charter Holder provide professional development to ensure instructional staff 
is able to address the needs of students with proficiency in the bottom 25%/non-proficient 
students? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School provides or supports 
professional development that is aligned with The 
PEAK School's adopted curriculum and 
Comprehensive Models of School Reform (e.g. 
RtI, Learning Management Systems, Core 
Knowledge) PMP, ADE mandates and training that 
is relevant to teachers serving Bottom 25%/Non-
Proficient Students. These professional 
development activities are conducted through 
summer trainings, beginning of the year trainings, 
trainings throughout the year during common 
planning periods, conference and workshop 
attendance. The PEAK professional development 
plan ensures that instructional staff receives the 
type of professional development required to meet 
the needs of students with proficiency in the 
bottom 25%/non-proficient students. Each new 
teacher is given ongoing training (at the beginning 
of the school year for 3 days, with follow-up in 
each classroom) in the critical components of RtI 
(assessment practices), Learning Management 
technology (use of electronic based individualized 
assessment/instruction) and  instruction of the Core 
Knowledge Sequence (background information for 
language Arts, Math, science and History).  
Professional development for all PEAK School 
Staff is completed prior to the start of each school 
year. Compulsory topics required for training in 
the areas of supporting bottom 25% /non-proficient 
students include: assessment options, teacher 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Staff Sign in Sheet for Beginning of 
the Year Training re AIMS Analysis and 
Identification of Students in the Bottom 25%  


Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis  
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's May meeting re Professional 
Development Plan/Identification of Professional 
Development needs utilizing PEAK School's 
Needs Assessment: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis      
 - Teacher Surveys 
 - Teacher Evaluation Info. 
 -Parent Surveys 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
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intervention, electronic lesson planning, 
instructional strategies and supplemental materials. 
These topics are introduced to all new staff along 
with more intensive training for veteran staff. 
Additional bottom 25% /non-proficient students 
topics are suggested by staff on an annual staff 
survey, or by informal requests. 


The PEAK staff has experienced teacher trainers 
working with the general staff during designated 
professional development activities, as well as in 
follow-up to professional development training to 
ensure generalization and transfer of new learning 
by staff in classrooms.  Professional development 
activities are closely tied to personnel evaluation 
goals of growth and improvement. This encourages 
staff to continue to grow in their expertise in the 
area of instruction for bottom 25% /non-proficient 
students and thereby ensure progress in each 
student's academics. The professional development 
support system provided in the PEAK Professional 
Development plan connects training experts with 
teachers striving to meet the needs of every 
student. 


 
 
Data Chat Team Summary Sheets (ongoing 
ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My Reading Coach, 
Star Math, Galileo, etc.)  
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data. 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or 
On-going Diagnostic Data) 


 STAR Math Sample Diagnostic Report 


Sample Accelerated Math Library adapted to meet 
individual student needs 


Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  


Photographs of Data Wall data re Students in the 
Bottom 25%/Non-Proficient 
 


 


10. How does the Charter Holder provide professional development to ensure instructional staff 
is able to address the needs of ELLs? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


The PEAK School provides or supports 
professional development that is aligned with The 
PEAK School's adopted curriculum and 
Comprehensive Models of School Reform, PMP, 
ADE mandates and training that is relevant to 
teachers serving ELL Students.  . Professional 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 







Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report 


 


 Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report Template v.02/04/15  


134 


Development activities are scheduled through 
summer trainings, beginning of the year trainings, 
trainings throughout the year during common 
planning periods, conference and workshop 
attendance. Professional Development to support 
PEAK School staff is provided through an 
experienced ELL Coordinator  (see Area V, #4 
above) in interpreting Arizona English Language 
Learner Assessment (AZELLA) results, combining 
this data with other measures of language, math 
and reading, formulation of Individual Language 
Learner Plans (ILLPs), application of these plans 
and review of effectiveness based on student 
achievement outcomes. All PEAK classroom 
teachers and administrators (including Charter 
Holders) possess an endorsement in Sheltered 
English Immersion (SEI). 


Professional development for all PEAK School 
Staff is completed prior to the start of each school 
year. Compulsory topics required for training in 
the areas of ELL include: evaluation, 
documentation, law and programs, teacher 
intervention strategies and supplemental materials. 
These topics are introduced to all new staff along 
with more intensive training for veteran staff. 
Additional ELL topics are suggested by staff on an 
annual staff survey, or by informal requests. 


The PEAK staff has experienced teacher trainers 
working with the general staff during designated 
professional development activities, as well as in 
follow-up to professional development training to 
ensure generalization and transfer of new learning 
by teachers in classrooms.  Professional 
development activities are closely tied to personnel 
evaluation goals of growth and improvement. This 
encourages staff to continue to grow in their 
expertise in the area of instruction for ELL 
students and thereby ensure progress in each 


AZELLA Testing Data  
 
Sample Individual Language Learner Plans 
(ILLPs) Agenda and Notes of  
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's May meeting re Professional 
Development Plan/Identification of Professional 
Development needs utilizing PEAK School's 
Needs Assessment: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis      
 - Teacher Surveys 
 - Teacher Evaluations 
 -Parent Surveys 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.)  
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data. 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or 
On-going Diagnostic Data) 
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student's academics. The professional development 
support system provided in the PEAK Professional 
Development Plan connects training experts with 
teachers striving to meet the needs of every 
student.   


 


 


STAR Math Sample Diagnostic Report 


Sample Accelerated Math Library adapted to meet 
individual student needs 


Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  


Photographs of Data Wall data re ELL Students 
 


 


11. How does the Charter Holder provide professional development to ensure instructional staff 
is able to address the needs of FRL-eligible students? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


The PEAK Schools serves a population of 82% 
Free and Reduced Lunch (FRL) students.  It is 
designated as a Schoolwide Title I school.  
Therefore, the professional development plan is 
developed as a whole to meet the needs of FRL 
Students. The PEAK School provides or supports 
professional development that is aligned with The 
PEAK School's adopted curriculum and 
Comprehensive Models of School Reform, PMP, 
ADE mandates and training that is relevant to 
teachers serving FRL Students. Professional 
development activities are scheduled through 
summer trainings, beginning of the year trainings, 
trainings throughout the year during common 
planning periods, conference and workshop 
attendance.  Professional development issues 
specific to FRL students are addressed using 
training components specific to a variety of issues 
(e.g. HCY needs, resources available in Flagstaff 
for FRL students and their families, etc.)  
Professional development for all PEAK School 
Staff is completed prior to the start of each school 
year. Compulsory topics required for training in 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's May meeting re Professional 
Development Plan/Identification of Professional 
Development needs utilizing PEAK School's 
Needs Assessment: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis      
 - Teacher Surveys 
 - Teacher Evaluation Info. 
 -Parent Surveys 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Data Chat Team Summary Sheets (ongoing 
ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My Reading Coach, 
Star Math, Galileo, etc.)  







Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report 


 


 Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report Template v.02/04/15  


136 


the areas of FRL include assessment options for 
RtI, teacher intervention strategies and 
supplemental materials. These topics are 
introduced to all new staff along with more 
intensive training for veteran staff. Additional FRL 
topics are suggested by staff on an annual staff 
survey, or by informal requests. 


The PEAK staff has experienced teacher trainers 
working with the general staff during designated 
professional development activities, as well as in 
follow-up to professional development training to 
ensure generalization and transfer of new learning 
by staff in classrooms.  Professional development 
activities are closely tied to personnel evaluation 
goals of growth and improvement. This encourages 
staff to continue to grow in their expertise in the 
area of instruction for FRL students and thereby 
ensure progress in each student's academics. The 
professional development support system provided 
in the PEAK School's Professional Development 
Plan connects training experts with teachers 
striving to meet the needs of every student. 


 


 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 
 
iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data. 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or 
On-going Diagnostic Data) 
 
 STAR Math Sample Diagnostic Report 
 
Sample Accelerated Math Library adapted to meet 
individual student needs 
 
Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  
 
Photographs of Data Wall data re FRL Students 
 
 


12. How does the Charter Holder provide professional development to ensure instructional staff 
is able to address the needs of students with disabilities? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


The PEAK School provides or supports 
professional development that is aligned with The 
PEAK School's adopted curriculum and 
Comprehensive Models of School Reform, PMP, 
ADE mandates and training that is relevant to 
teachers serving students with disabilities. 
Professional development activities are scheduled 
through summer trainings, beginning of the year 
trainings, trainings throughout the year during 
common planning periods, conference and 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's May meeting re Professional 
Development Plan/Identification of Professional  
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workshop attendance.  Professional development 
for all PEAK School Staff is completed prior to the 
start of each school year. Compulsory topics 
required for training in the areas of Special 
Education (SPED) include: evaluation, 
documentation, law and programs, teacher 
intervention strategies and supplemental materials. 
These topics are introduced to all new staff along 
with more intensive training for veteran staff. 
Additional topics are suggested by staff on an 
annual staff survey, or by informal requests. The 
Arizona Department of Education's Exceptional 
Student Services (ESS) Department provides 
additional professional development and technical 
support on an on-going basis through local and 
statewide programs along with consultation from 
the ESS Program Specialist assigned to PEAK 
School.  Northern Arizona University's Institute for 
Human Development also provides professional 
development and technical assistance for PEAK 
School staff in the areas of adaptive technology for 
low incident Special Education populations. 


The PEAK staff has experienced teacher trainers 
working with the general staff during designated 
professional development activities, as well as in 
follow-up to professional development training to 
ensure generalization and transfer of new learning 
by staff in classrooms. The on staff trainers include 
experienced certified, SPED Teachers, teacher 
trainers previously responsible for professional 
development activities in SPED at other charter 
schools across Arizona (Arizona State 
Improvement Grant), teacher trainers skilled in 
PEAK School's Title 1 comprehensive models of 
school reform who provided professional 
development to other Arizona charter schools (U.S. 
Dept. of Education, Charter School office 
dissemination Grant for 2006),  and a teacher 
trainer in SPED that worked on the adjunct faculty 


Development needs utilizing PEAK School's 
Needs Assessment: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis      
 - Teacher Surveys 
 - Teacher Evaluation Info. 
 -Parent Surveys 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, Galileo, etc.)  
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data. 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data  
 
STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data) 
 
 STAR Math Sample Diagnostic Report 
 
Sample Accelerated Math Library adapted to meet 
individual student needs 
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at three Arizona Universities.  Professional 
development activities are closely tied to personnel 
evaluation goals of growth and improvement. This 
encourages staff to continue to grow in their 
expertise in the area of instruction for students with 
various disabilities and thereby ensure progress in 
each student's academics. The professional 
development support system provided in The 
PEAK School's Professional Development Plan 
connects training experts with teachers striving to 
meet the needs of every student.  


Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  


Redacted weekly progress reports on IEP Goals to 
Charter Holder/Program Specialist 
 
Redacted Quarterly Assessments on IEP Goals 
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Area VI: Graduation Rate (if applicable) 


Ensuring Students in Grades 9-12 Graduate On Time 


1. How does the Charter Holder monitor and follow up on student progress toward completing 
courses to meet graduation requirements?   


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


Not Applicable 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


 


2. How does the Charter Holder identify students that are not successfully progressing through 
required courses? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


Not Applicable 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


3. How does the Charter Holder provide additional academic supports to remediate academic 
problems for struggling students? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


Not Applicable 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


4. What data can the Charter Holder provide to demonstrate that these strategies are effective? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


Not Applicable 


 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 
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Area VII: Academic Persistence (if applicable) 


System for Keeping Students Motivated and Engaged in School 


1. How does the Charter Holder identify students who are at risk of dropping out or failing?    


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


Not Applicable 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


2. What strategies does the Charter Holder utilize to address student challenges to 
completing/continuing their education? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


Not Applicable 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


 


3. How does the Charter Holder evaluate these strategies to determine effectiveness? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


Not Applicable 


 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 





		Reading Standards: Foundational Skills K–2

		Reading Standards: Foundational Skills
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NARRATIVE 
 


Introduction 


 


The narrative description included within this Performance Management Plan (PMP) will 


attempt to present an accurate account of the significant evolution and history of the 


PEAK School over the last five years. Additionally, it will address issues that have been 


identified through thorough analysis of relevant data and observations that support data 


based decisions critical to future plans for improvement.  


 


The PEAK School has a strong, flexible, culture focused on continuous growth through 


improvement guided by evidence-based practices in education. The evolution of its 


curriculum, technology, student preparation for learning, parent support, and staff 


professional development respond to growth and the many changes in internal and 


external needs. Central to this culture is a commitment to ever improving academic 


achievement through programmatic adjustments that reflect the "best practices" in these 


areas. A description of the events precipitating changes to the PEAK School will provide 


a clear context for the baseline needed in establishing the narrative information specific 


to both the last five years of this Charter and the goals emphasized for planning the next 


three years.  


 


General Background Information 


 


The PEAK School has grown from a student population of 92 students in 2007 serving a 


free and reduced lunch population of 40% compared to a population of 165 students in 


2012 serving a free and reduced lunch population of 80%. The ethnic minority student 


population including African-American, Hispanic and Native American students has 


grown from 47% of The PEAK School population in 2008 to 69% of the in 2012. Large 


changes in minority ethnic representation were noted in the 17% growth of Hispanic 


students over the last 5 years. This seemed to be closely tied to the closure of Mountain 


English Spanish Academy Charter School (MESA) and the new enrollment of a large 


number of MESA students at The PEAK School. The English Language Learner (ELL) 


student numbers went from 23 in 2008 to 35 in 2012.  Although the Special-Education 


student population has remained close to 10% through the last five years, the number of 


students presenting as “at risk” of academic failure have increased significantly. Students 


receiving tutorial or intervention services for academic and/or behavioral issues have 


doubled over the last five years (20% to 40%). The number of students receiving services 


due to homelessness has increased from 1% to 5% over the last 5 years. Significant 


changes in the grade level configuration of this school include a change of grade levels 


served from K-6 to K-8 in 2005. Reduction of the number of combination classes from 6 


to 1, temporary lease of a shared space for grades 6-8, and long term lease of a second 


building were also significant changes over the last 5 years.  (APPENDIX 1 – 


Demographic Chart) 


 


In addition to the challenges facing our school due to the previously noted factors, several 


opportunities have arisen providing our school with financial support, professional 







The PEAK School, Inc. 


 3 


development and ideas for new approaches. These opportunities were centered in the 


activities of two grants and conversion from the Title I Targeted to Schoolwide Program.   


 


The Northern Arizona Educational Consortium (NAEC) was established at The PEAK 


School through the State Improvement Grant (SIG) Goal 2 in 2004. This four year grant 


funding was initially focused on improving the quality of Special Education services at 


Arizona Charter Schools. PEAK staff were trained as mentors or trainers, then assigned 


practicum experiences and training components during summer breaks and at conferences 


for the years of the grant. An additional goal of disseminating information on Response 


to Intervention (RtI) in Arizona was established in the last two years of the grant. This 


grant was managed and provided technical assistance to PEAK School Staff by co-


directors of NAEC, Dr. Rick Burch, NCSP and Ron Drossman MA, NCSP. 


 


In 2006 The PEAK School was awarded a Dissemination Grant from the USDOE Public 


Charter School Office. The focus of this two year grant was on dissemination of skills 


related to academic Learning Management systems (e.g. ARK internet based lesson 


plans, My Reading Coach instruction and assessment software, Accelerated Math and RtI 


software for diagnostics and progress monitoring of State Standards). The PEAK staff 


was trained as trainers. They then provided support to numerous charter schools through 


summer programs and professional conferences. This grant was managed by Paula 


Drossman with technical assistance from Dr. Rick Burch, NCSP (Independent Evaluator 


and Consultant) and Ron Drossman MA, NCSP (co-charter holder). 


 


Due to a determination by the Arizona Department of Education Highly Effective 


Schools Division/Title I to accelerate The PEAK School status from Targeted Assistance 


to Schoolwide in 2011, new flexibility in resources and assistance have become available.  


This rapid transition was prompted by ADE’s recognition of The PEAK School using 


three Comprehensive Models of School Reform.  These reform models are Core 


Knowledge, Response to Intervention and Learning Management Systems. 


 


In summary, a number of changes have occurred to The PEAK School over the last five 


years. These changes include significant increases: in size of the school population, in 


number of students from families of low socio-economic status, in ethnic representation 


requiring ELL services, in numbers of Homeless Children and Youth (HCY), and in 


numbers of students “at Risk” of academic failure. 


 


In response to these challenges, The PEAK School staff has grown in expertise and 


opportunities through system improvements (e.g. Response to Intervention, the National 


School Lunch Program, Schoolwide Title 1 Program), professional development (e.g. 


training afforded by SIG Goal2/ NAEC and The Federal Dissemination grants), increased 


building space and grade level changes. In addition to addressing the issue of effective 


assessment/intervention of “at risk” students, the use of our Response to Intervention 


(RtI) program (initiated in 2007) has prevented the Special Education population from 


rapidly increasing in size by better assessing the needs and causes of student issues.  RtI, 


referrals for “at risk” concerns have prevented numerous inappropriate placements in 


Special Education Learning Disabilities. The PEAK School RtI process provides early 
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and effective interventions that significantly increase academic achievement in ELL and 


“at risk” populations (while avoiding the pitfalls of disproportionate placement of 


minority students in Special Education). 


 


A large majority of HCY students have benefited from academic support through RtI 


process/interventions. Interventions and academic support for HCY students also include 


Extended School Program (before and after school hours) and after school 


tutoring/intervention four days a week. Other services include the National School Lunch 


program, referrals to local agencies, transportation stipends and The PEAK School 


Family Support Program (providing clothing, food and funds for temporary housing etc.) 


  


Curriculum/Programs 


 


The PEAK School has continually made a concerted effort during the previous five years 


to build capacity, to provide and implement a Math and Reading curriculum that 


improves student achievement, to monitor the integration of Arizona Academic 


Standards, to monitor and document student proficiency and to provide effective 


professional development as needs are identified. 


 


The process of providing effective curriculum, technology and materials that The PEAK 


School has followed prioritizes the selection of Math and Reading programs that have 


strong research findings.  These findings have been reported by competent publishers, 


supported through evidence in professional journals and through field testing and in-


house research at the PEAK School. 


 


Although Core Knowledge has been the foundation of the PEAK School curriculum, 


research conducted by the Core Knowledge Foundation indicates that it takes three to 


four years for a student to bridge a significant achievement gap using the Core 


Knowledge Sequence as the primary approach for addressing Math and Reading issues.  


As a result, the PEAK School recognized the need for additional academic approaches 


that would provide progress monitoring, alignment to State Standards and intensive 


academic interventions to ensure an accelerated rate of academic achievement in our 


changing student population. Programs field tested at The PEAK School during the last 


five years include: STAR Math Assessment, Accelerated Math and Math Facts in a Flash, 


Renaissance Place Accelerated Math (web based), Buckle Down Arizona AIMS, 


Houghton Mifflin Harcourt (HMH) Journeys Basal Reading/English Language Arts 


(ELA) series, Response to Intervention using internet based ISTEEP, and Step Up To 


Writing. These programs were selected to improve student achievement in reading, 


writing and math.  Programs were selected through a combination of formal (literature 


review) and informal research. An informal research project completed by the Charter 


Co-holders in 2011 and 2012 clarified critical variables addressed by different means at 


academically successful schools similar in other ways to PEAK.  This informal research 


project began with the Arizona Charter School Association (ACSA) identifying ten 


similar schools to the PEAK School in the areas of Free and Reduced Lunch Count, 


percentages of minority students, minority groups represented, and AIMS scores at or 


above the state pass rate. The process of information collection used both telephone 
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interviews with key personnel and actual school observations along with in-person 


interviews when feasible. The general results of this study pointed out that: nine of ten 


schools were using a basal reading series and a math text, although no single basal or text 


was generally preferred. Three schools used Buckle Down Arizona AIMS as a 


supplemental math program.  Several of the schools used RtI with some form of 


organized progress monitoring, a few used internet based lesson planning and computer 


based instruction/assessment for brief periods each school day. 


 


During the 2007, 2008, 2009 school years the PEAK School used Renaissance Learning 


Accelerated Math in conjunction with Saxon Math as its main mathematics curricula in 


order to align Math instruction with the State Standards.  The Accelerated Math program 


was a site based software program designed to work with students at their current level of 


mathematics proficiency.  It aligned Arizona State Standards for Students through the use 


of an electronic grade book that managed mastery of each State Standard by each student. 


(APPENDIX 2 –  Sample Accelerated Math Teacher Assignment Book)  The PEAK 


School also used STAR Math to provide diagnostic and prescriptive information to all 


stake holders (students, parents and teachers). This information assisted teachers in 


planning instructional focus and intervention plans. (APPENDIX 3 – Sample STAR Math 


Diagnostic Report) 


 


Students were also grouped by ability and placed with teachers for mathematics that 


seemed to have the most appropriate skill set for working with the group they were 


assigned to teach, as well as the standards that needed to be addressed. During the 2007 


school year the PEAK School began to move away from combination classes as they 


presented a difficulty in teaching specific State Standards and monitoring teacher 


accountability. This shift became feasible when the school obtained an additional 


building which provided the capacity to have additional full size classrooms.  This also 


resulted in the PEAK School rapidly expanding its student population and teaching staff.  


In 2008 an additional certified teacher was added to staff to work with a group of students 


most at risk during morning mathematics.  This assisted in class size reduction and gave 


students more individual attention.  During these three years the PEAK School’s math 


performance on AIMS was at or above the 60% pass rate. (APPENDIX 4 – ACSA 


Analysis of Student Growth/Pass Rates)  In 2010 the Arizona State Mathematics 


Standards changed significantly.  The PEAK School had difficulty responding to this 


change. This may have been connected to PEAK not upgrading to the new Accelerated 


Math Program on-line version (Renaissance Place).  


 


As a result, the new State Standards were not aligned to its curriculum.  Curriculum Maps 


(required yearly) were not updated significantly to reflect the changes in the standards, 


teachers did not have sufficient training in implementation of the new standards and the 


PEAK School’s on-line lesson planning system (ARK) which had been used to align 


lesson plans to State Standards was failing.  At this time the AIMS pass rate for 


mathematics dropped to 30%.  In 2011 the new Accelerated Math Renaissance Place on-


line program was purchased. This program provided progress monitoring information 


that has been used to accurately align instruction with updated State Standards in Math 


and will continue to be updated with Common Core Standards. The program provided 







The PEAK School, Inc. 


 6 


reports to stakeholders to identify error patterns and mastered standards that are 


intermittently review tested by students to support continued mastery. (APPENDIX 5 – 


Sample TOPS Report)  Internet based Star Math provided diagnostic and prescriptive 


information to all stakeholders (students, parents and teachers). This information assisted 


teachers in instructional focus and intervention plans. Additionally, the updated Math 


Facts in a Flash provided monitored computer based rehearsal of math skills during 


individual sessions. PEAK’s usage of Saxon Math has faded with the 2012 piloting of the 


Buckle Down Arizona AIMS program that supports instruction, progress monitoring and 


alignment to State Standards.  During 2011 the difficulty in implementation of the new 


math program was in evidence as teachers and administrators were learning to work with 


new technology in addition to new math standards. In 2012 the PEAK School moved 


away from ability grouping students for Math and Reading Blocks outside of their regular 


classroom to streamline teacher accountability. Additional professional development 


supported this change by increasing instructional skills for all teachers serving a more 


diverse range of learners in their class blocks. These changes in structure, programs and 


staff professional development appear to have promoted improved AIMS results in Math 


in 2012. The professional development changes included a year long Intel Math course 


sponsored by Coconino County/Northern Arizona University and Arizona Department of 


Education AZ Counts training.   


 


From 2007-2010 The PEAK School used a Balanced Literacy approach with guided 


reading (Wright Group), Core Knowledge literature and trade books as its basis for 


reading instruction.  Reading was supplemented through use of My Reading Coach, a 


software program designed for instructing/monitoring student progress in acquisition of 


phonics, grammar skills and Reading comprehension, as well as for instructing ELL 


students.  (APPENDIX 6 – Sample My Reading Coach Class Daily Lesson Plan)  


Teachers also used Daily Language Review by Evan-Moor.  Teachers aligned Arizona 


State Standards with Core Knowledge in year-long Curriculum Maps (APPENDIX 7 – 


Sample Excerpt Year Long Curriculum Map), as well as through an on-line lesson 


planning program.  Students were also grouped by ability and placed with teachers for 


reading that seemed to have the most appropriate skill set for working with the group 


they were assigned to teach, as well as the standards that needed to be addressed.  In 2008 


an additional certified teacher was added to staff to work with a group of students most at 


risk during morning Language Arts.  This assisted in class size reduction and gave 


students more individual attention.  In 2009 Step Up to Writing was adopted to enhance 


the Balanced Literacy program.  In 2012 with the onset of Common Core, the 


conclusions drawn from The PEAK School’s research project and analyses of reading 


data, The PEAK School determined that it was necessary to pilot HMH Journeys 


Reading/ELA series. The PEAK School moved away from ability grouping students for 


reading blocks outside of their regular classroom to streamline teacher accountability. 


HMJ Journeys was piloted with professional development that supported teachers in 


addressing individual needs of all learners in their regular classroom reading blocks. 


 


Over the last five years (2007–2012) the problem solving and collaborative models of the 


PEAK School initiated in 2002–2003, have evolved into an RtI centered process across 


the mainstream of the PEAK School. The RtI process has focused on data collected by 
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Curriculum Based Measurements (CBM) and information/charts from the ISTEEP 


program. ISTEEP provides protocols for assessing reading fluency/comprehension and 


math calculation. It provides progress monitoring charts designed for data based decision 


making (APPENDIX 8 – Sample ISTEEP Charts). This model of RtI is used in a three 


tiered process.  (The Arizona Model/Witt) 


 


Tier I activities such as universal screening for all students guides the process of 


determining the direction and extent of services required for all students to accelerate 


their learning curves in all academic areas.  (APPENDIX 9 – Tier 1 Universal Screening)  


Additionally, students with significant academic deficits noted on the Universal 


Screening are further assessed to determine class-wide problems and/or motivational 


issues (e.g. Can’t Do/Won’t Do concerns), or need for Tier II intervention. 


 


In Tier II, more intensive direct instruction is focused on individual student academic 


deficits with research based interventions and computer based programs. Support is 


provided in small groups during daily reading and math blocks. Additionally, before and 


after school tutoring in the Extended School Program and specialized Tier II after school 


tutoring groups utilize evidence based direct instruction/assessment. Approximately 


every five weeks the Data Chat Team meets to review each student’s progress based on 


data, to make recommendations, or decisions for moving forward.  (APPENDIX 10 –


Sample Data Chat Reporting Form)  Inadequate Tier II responses prompt Tier III 


interventions.   


 


In Tier III, the process of review of accumulated data provides a framework for highly 


structured short term interventions/assessment. These interventions are based on 


identified strategies shown to have had a positive student achievement outcome. The 


focus of Tier III is on the possibility of determining the need for more intensive support. 


The need for Special Education services and eligibility for placement in Learning 


Disabilities classification is considered. These decisions are based on the school team’s 


(parent, teacher, Special Education teacher, school psychologist and administrator) 


review of learning slopes following intensive intervention. 


 


Lesson Plans/Alignment to State Standards 


 


Although the PEAK School has had teachers align State Standards with Core Knowledge 


Sequence items in comprehensive Year Long Curriculum Maps since its inception in 


2002, early on a need for more comprehensive day to day lesson plan alignment to State 


Standards was noted. The process of selecting a lesson planning system that aligned 


instruction to State Standards, while pinpointing Core Knowledge Sequence items has 


required several pathways in its pursuit. In 2002 the founders of the PEAK School 


reviewed, trained in and field tested the Galileo program, developed by two professors at 


The University of Arizona. Galileo was ineffective in 2002 at making the required 


connections to State Standards. It was replaced after further inquiry by a software called 


A.R.K. (Administrative Rescue Kit) published by Dayspring Software. This program 


became internet based and was effective until it was discontinued by the publisher in 


2008.  In 2009 Task Stream (Lesson Planning) was adopted after reviewing the 
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program’s research and field testing at Northern Arizona University. This nationally 


operated, internet based program has worked effectively in aligning State Standards to 


instruction and is intended to be continued in its usage in the future. It has provided 


proper access of lesson plans to PEAK School teachers, administrators and personnel 


evaluators. Task Stream has provided clear and concise information needed in structuring  


an integrity driven teaching/assessing process of all students (on State Standards), while 


supporting personnel evaluation monitoring by a combination of Task Stream 


documentation and random supervisory observations.  (APPENDIX 11 – Sample 


Taskstream Lesson Plan)  This combination of Lesson Plan Review with random 


observation is central to the personnel evaluation process used at The PEAK School 


where teachers are evaluated and held accountable for student outcomes on teaching the 


Arizona State Standards and adopted curriculum.  (APPENDIX 12 - Sample Teacher 


Evaluation Protocol) 


  


Professional Development and Teacher Evaluation 


 


The PEAK School has provided opportunities for professional development for staff 


through a series of on-site compulsory trainings conducted by staff during the first ten 


days of teacher contracts prior to the start of student attendance. Training is facilitated by 


Staff with expertise in specific areas relevant to improving skills for instructing Math and 


Reading. Areas of focus include: Reading and Math Learning Management systems, 


curriculum, classroom organization and management, the RtI process, Core Knowledge 


and State Standard driven Task Stream lesson plans, data driven decision making and 


AIMS preparation procedures for students. Additionally, off campus opportunities over 


the last 5 years have been provided by the Coconino County Superintendents Office, 


Northern Arizona University, Arizona Department of Education, Houghton Mifflin 


Harcourt, The Core Knowledge Foundation, State and National Charter School 


Conferences, National Association of School Psychologists and Council for Exceptional 


Children, etc. (APPENDIX 13 – 2011-2012 & Projected 2012-2013 Staff Development 


Activities List)   Each of these training opportunities has been followed up by shared 


information with staff and follow up training opportunities as needed.  Staff is 


encouraged to give input regarding content of training through informal dialogue at staff 


meetings and by responses on a staff survey.  (APPENDIX 14 – Sample Staff Survey) 


 


Teacher evaluations identify significant areas requiring improvement that specify 


professional development training needs and assessment procedures to determine the 


effects. Classroom observation, test scores, legal requirements and parent inquiries also 


prompt the need for professional development/training.  


  


Family Participation 


 


PEAK school families are encouraged to participate in the growth of many facets of the 


school culture as related to the academic achievement of their child.  Parents are 


encouraged to participate in Parent Teacher Group (PTG), Data Chat Team (involving 


their child) and the Title 1 Groups supporting the School-wide culture of The PEAK 


School. Parent/student training in how to participate in these teams is always made 
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available through the aforementioned groups, school administration, and individual 


teachers. Areas often supported are focused on student achievement, understanding 


AIMS scores, curriculum based measurements, charts and graphs, core curriculum, 


academic expectations and best practices in supporting their child’s educational 


experience and goal setting.  


 


Analysis of Relevant Pupil Achievement Data 


  


The process used for conducting analyses of relevant pupil achievement data involves 


one or more teams. These teams include individual student-teacher, student-parent-


teacher, Data Chat, Parent-Teacher Group (PTG), Title 1, School Board, and 


Administration. The purposes of each of the designated teams fit into one or two 


categories. Each team is directed toward specific individual student needs and/or teams 


designated for overarching views of data used in programmatic determinations for 


classrooms, groups and/or the school in its entirety. The purpose of the student-teacher/ 


student-parent-teacher teams, Data Chat Team and Parent-Teacher Group is to provide 


information to one or more stakeholders in the areas of progress monitoring of student 


achievement, goal setting/progress projection, plans for intervention and development of 


strategies addressing academic/behavioral issues for individual students. These teams 


analyze data that frequently informs students, teachers and parents of 


academic/behavioral needs and identify collaborative strategies.  Additionally, the 


Administration, School Board and Title I team determine curricular changes, policies and 


procedures for the school, classrooms, groups, as well as specialized needs for individual 


students (e.g. Tier 3 RtI).  


 


Each of these teams examines the results of multiple sources of data relevant to its focus. 


These sources of data use analyses of individual student, classroom, and school wide 


outcomes on curriculum-based assessments (e.g. unit tests, writing samples), curriculum 


based measurements (e.g. ISTEEP Probes, Accelerated Math Mastery Tests, My Reading 


Coach), and normed evaluation instruments (e.g. Stanford 10, AIMS) that are formative 


or summative in their structure.   


 


The Team procedure generally used for each of our aforementioned teams follows a 


circular pattern as dictated by the conclusions drawn from the data collected.  The series 


of six steps in the procedures are taught to each of the participants through presentation 


of the Team Data Analysis Cycle Chart, modeling analysis of unidentifiable student data 


and rehearsal of each step in the process.  The consistent structure and practice appear to 


be effective in training stakeholders.   


 


 


 


 
. . . 


. . . 


. . . 
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The PEAK School  


Team Data Analysis Cycle 
 


 


 
 


2.  Meet to 


analyze, 


review and 


discuss data 


6.  Re-meet as 


needed 


1.  Collect 


data from 


multiple 


sources 


3.  Identify 


areas of 


success and 


concern based 


on data 


patterns 


4.  Identify 


new targets, 


goals, and 


system 


modifications 


5.  Specific 


plan update 


including time 


lines to re-


meet 
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During the first step of data collection, information is collected by staff in the form of 


raw data, anecdotal notes, observations, charts, graphs and forms. Several items are 


acquired from PEAK School learning management systems (i.e. Accelerated Math, Star 


Math, ISTEEP Charts and My Reading Coach).  


 


In Steps Two and Three there are structured meetings where discussion is focused on 


patterns apparent in the data indicative of positive academic growth, areas of concern, 


unanswered questions, and the correlation between these patterns and the strategies 


attempted.  In addition to viewing curricular strategy results, other factors are considered 


(e.g. integrity of instruction, behavioral and environmental issues that can be adjusted).   


 


Steps Four and Five target areas identified for new goals, retire mastered goals and 


operationalize strategies based on conclusions drawn from previously reviewed data. 


Decisions are made related to future timelines, specifics for changes in data collection 


procedures, system adjustments, and need for additional support by stakeholders.  Step 


Six determines the schedule for future team meetings with specific participants.      
 


Justification of Data Selected for Analysis 


 


A PEAK School requirement for selecting data sources for analysis for improving student 


achievement is that all data considered are acquired from empirically validated sources 


for the particular area of achievement being analyzed. The PEAK School process for 


selecting data for analysis ensures that the information used can be analyzed to produce a 


pathway to positive academic gains through the identification of effective curriculum and 


instructional strategies. CBM data (e.g. ISTEEP) show strong empirical evidence in the 


area of reading by the strength of correlation between Reading Fluency scoring and 


Reading Comprehension skills.  Accelerated Math and Star Math have empirical support 


in the literature describing the relationship between learning management systems and 


data based approaches to academic intervention.  The literature (Ysseldyke, et.al.) shows 


that data collected and analyzed by these two programs has strength in predicting 


improvement in academic achievement.  My Reading Coach’s data base collected from 


ongoing computer skill samples has significant evidence in research pointing out 


predictive capabilities in Language Arts/Reading achievement (Larrabe). Additionally, 


evidence based conclusions can be drawn by looking at student improvement on AIMS 


through the new Arizona Growth Model (Gau et.al.),   


 


Findings From the Prior Five Year School Wide Data Analysis   


  


Summative assessment procedures have yielded inconsistent data pointing out generally 


low AIMS pass rates in both reading and math when comparing PEAK school wide 


achievement to Statewide AIMS pass rates (over the last 5 years). These results are seen 


in the pattern of Math and Reading AIMS pass rates illustrated on the ACSA analysis 


charts (See Appendix 4).  Drill down analysis to classroom levels indicates varied 


patterns of math and reading pass rates. 
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AIMS PASS RATES 


Grade Level Cohort Comparisons 


 
AIMS Pass Rates         


  2011 Math 2012 Math 2011 Rdg. 2012 Rdg. 
2011 
Writing 


2012 
Writing 


Grade  % passing %passing  %passing %passing  %passing %passing 


3  72 59  78 53    


4  26 68  37 79    


5  39 21  78 57  61 43 


6  13 47  60 80  20 33 


7  6 20  44 60  31 40 


8  18 36  73 55    


 


Current analysis points out consistent trends when following pass or failure rates of 


specific cohorts of students across years (e.g. Grade 3, 2011 to Grade 4, 2012 pass rates 


in Reading (78 to 79) and Math (72 to 68 ). The AIMS at a Glance Information (AAAGI) 


looks at AIMS scores and classification changes to identify individual and class wide 


progress. This data can support correlations between changes in variables and derived 


scores/AIMS classifications that may be noteworthy when combining this data with other 


data sources. The previously noted cohort pattern aligns with AAAGI results.   


(APPENDIX 15 - 2011, 2012 AAAGI Data).  In addition to this cohort pass rate pattern, 


AIMS pass rates in math changed dramatically in 2010 in the same year standards were 


enhanced. There are also positive cohort patterns that may have been interrupted by 


changes in staff and questionable integrity of instruction. (See Grade 4 - 2011 and Grade 


5 - 2012 AAAGI).  Preliminary AIMS data for 2012 showed a significant rebound in the 


direction of overall Math pass rate and growth model improvements school wide (see 


Appendix 15). This appears to correlate with changes in programs for reading and math 


as well as stronger lesson plan alignment to State Standards.  It should be noted that there 


has been no more then one class per grade level over the last five years at PEAK in 


classes analyzed for positive and/or negative cohort patterns. 


 


Inconsistent data patterns are noted on charts identifying the academic growth rate using 


the growth model for Reading and Math analysis (see Appendix 4). (APPENDIX  16 - 


2011 AIMS Growth/Pass Analysis)  Patterns in AIMS and CBM results may indicate 


issues of integrity of instruction of State Standards when cohort results are significantly 


out of line in year-to-year comparisons as well as learning curves showing unusual 


discrepancies when viewed in a year-to-year pattern (see Gau/McConnell growth charts 


below).  


 


In January, 2011 the PEAK School requested assistance from the ACSA (Gau, 


McConnell) in analyzing five year’s worth of growth data in Math and Reading.  Inserted 


below are the results of their analysis with accompanying charts:
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January 10, 2011 


PEAK School 5 Year Data Analysis 


 


Percent passing and median growth percentile data was analyzed for 5 years (2006 – 


2010) and the full results appear in the associated Excel files.  Overall, school-level 


growth percentiles have remained in the mid to high end of the typical growth range for 


reading and the lower to mid end of the typical range for math with the exception of 


2010. 


 


 
 


The drop in the school-level median in growth percentiles is driven primarily by the third, 


fourth, and sixth grade results.  Despite the school-level median drop, the fifth grade 


showed an exceptional amount of growth in 2010. 
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In 2009, the school-level median was in the typical range (51), but looking at the grade-


level results reveals that the third grade students had a median in the low range.  Given 


that this trend continued into the subsequent year (2010’s fourth grade median), it is 


possible particular needs for this cohort are not being addressed.   


 


On the other end of the spectrum, the fifth grade medians in both 2009 & 2010 are 


exceptional.  This trend suggests the fifth grade teacher(s) and curriculum are meeting 


those students’ needs to a high degree.  There was also a clear improvement in the eighth 


grade median between 2009 and 2010. 


 


 
 


Looking at the previous three years, the third grade shows consistently low growth, but 


the other grade-levels achieve growth medians in the typical range. 
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In reading, the pattern is very different.  As can be seen in the graphs below, all grades 


show improvement over time.  The 2010 growth results are quite good with all grades 


achieving typical or high growth. 
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Curriculum Based Measurements provide highly sensitive formative measurements 
describing changes in student skill levels in math and reading scores by increasing 
accuracy through high numbers of data points linked to specific interventions over the 
entire school year. This data source can be used for planning student, group, class, and 
school wide programs that provide successive approximations to the results yielded on 
tests such as the AIMS. Charts from fluency data (APPENDIX 17 - ISTEEP Class 
Growth Charts) show varied levels of growth in reading skills and predict reading fluency 
levels with 95% accuracy. Most students in intervention for reading (95%) showed 
moderate to high levels of change when data was analyzed by Hasbrouck &Tindal 
National norms. (APPENDIX 18 – Hasbrouck & Tindal Oral Reading Fluency Data)  In 
addition to data analyzed From ISTEEP, Star Math (APPENDIX 19 – STAR Math 
Growth Report), Accelerated Math (APPENDIX 20 - Mastery Rate of State Standards on 
Accelerated Math), and My Reading Coach Reports (APPENDIX 21 – My Reading 
Coach Class Daily Lesson Plans) describe positive student progress in Reading and Math. 
 
Linking the Three Year Plan to Findings from the Five Year Data Analysis 
 
Conclusions and recommendations for action steps have been derived from a 
combination of the sources of data previously described along with evidence based 
information that aligns with best practices in academic education.   
 
The rebound of math scores in 2012 supports several conclusions including: the positive 
effects of Buckle Down Arizona AIMS with faded Saxon text usage and professional 
development (e.g. Intel Math, AZ Counts).  This has prompted our consideration of 
continuing in this direction. The publisher of Buckle Down has created a more in-depth 
version called Common Core Coach Mathematics.  This is an enhanced version of the 
Buckle Down program that was piloted at PEAK.  Review of research findings and 
sample materials supports the recommendation that PEAK pilot Common Core Coach  
Mathematics and consider adoption for the purposes of improved alignment of Math 
standards, clarity of instruction and AIMS testing preparation. In addition to State 
Standards alignment structured in the Common Core Coach Mathematics, a formative 
observation checklist and intermittent integrity checks will be utilized to ensure integrity 
of instruction of State Standards and avoid the 2010 alignment issues previously 
mentioned.  Additionally, administration will collect Common Core Mathematics 
benchmark testing (six unit tests and one summative test) from grades 3-8 this will ensure 
instruction of State Standards as a back up to Year Long Curriculum Maps. Tests will be 
analyzed with teachers and interventions will be planned as needed.   
 
The PEAK School intends to increase daily mathematics instruction during school hours 
by 45 minutes per day in grades 1-8.  Altering instructional time is supported by the 
changes in skills noted in Star Growth reports, ISTEEP math calculation and increased 
mastery of State Standards in Accelerated Math as it correlates with increased math 
instruction during after school tutoring. This is further justified by evidenced based 
conclusions (Berliner, Rosenshine) identifying time on-task academically as significantly 
increasing academic achievement.  This additional time will also address the need for 
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more time in order for students to increase their depth of knowledge as necessitated by 
the Common Core Standards.   
 
Interview results at other charters pointed to the need for a basal reading series (see 
PEAK informal research results re curriculum pages 4 and 5 above). The HMH Journeys 
basal piloted during the 2011-2012 will be considered for adoption due to the strength of 
growth in overall Reading scores in classrooms piloting the program (see preliminary 
AIMS Reading pass rates for 2012) Based on HMH Journeys pilot results the PEAK 
School will need additional supports to reach AIMS reading state pass rates in the future .  
Therefore, integrity checks will be added to maximize the program as part of the school 
adoption process.  Administration will review HMH Journeys Unit Tests from grades 3-6. 
This will ensure instruction of State Standards as a back up to Year Long Curriculum 
Maps. Tests will be analyzed with teachers and interventions will be planned as needed.   
 
The Common Core Coach English Language Arts program will be piloted in grades 7 and 
8 due to continued low pass rates on AIMS reading related to basic skills deficits noted in 
curriculum based measurements (ISTEEP and My Reading Coach).  HMH Journeys basal 
series does not cover 7th and 8th grade reading instruction.  Common Core Coach ELA 
will provide instructional materials and assessment appropriate for basic skills 
fundamental to meeting State Standards in 7th and 8th grades. 
 
The PEAK School provided the opportunity for a staff member to participate in the ELA 
train the trainer program in 2012.  Therefore, PEAK School has an ELA trainer on staff 
to assist teachers in implementing the Common Core State Standards in their classrooms.  
This trainer will support implementation of State Standards as well as integrity of 
instruction of HMH Journeys and Common Core Coach ELA.  Additionally, The Lead 
Teacher/Director and approximately five classroom teachers will participate in the two 
year Intel Math/RtI course sponsored by Coconino County Education Services Agency 
and The Department of Mathematics and Statistics, Northern Arizona University.  
Teachers will also be supported by a hands-on Renaissance Place Accelerated Math and 
AZ Common Core Standards for Mathematics Training.    
 
The pattern in class data over the last two years predict grade level cohort AIMS scoring  
in Math and Reading growth or decline the following year. To anticipate this tendency 
the Co-Charter Holder/Superintendent and Lead Teacher/Director will attend 
Instructional Coaching and Instructional Boot Camp trainings.  Instructional coaching 
will assist teachers with classrooms serving students in cohorts with exceptionally low 
score patterns (below 50% pass rate in reading and/or math 2012 AIMS) or show patterns 
of exceptionally low growth over two years. 
 
Research has shown that enlarged visual depictions of progress (positive feedback) have 
an effect on outcomes.  A data wall will be posted in the teachers’ lounges to enhance 
staff understanding of student/class baselines and progress.  The data walls will be used 
to assist staff in goal setting.  Data walls will consist of Accelerated Math Mastery of 
State Standards per student and per classroom. 2012 AIMS analysis and students 
identified in the bottom 25% will also be posted for both reading and math.  
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Research in successful strategies for improving academic skills in reluctant learners 
(Hewett) supports the notion that family engagement in the educational process is critical 
to successful intervention.  Parent training and support to address student motivational 
issues inhibiting academic acquisition and/or successful academic testing due to reluctant 
learners and/or test takers will be addressed.  Students and their families will be identified 
for assistance based on practice and actual AIMS results indicating high probability of 
not passing due to issues unrelated to ability (as noted on other measures of reading and 
math skills).  
 
Summary and Conclusions 
 
The PEAK school has evolved in many ways over the last five years. Challenges and 
opportunities have been abundant. The PEAK school community assumes that the future 
will provide many more challenges and great opportunities based on its history. The 
Flagstaff community and the Sunnyside Neighborhood continue to support this school 
through endless acts of generosity.  Amidst all the changes in this school, our community 
state, country and world over the last five years, the commitment to programmatic growth 
in this school culture has never wavered. The efforts of the school staff in compiling this 
PMP and committing to its follow through is not surprising. It is predictable when 
observing the consistent dedication to our Mission and Vision that the staff and the 
school community demonstrate on a day-to-day basis. 
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PERFORMANCE MANAGEMENT PLAN TEMPLATE 


 
The PEAK School, Inc. 


 
INDICATOR:


1   _x__Math _x__Reading                DURATION OF THE PLAN
2
:  Begins August, 2012  to  June, 2015 


 
MEASURE* METRIC* CURRENT 


STATUS*
End Target For This Plan*3


State standardized 
assessment 


Percent (%) of students who score 
proficient on the State standardized 
assessment  


and 
Student growth percentile (SGP)  
 


Math: 31% 
passing, 45 
SGP 
 
Reading: 61% 
passing, 63 
SGP


Meet or demonstrate sufficient progress toward the 
level of adequate academic performance as set and 
modified periodically by the Board. 
 


 
STRATEGY I: Provide and implement a curriculum that improves student achievement.  


Action Steps 4 Timeline Responsible Party Evidence of Meeting Action Steps Budget
1. The PEAK School will pilot 
Common Core Coach Mathematics 
(Triumph Learning) Grades 3-8.  


2012-2013 
School 
Year 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 


Formative Observation Checklist 
of random classroom visits and 
Taskstream lesson plans 


$3,200.00


2. The PEAK School will consider 
adoption of Common Core Coach 
Mathematics (Triumph Learning) 
Grades 3-8. 


2013-2014 
School 
Year 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 
 
Adoption 
Committee 


Committee meeting agenda and 
notes 


$3,200.00
$3,200.00


3. The PEAK School will increase 
mathematics instructional time by 45 
minutes per day Grades 1-8 (Math 
Block) in order to increase depth of 
knowledge as required by the 


2012/13-
2014/15 
School 
Years 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 


Building Schedules and 
Taskstream lesson plan timelines 
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Common Core State Standards. 
 
4. The PEAK School will adopt 
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt (HMH) 
Journeys Basal Reading (ELA) Series 
Grades 1-6. 


2012-2013 
School 
Year 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 


Formative Observation Checklist 
of random classroom visits and 
Taskstream lesson plans 


$2,700.00


5. The PEAK School will pilot 
Common Core Coach English 
Language Arts (Triumph Learning) 
Grades 7-8. 


2012-2013 
School 
Year 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 


Formative Observation Checklist 
of random classroom visits and 
Taskstream lesson plans 


$600.00 


6. The PEAK School will consider 
adoption of Common Core Coach 
English Language Arts (Triumph 
Learning) Grades 7-8. 


2013-2014 
School 
Year 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 
 
Adoption 
Committee 


Committee meeting agenda and 
notes 


$600.00 
$600.00 
 


 


STRATEGY II: Develop and implement a plan for monitoring the integration of the Arizona Academic Standards into 


instruction. 
Action Steps 4 Timeline Responsible Party Evidence of Meeting Action Steps Budget


1. Review Taskstream Lesson Plans 
and perform intermittent integrity 
checks re implementation of 
Common Core Coach 
Mathematics/AZ State Standards.  


2012-2013 
School 
Year 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 


Formative Observation Checklist 
indicating classroom instruction 
aligned with Taskstream lesson 
plans/AZ State Standards with 
teacher follow-up as needed 


 


2. Review Taskstream Lesson Plans and 
perform intermittent integrity checks re 
implementation of HMH Journeys Basal 
Reading Program/AZ State Standards. 
 


2012/13-
2014/15 
School 
Years 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 


Formative Observation Checklist 
indicating classroom instruction 
aligned with Taskstream lesson 
plans/AZ State Standards with 
teacher follow-up as needed 


 


3. Review Taskstream Lesson Plans and 
perform intermittent integrity checks re 


2012-2013 
School 


Superintendent 
 


Formative Observation Checklist 
indicating classroom instruction 
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implementation of Common Core Coach 
English Language Arts (ELA)/AZ State 
Standards in 7th and 8th grades.  
 


Year Lead Teacher/ 
Director 


aligned with Taskstream lesson 
plans/AZ State Standards with 
teacher follow-up as needed 


4. Monitor Accelerated Math AZ State 
Standards Objectives Mastered and 
provide feedback to Teachers for 
students in Tier 2 intervention/tutoring. 


2012/13-
2014/15 
School 
Years 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 


Spreadsheet and follow-up email 
to teachers re total number of 
math objectives passed off to 
date. 


 


 


STRATEGY III:  Develop and implement a plan for monitoring and documenting student proficiency. 


Action Steps 4 Timeline Responsible Party Evidence of Meeting Action Steps Budget
1. Administration will collect Common 
Core Coach Mathematics Benchmark 
and Cumulative Tests.  


2012-2013 
School 
Year 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 


Teacher spreadsheets of results 
of administration of six 
benchmark and 1 cumulative test 


 


2. Common Core Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Tests will be analyzed with 
teachers and interventions for students 
will be planned as needed. 


2012-2013 
School 
Year 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 
 
Classroom 
Teachers 


Teacher spreadsheets (see above) 
with administrator and teacher 
initials next to student scores that 
are of concern 


 


3. Administration will collect HMH 
Journeys Unit Tests for Grades 1-6. 
 
 


2012/13-
2014/15 
School 
Years 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 


Teacher spreadsheets of results 
of administration Unit Tests 


 


4. HMH Journeys Unit Tests (Grades 1-
6) will be analyzed with teachers and 
interventions for students will be 
planned as needed. 


2012/13-
2014/15 
School 
Years 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 
 
Classroom 
Teachers 


Teacher spreadsheets (see above) 
with administrator and teacher 
initials next to student scores that 
are of concern 
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5.  Administration will collect 
Common Core Coach ELA 
Benchmark and Cumulative Tests for 
7th and 8th Grades. 
 
 


2012-2013 
School 
Year 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 
 


Teacher spreadsheets of results 
of administration of four 
benchmark and 1 cumulative test 


 


6. Common Core Coach ELA  
Benchmark Tests (7th and 8th Grades) will 
be analyzed with teacher and 
interventions for students will be 
planned as needed. 


2012-2013 
School 
Years 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 
 
Classroom 
Teacher 


Teacher spreadsheets (see above) 
with administrator and teacher 
initials next to student scores that 
are of concern 


 


7. Data walls will be posted in teachers’ 
lounges with 2012, 2013, 2014 AIMS 
Analysis, students identified as the 
bottom 25 percent and Accelerated 
Math mastery of State Standards per 
student and per classroom. 


2012/13 – 
2014/15 
School 
Years 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 
 
Classroom 
Teacher 


Photograph(s) of Data Walls  


8. The PEAK School will identify 
students with motivational issues and 
provide parent training and support to 
address motivational issues that inhibit 
academic acquisition of skills and/or 
successful academic testing on 
standardized tests. 


2012/13 – 
2014/15 
School 
Years 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 
 
Program 
Specialist/School 
Psychologist 
 
Classroom 
Teacher 


Student/Parent Contact Log  
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STRATEGY IV:  Develop and implement a professional development plan that supports effective implementation of the 


curriculum. 
Action Steps 4 Timeline Responsible Party Evidence of Meeting Action Steps Budget


1. The PEAK School will provide 
Common Core English Language Arts 
Training for all staff with mentoring as 
needed to support integrity of instruction 
of HMH Journeys (Grades 1-6).  


 
 
 
 


2012/13-
2014/15 
School 
Years 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 
 
ELA Trainer (on 
staff) 


Training Agendas and Staff Sign-in 
Sheets 


$1000.00
$1000.00
$1000.00 


2. Common Core English Language Arts 
Training for all staff with mentoring as 
needed to support integrity of instruction 
of Common Core Coach ELA (Grades 7-
8)  


2012-2013 
School 
Years 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 
 
ELA Trainer (on 
staff 


Training Agendas and Staff Sign-in 
Sheets 


 


3.  The PEAK School will provide an in-
house, hands-on Renaissance Place 
Accelerated Math and AZ Common Core 
Standards Mathematics training for all 
staff. 


2012/13-
2014/15 
School 
Years 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 
 
ELA Trainer (on 
staff) 


Training Agendas and Staff Sign-in 
Sheets 


$1000.00
$1000.00
$1000.00 


4. Lead Teacher/Director and 
approximately 5 classroom teachers will 
participate in the 2 year Intel Math/RtI 
course sponsored by Coconino County 
Education Services Agency and The 
Department of Mathematics and 
Statistics, Northern Arizona University. 
 


2012/13-
2013/14 
School 
Years 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 
 
Classroom 
Teachers 


Registration confirmation, Course 
outline and certificates 
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5.  Superintendent/Co-Charter Holder 
and Lead Teacher/Director will attend a 
two day Arizona Department of 
Education Training on Instructional 
Coaching. 


2012-2013 
School 
Year 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 


Registration confirmation, course 
outline, certificate 


$400.00 


6. Lead Teacher/Director will attend 
Instructional Bootcamp, a one day 
Arizona Department of Education 
training.  
 


2012-2013 
School 
Year 


Superintendent 
 
Lead Teacher/ 
Director 


Registration confirmation, course 
outline, certificate 


$220.00 


 


Using the information entered in the “Budget” columns above, please provide a budget total that incorporates all strategies and 
action steps for each year of the performance management plan’s implementation. For “Year 1”, please specify the fiscal year (e.g., 
2011). The charter holder may add years, as necessary. 
 


Year 1:     Budget Total ____$9,200.00_________  Fiscal Year __2013__ 


Year 2: Budget Total ____$5,800.00_________ 


Year 3: Budget Total ____$5,800.00_________ 


 


Notes: 
* Provided by ASBCS staff 
1 Academic area to be addressed for improvement 
2 Duration of the plan must align with the timeline presented in the Action Steps 
3 Refer to the Board’s level of adequate academic performance   
4 Repeat these action steps as necessary to include the appropriate number of steps to accomplish the strategy 


 







 


 


 


 


Appendix 1 







Asian 


American


African 


Amercian Hispanic


Native 


American Caucasian ELL SPED Homeless Data Date


FY 2012


Number of Students 0 6 72 34 51 35 17 9 10/1/2011


% of Student Poulation 0 4% 44% 21% 31% 21% 10% 5% 10/1/2011


FY 2011


Number of Students 0 4 70 47 50 23 19 9 10/1/2010


% of Student Population 0 2% 41% 27% 30% 13% 11% 5% 10/1/2010


FY 2010


Number of Students 0 8 35 39 81 23 15 1 10/1/2009


% of Student Population 0 5% 21% 24% 50% 14% 9% 0.6% 10/1/2009


FY 2009


Number of Students 2 6 35 31 80 11 16 1 10/1/2008


% of Student Population 1% 4% 23% 20% 52% 7% 10% 0.6% 10/1/2008


FY 2008


Number of Students 0 2 25 16 49 23 16 1 10/1/2007


% of Student Population 0 2% 27% 18% 53% 25% 17% 1% 10/1/2007


FY 2007


Number of Students 0 6 25 18 74 9 16 2 10/1/2006


% of Student Population 0 5% 20% 15% 60% 7% 13% 2% 10/1/2006
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Produced 11/27/2011


Note: This chart is based on  data obtained from the ADE in Oct. 2011.  Proficiency and growth percentiles are only reported for FAY students.
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2011 ES State Average = 61% 


2011 ES State Median= 50 







Produced 11/27/2011


Note: This chart is based on  data obtained from the ADE in Oct. 2011.  Proficiency and growth percentiles are only reported for FAY students.
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PEAK School Inc., The - The Peak School(79884) 
ES Reading Academic Achievement  


 


2011 ES State Average = 76% 


2011 ES State Median = 50 







Produced 6/25/2012


Note: This chart is based on  data obtained from the ADE in Oct. 2011.  Proficiency and growth percentiles are only reported for FAY students.
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2011 ES State Average = 61%


2011 ES State Median= 50







Produced 6/25/2012


Note: This chart is based on  data obtained from the ADE in Oct. 2011.  Proficiency and growth percentiles are only reported for FAY students.
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2011 ES State Average = 76%


2011 ES State Median = 50







District 


ID
District Name


School 


ID
School Name


Fiscal 


Year
Subject


Median 


SGP


Percent 


Passing


School 


Type


Nustud 


SGP


Nustud 


PP


79866 PEAK School Inc., The 79884 The Peak School 2007 Math 48 61%


79866 PEAK School Inc., The 79884 The Peak School 2008 Math 40.5 62%


79866 PEAK School Inc., The 79884 THE PEAK SCHO 2009 Math 51 63%


79866 PEAK School Inc., The 79884 The Peak School 2010 Math 31.5 30%


79866 PEAK School Inc., The 79884 The Peak School 2011 Math 45 31% ES 67 75


79866 PEAK School Inc., The 79884 The Peak School 2007 Read 52 73%


79866 PEAK School Inc., The 79884 The Peak School 2008 Read 51.5 67%


79866 PEAK School Inc., The 79884 THE PEAK SCHO 2009 Read 54 64%


79866 PEAK School Inc., The 79884 The Peak School 2010 Read 58.5 58%


79866 PEAK School Inc., The 79884 The Peak School 2011 Read 63 61% ES 67 75
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Grade 5 Correlation of Core Knowledge and Arizona State Standards 


February 2011-2012 


The PEAK School 
 


Strand Core Knowledge Sequence State Standards 


Language Arts I.  Reading-Balanced Literacy and My Reading 


Coach 


 


II.  Writing, Grammar, and Usage 


 


See Topics for Instruction Throughout the Year 


A.  Writing and Research 


 Produce a variety of types of writing-


including reports, summaries, letters, 


descriptions, research essays, essays that 


explain a process, stories, poems-with a 


coherent structure or story line. 


 Know how to gather information from 


different sources (such as an 


encyclopedia, magazines, interviews, 


observations, atlas, on-line), and write 


short reports synthesizing information 


from at least three different sources, 


presenting the information in his or her 


own words, with attention to the 


following: 


Understanding purpose and audience of the writing 


Defining a main idea and sticking to it 


Providing an introduction and conclusion 


Reorganizing material into paragraphs that are 


coherent 


Illustrating pints with relevant examples 


Documenting sources in rudimentary bibliography 


 


Common Core Language Arts 


Key Ideas and Details 


5.RL.1 


Quote accurately from a text when explaining what the text says explicitly and 


when drawing inferences from the text. 


5.RL.2 


Determine a theme of a story, drama, or poem from details in the text, including 


how characters in a story or drama respond to challenges or how the speaker in 


a poem reflects upon a topic; summarize the text. 


5.RL.3 


Compare and contrast two or more characters, settings, or events in a story or 


drama, drawing on specific details in the text (e.g., how characters interact). 


Craft and Structure 


5.RL.4 


Determine the meaning of words and phrases as they are used in a text, 


including figurative language such as metaphors and similes. 


5.RL.5 


Explain how a series of chapters, scenes, or stanzas fits together to provide the 


overall structure of a particular story, drama, or poem. 


5.RL.9  
Compare and contrast stories in the same genre (e.g., mysteries and adventure 


stories) on their approaches to similar themes and topics. 


Key Ideas and Details 


5.RI.2 


Determine two or more main ideas of a text and explain how they are supported 


by key details; summarize the text. 


5.RI.6 


Analyze multiple accounts of the same event or topic, noting important 


similarities and differences in the point of view they represent. 


Integration of Knowledge and Ideas 







 5-2 


B.  Grammar and Usage 


 Understand what a complete sentence is, 


and identify subject and predicate, correct 


fragments and run-ons 


 Identify subject and verb in a sentence 


and understand that they must agree 


 Know the following parts of speech and 


how they are used: nouns, verbs, (action 


verbs and auxiliary verbs), adjectives 


(including articles), adverbs, 


conjunctions,  interjections 


 Understand that pronouns must agree 


with their antecedents in case 


(nominative, objective, possessive), 


number, and gender 


 Correctly use punctuation studied in 


earlier grades, as well as the colon before 


a list, commas with an appositive 


 Use underlining or italics for titles of 


books. 


 


 


 


 


Prefixes: 


 


Suffixes: 


Ness as in forgiveness or happiness   


 


 


 


 


II.  Poetry 


I Hear America Singing (Walt Whitman) 


I, too, sing America (Langston Hughes) 


The Snowstorm (Ralph Waldo Emerson) 


 


5.RI.7 


Draw on information from multiple print or digital sources, demonstrating the 


ability to locate an answer to a question quickly or to solve a problem 


efficiently. 


5.RI.9 


Integrate information from several texts on the same topic in order to write or 


speak about the subject knowledgeably. 


Range of Reading and Level of Text Complexity 


5.RI.10 


By the end of the year, read and comprehend informational texts, including 


history/social studies, science, and technical texts, at the high end of the grades 


4–5 text complexity band independently and proficiently. 


AZ.5.RI.10 


a. By the end of the year, read and comprehend functional texts, including 


history/social studies, science, and technical texts, at the high end of the 


grades 4–5 text complexity band independently and proficiently. 


Print Concepts 


5.RF.3 


Know and apply grade-level phonics and word analysis skills in decoding 


words. 


a. Use combined knowledge of all letter-sound correspondences, syllabication 


patterns, and morphology (e.g., roots and affixes) to read accurately 


unfamiliar multisyllabic words in context and out of context. 


Fluency 


5.RF.4 


Read with sufficient accuracy and fluency to support comprehension. 


a. Read grade-level text with purpose and understanding. 


b. Read grade-level prose and poetry orally with accuracy, appropriate rate, 


and expression on successive readings. 


c. Use context to confirm or self-correct word recognition and understanding, 


rereading as necessary. 


Text Types and Purposes 


5.W.2 


Write informative explanatory texts to examine a topic and convey ideas and 


information clearly. 


a. Introduce a topic clearly, provide a general observation and focus, and 


group related information logically; include formatting (e.g., headings), 
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III.  Fiction and Drama  


A. STORIES  


The Secret Garden (Frances Hodgson Burnett) 


 


V.  Sayings and Phrases 


Eureka! 


Sit on the fence 


Take the bull by the horns 


Till the cows come home 


illustrations, and multimedia when useful to aiding comprehension. 


b. Develop the topic with facts, definitions, concrete details, quotations, or 


other information and examples related to the topic.  


c. Link ideas within and across categories of information using words, 


phrases, and clauses (e.g., in contrast, especially). 


d. Use precise language and domain-specific vocabulary to inform about or 


explain the topic. 


e. Provide a concluding statement or section related to the information or 


explanation presented. 


5.W.3 


Write narratives to develop real or imagined experiences or events using 


effective technique, descriptive details, and clear event sequences. 


 


a. Orient the reader by establishing a situation and introducing a narrator 


and/or characters; organize an event sequence that unfolds naturally. 


b. Use narrative techniques, such as dialogue, description, and pacing, to 


develop experiences and events or show the responses of characters to 


situations. 


c. Use a variety of transitional words, phrases, and clauses to manage the 


sequence of events. 


d. Use concrete words and phrases and sensory details to convey experiences 


and events precisely. 


e. Use concrete words and phrases and sensory details to convey experiences 


and events precisely. 


Production and Distribution of Writing 


5.W.4 


Produce clear and coherent writing in which the development and organization 


are appropriate to task, purpose, and audience.  


AZ5.W.4 


a. Produce clear and coherent functional writing (e.g., formal letters, recipes, 


experiments, notes/messages, labels, timelines, graphs/tables, procedures, 


invitations, envelopes) in which the development and organization are 


appropriate to task and purpose. 


5.W.5 


With guidance and support from peers and adults, develop and strengthen 


writing as needed by planning, revising, editing, rewriting, or trying a new 


approach. 
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5.W.6 


With some guidance and support from adults, use technology, including the 


Internet, to produce and publish writing as well as to interact and collaborate 


with others; demonstrate sufficient command of keyboarding skills to type a 


minimum of two pages in a single sitting. 


Research to Build and Present Knowledge 


5.W.7 


Conduct short research projects that use several sources to build knowledge 


through investigation of different aspects of a topic. 


5.W.8 


Recall relevant information from experiences or gather relevant information 


from print and digital sources; summarize or paraphrase information in notes 


and finished work, and provide a list of sources. 


5.W.9 


Draw evidence from literary or informational texts to support analysis, 


reflection, and research. Apply grade 5 Reading standards to literature (e.g., 


“Compare and contrast two or more characters, settings, or evens in a story or a 


drama, drawing on specific details in the text [e.g. how characters interact]”). 


a. Apply grade 5 Reading standards to informational texts (e.g., “Explain 


how an author uses reasons and evidence to support particular points in a 


text, identifying which reasons and evidence support which point[s]”). 


Comprehension and Collaboration 


5.SL.1 


Engage effectively in a range of collaborative discussions (one-on-one, in 


groups, and teacher-led) with diverse partners on grade 5 topics and texts, 


building on others’ ideas and expressing their own clearly. 


a. Come to discussions prepared having read or studied required material; 


explicitly draw on that preparation and other information known about the 


topic to explore ideas under discussion. 


b. Follow agreed-upon rules for discussions and carry out assigned roles.  


c. Pose and respond to specific questions by making comments that contribute 


to the discussion and elaborate on the remarks of others. 


Review the key ideas expressed and draw conclusions in light of information 


and knowledge gained from the discussions. 


5.SL.2 


Summarize a written text read aloud or information presented in diverse media 


and formats, including visually, quantitatively, and orally. 
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Presentation of Knowledge and Ideas 


5.SL.4 


Report on a topic or text or present an opinion, sequencing ideas logically and 


using appropriate facts and relevant, descriptive details to support main ideas or 


themes; speak clearly at an understandable pace. 


5.SL.5 


Include multimedia components (e.g., graphics, sound) and visual displays in 


presentations when appropriate to enhance the development of main ideas or 


themes. 


5.SL.6 


Adapt speech to a variety of contexts and tasks, using formal English when 


appropriate to task and situation. 


Conventions of Standard English 


5.L.1 


Demonstrate command of the conventions of standard English grammar and 


usage when writing or speaking. 


a. Explain the function of conjunctions, prepositions, and interjections in 


general and their function in particular sentences. 


b. Form and use the perfect (e.g., I had walked; I have walked; I will have 


walked) verb tenses. 


c. Use verb tense to convey various times, sequences, states, and conditions. 


d. Recognize and correct inappropriate shifts in verb tense. 


e. Use correlative conjunctions (e.g., either/or, neither/nor). 


AZ.5.L.1 


f. Construct one or more paragraphs that contain: 


 a topic sentence, 


 supporting details, 


relevant information, and concluding sentences. 


5.L.2 


Demonstrate command of the conventions of standard English capitalization, 


punctuation, and spelling when writing. 


a. Use punctuation to separate items in a series. 


b. Use a comma to separate an introductory element from the rest of the 


sentence. 


c. Use a comma to set off the words yes and no (e.g., Yes, thank you), to set 


off a tag question from the rest of the sentence (e.g., It’s true, isn’t it?), and 


to indicate direct address (e.g., Is that you, Steve?).  
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d. Use underlining, quotation marks, or italics to indicate titles of works.  


e. Spell grade-appropriate words correctly, consulting references as needed. 


5.L.3 


Use knowledge of language and its conventions when writing, speaking, 


reading, or listening. 


a. Expand, combine, and reduce sentences for meaning, reader/listener 


interest, and style. 


Compare and contrast the varieties of English (e.g., dialects, registers) used in 


stories, dramas, or poems. 


Vocabulary Acquisition and Use 


5.L.4 


Determine or clarify the meaning of unknown and multiple-meaning words and 


phrases based on grade 5 reading and content, choosing flexibly from a range 


of strategies. 


a. Use context (e.g., cause/effect relationships and comparisons in text) as a 


clue to the meaning of a word or phrase. 


b. Use common, grade-appropriate Greek and Latin affixes and roots as clues 


to the meaning of a word (e.g., photograph, photosynthesis). 


c. Consult reference materials (e.g., dictionaries, glossaries, thesauruses), both 


print and digital, to find the pronunciation and determine or clarify the 


precise meaning of key words and phrases. 


5.L.5 


Demonstrate understanding of figurative language, word relationships, and 


nuances in word meanings. 


a. Interpret figurative language, including similes and metaphors, in context. 


b. Recognize and explain the meaning of common idioms, adages, and 


proverbs. 


Use the relationship between particular words (e.g., synonyms, antonyms, 


homographs) to better understand each of the words. 


5.L.6 


Acquire and use accurately grade-appropriate general academic and domain-


specific words and phrases, including those that signal contrast, addition, and 


other logical relationships (e.g., however, although, nevertheless, similarly, 


moreover, in addition). 
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STEEP Software - Tier 1
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Data Chat Reporting Form 


 


Student Name____________________________________  Data Chat Date___________ 


 


Attendance (days attended / days offered)____________/_____________ 


 


Accelerated Math ( #of objectives mastered/# of objectives in library) ____________/_____________ 


Error patterns/Concerns: 


_______________________________________________________________


_______________________________________________________________


_______________________________________________________________


_______________________________________________________________ 
 


Reading Fluency 7 minute intervention: Words per minute (WPM) 


 


Passage  grade  level_________  WPM when passage was new/Mastery level expected________/_______ 


 # weeks of passage use__________WPM most recent fluency assessment _________ 


Average Growth per week________Average Growth per week expected ( based on student grade)_______ 


 


Group Fluency intervention: 


 


Passage  grade  level_________  WPM when passage was new/Mastery level expected________/_______ 


 # weeks of passage use__________WPM most recent fluency assessment _________ 


Average Growth per week________Average Growth per week expected( based on student grade)_______ 


 


 


My Reading Coach Current Level_____________(# of  levels mastered since last time)___________________ 


Error patterns/Concerns: 


_______________________________________________________________


_______________________________________________________________


_______________________________________________________________


_______________________________________________________________ 
 


Writing Sample Attached and Concerns: 


_______________________________________________________________


_______________________________________________________________


_______________________________________________________________


_______________________________________________________________ 
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2012 ~ Math: April  


Author: Melissa 
Based on lesson by: Melissa  
Date created: 04/01/2012 7:25 PM UMST ; Date modified: 04/16/2012 7:58 PM UMST  


LESSON PLAN INFORMATION 
Subject(s)  Mathematics  


Grade/Level  Grade 2  


Content/Core 
Knowledge Sequence  


IV. Computation pg. 57 


A. Addition  


Achieve timed mastery of addition facts (2seconds) 


Recognize what an addend is 


Know how to write addition problems addition problems horizontally and vertically. 


Know how to add in any order and check a sum by changing the order of the addends 


Estimate a sum 


Solve two digit and three digit addition problems with and without regrouping. 


Add three two-digit numbers 


Practice doubling (adding a number to itself) 


B. Subtraction  


Understand the inverse relation between addition and subtraction: use addition to check 
subtraction 


Know addition and subtraction fact families  


Achieve mastery in subtraction facts  


Estimate the difference  


Know how to write subtraction problems horizontally and vertically  


Solve two digit and three digit subtraction problems with or without regrouping  


Given two whole numbers of 999 or less find the difference  


3. Money 


Add and subtract amounts of money 


Recognize and write numbers to 1,000 


Write amounts of the money using $ and cent signs and decimal point  







Show how different combinations of coins equal the same amount of money  


Recognize relative values of values of penny, nickel, dime, quarter, and dollar. 


Identify and extend numerical and symbolic patterns  


I. Achieve timed mastery of addition facts. 


Find the sum (up to 999) of any whole numbers. 


Understand in inverse relation between addition and subtraction; use addition check subtraction. 
Achieve mastery of subtraction facts. 


Practice simple word problems involving multiplication. 


Solve basic word problems 


Write and solve simple equations in the form of ______ -9=7, 7+_____=16, 4x____=8 


Measurement  


A. Linear Measure  


 Make linear measurments in feet and inches, and in centimeters 


 Know the one foot = 12 inches 


 Understand abbreviations ft., in. 


 Measure and draw line segements in inches to 1/2 inche and in centimeters 


 Estimate linear measurements, then measure to check estimates 


B. Weight (Mass)  


 Compare weights of objecsts using a balance scale 


 Estimate and measure weight in pounds and know abbreviations; lb 


C. Capacity (Volume)  


 Estimate and measure capacity in cups 


 Measure liquid volumes: cup, quarts, pints, gallons 


 Campare U.S. and matric liquid volumes: quart and iter (one liter is a little more than 
one quart) 


D. Temperature  


 Measure and record temperature in degrees Fahrenheit to the neasrest 2 degrees 


 Know the degree signs 


E. Time  


 Read a clock face and tell time to the five minute intervals 


 KNow how to distinguish time in the A.M. and the P.M. 


 Understand noon and midnight 


 Solve problems on elapsed time (how much time has passed?) 


 Using a calendar, identify the date, day of the week, month, year. 


 Write the date using words and numbers  







1. Introduction into Multiplication  


Recognize the “times” sign (x) 


Know what “product” and “Factor” mean 


Understand that you can multiply numbers in any order. 


Know what happens when you multiply by 1, by 0 and by 10 


Multiplication facts: know the product of any single-digit number 


1,2,3,4,5. 


Practice simple word problem involving multiplication  


D. Solving Problems and Equation  


Solve basic word problems  


Write and solve simple equation in the form ____-9 = 7;7 + 


____=16;4x___=8 


Time Allotment  20 class periods. 1 Hr. per class.  


Lesson Summary  Students will continue working with identifing, counting, adding and subtracting money, 
including measurement, time and graphs. Students wil be introduced to muliplication, geometric 


shapes and fractions.  


STANDARDS/GOAL(S) AND OBJECTIVE(S) 
Goal(s) and Objective(s)  Students will complete Accelarated Math practice sheets and tests 


demonstrating their mastery of objectives 63 through 98 . They will also be 
given homework to reinforce the objective taught for the day. 


Arizona State Standards  
Display: Collapse All Expand All  


AZ- Arizona Academics Standards  


Subject: Mathematics (2010)  


Subject/ Grade/ Domain: Grade 2  


Strand: Operations and Algebraic Thinking (OA)  


Concept: Represent and solve problems involving addition and 


subtraction.  
Standard:  
2.OA.1. Use addition and subtraction within 100 to solve one- and 


two-step word problems involving situations of adding to, taking 
from, putting together, taking apart, and comparing, with 
unknowns in all positions, e.g., by using drawings and equations 
with a symbol for the unknown number to represent the problem. 
(See Table 1.) 


Concept: Add and subtract within 20.  


Standard:  
2.OA.2. Fluently add and subtract within 20 using mental 
strategies. By end of Grade 2, know from memory all sums of two 
one-digit numbers. (See standard 1.OA.6 for a list of mental 







strategies.) 


Mathematical Practice:  
2.MP.2. Reason abstractly and quantitatively. 
Mathematical Practice:  


2.MP.7. Look for and make use of structure. 
Mathematical Practice:  
2.MP.8. Look for and express regularity in repeated reasoning. 


Concept: Work with equal groups of objects to gain 


foundations for multiplication.  
Standard:  
2.OA.3. Determine whether a group of objects (up to 20) has an 
odd or even number of members, e.g., by pairing objects or 
counting them by 2s; write an equation to express an even 


number as a sum of two equal addends. 
Standard:  
2.OA.4. Use addition to find the total number of objects arranged 


in rectangular arrays with up to 5 rows and up to 5 columns; 
write an equation to express the total as a sum of equal addends. 


Strand: Number and Operations in Base Ten (NBT)  


Concept: Understand place value.  


Standard:  
2.NBT.1. Understand that the three digits of a three-digit number 
represent amounts of hundreds, tens, and ones; e.g., 706 equals 
7 hundreds, 0 tens, and 6 ones. Understand the following as 
special cases: a.) 100 can be thought of as a bundle of ten 


tens¡ªcalled a ¨Dhundred.¡¬ b.) The numbers 100, 200, 300, 
400, 500, 600, 700, 800, 900 refer to one, two, three, four, five, 
six, seven, eight, or nine hundreds (and 0 tens and 0 ones). 
Standard:  
2.NBT.2. Count within 1000; skip-count by 5s, 10s, and 100s. 
Standard:  
2.NBT.3. Read and write numbers to 1000 using base-ten 


numerals, number names, and expanded form. 
Standard:  
2.NBT.4. Compare two three-digit numbers based on meanings of 
the hundreds, tens, and ones digits, using >, =, and < symbols 
to record the results of comparisons. 


Concept: Use place value understanding and properties of 


operations to add and subtract.  
Standard:  
2.NBT.5. Fluently add and subtract within 100 using strategies 


based on place value, properties of operations, and/or the 
relationship between addition and subtraction. 
Standard:  
2.NBT.6. Add up to four two-digit numbers using strategies based 
on place value and properties of operations. 
Standard:  
2.NBT.7. Add and subtract within 1000, using concrete models or 


drawings and strategies based on place value, properties of 
operations, and/or the relationship between addition and 
subtraction; relate the strategy to a written method. Understand 
that in adding or subtracting three-digit numbers, one adds or 
subtracts hundreds and hundreds, tens and tens, ones and ones; 
and sometimes it is necessary to compose or decompose tens or 
hundreds. 


Standard:  
2.NBT.8. Mentally add 10 or 100 to a given number 100–900, and 
mentally subtract 10 or 100 from a given number 100–900. 







Standard:  


2.NBT.9. Explain why addition and subtraction strategies work, 
using place value and the properties of operations. (Explanations 
may be supported by drawings or objects.) 


Strand: Measurement and Data (MD)  


Concept: Measure and estimate lengths in standard units.  


Standard:  
2.MD.1. Measure the length of an object by selecting and using 
appropriate tools such as rulers, yardsticks, meter sticks, and 


measuring tapes. 
Standard:  
2.MD.2. Measure the length of an object twice, using length units 
of different lengths for the two measurements; describe how the 
two measurements relate to the size of the unit chosen. 
Standard:  
2.MD.3. Estimate lengths using units of inches, feet, centimeters, 


and meters. 
Standard:  
2.MD.4. Measure to determine how much longer one object is 
than another, expressing the length difference in terms of a 
standard length unit. 
Mathematical Practice:  
2.MP.2. Reason abstractly and quantitatively. 


Mathematical Practice:  
2.MP.3. Construct viable arguments and critique the reasoning of 
others. 
Mathematical Practice:  
2.MP.5. Use appropriate tools strategically. 
Mathematical Practice:  


2.MP.6. Attend to precision. 
Mathematical Practice:  
2.MP.7. Look for and make use of structure. 


Concept: Relate addition and subtraction to length.  


Standard:  
2.MD.5. Use addition and subtraction within 100 to solve word 
problems involving lengths that are given in the same units, e.g., 
by using drawings (such as drawings of rulers) and equations 
with a symbol for the unknown number to represent the problem. 
Standard:  


2.MD.6. Represent whole numbers as lengths from 0 on a number 
line diagram with equally spaced points corresponding to the 
numbers 0, 1, 2, …, and represent whole-number sums and 
differences within 100 on a number line diagram. 
Mathematical Practice:  
2.MP.1. Make sense of problems and persevere in solving them. 


Mathematical Practice:  
2.MP.2. Reason abstractly and quantitatively. 
Mathematical Practice:  


2.MP.4. Model with mathematics. 
Mathematical Practice:  
2.MP.5. Use appropriate tools strategically. 
Mathematical Practice:  


2.MP.8. Look for and express regularity in repeated reasoning. 


Concept: Work with time and money.  
Standard:  


2.MD.7. Tell and write time from analog and digital clocks to the 
nearest five minutes, using a.m. and p.m. 
Standard:  







2.MD.8. Solve word problems involving dollar bills, quarters, 


dimes, nickels, and pennies, using $ and ¢ symbols appropriately. 
Example: If you have 2 dimes and 3 pennies, how many cents do 
you have? 


Mathematical Practice:  
2.MP.1. Make sense of problems and persevere in solving them. 
Mathematical Practice:  
2.MP.2. Reason abstractly and quantitatively. 
Mathematical Practice:  
2.MP.4. Model with mathematics. 
Mathematical Practice:  


2.MP.5. Use appropriate tools strategically. 
Mathematical Practice:  
2.MP.6. Attend to precision. 
Mathematical Practice:  
2.MP.8. Look for and express regularity in repeated reasoning. 


Strand: Geometry (G)  


Concept: Reason with shapes and their attributes.  


Standard:  
2.G.1. Recognize and draw shapes having specified attributes, 
such as a given number of angles or a given number of equal 
faces. Identify triangles, quadrilaterals, pentagons, hexagons, 
and cubes. (Sizes are compared directly or visually, not compared 


by measuring.) 
Standard:  
2.G.2. Partition a rectangle into rows and columns of same-size 
squares and count to find the total number of them. 
Standard:  
2.G.3. Partition circles and rectangles into two, three, or four 


equal shares, describe the shares using the words halves, thirds, 
half of, a third of, etc., and describe the whole as two halves, 
three thirds, four fourths. Recognize that equal shares of identical 


wholes need not have the same shape. 
Mathematical Practice:  
2.MP.2. Reason abstractly and quantitatively. 
Mathematical Practice:  


2.MP.3. Construct viable arguments and critique the reasoning of 
others. 


INSTRUCTIONAL MATERIALS AND RESOURCES 
Instructional Materials 


(handouts, etc.)  


Accelerated Math Program 


Sample Student 
Products  


 


Resources   Materials and resources: 
Smartboard and Accelerated Math  


IMPLEMENTATION 
Key Vocabulary  addition, subtraction, sum, difference, hoizontal, vertical, 


addends, regrouping, borrowing, thousands, place value, tens, 
ones, hundreds, estimation, word problems, altogether, how 
many more, dollar/cent sign, pattern, rule, intervals of five, time, 
quarter hour, thermometer, inches, centimeters, length, y axis, x 


axis, 







Lesson 


Procedures/Activities  


10 minutes ~ Math Warmup 


50 minute ~ Small group rotation ~ Students are grouped by 
exercise, test takers and being taught. Each day a new group is 
with the teacher in small group being taught their objectives for 
that week, one group is exercising those objective and the last 
group is being tested on thier objectives. all students are grouped 
with 5 objective that they are working on mastering. 


Fridays ~ Extra practice and review/ smartboard math games 
based on current objectives. 


Students who have completed Accelerated math for the day will 
be provided with supplement worksheets, activities or games to 


enhance skills. The students also complete objectives through 
math facts. 


DIFFERENTIATED INSTRUCTION- LESSON 
ACCOMMODATIONS 


SPED/At-Risk Learners  At risk learners will have homework more appropriate for their 
current objective being mastered. During math students are 
placed in small groups based on objectives to be closely 
monitored and given the extra support needed.  


English Language 
Learners  


English Language Learners will be provided assistance in reading 
the problem, but encouraged to read independently. Students are 
also provided with extra support through small group based on 
math objectives from teacher and classmate assistance. 


GATE/Advanced 


Learners  


For my GATE learners, they will be able to move at their own 


pace of mastering objectives. I will provide additional work in 
their math folders to ensure that they are challenged and moving 


at a academically appropriate rate. Studentswill also be given 
additional homework as needed. 


ASSESSMENT/EVALUATION 
Assessment/Rubrics  Question and answer 


Observations 


Accelerated math exercises and test 


Supplement worksheets/homework 
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Formative Feedback Form - 1 


Formative Feedback Form 
 


 


This form is used to evaluate teacher performance in the following areas: 
(1)  Instructional Process;  (2) Interpersonal relationships; and  (3) Professional Responsibilities 
 


Teacher: 
 


Subject: 


4th Grade, Language Arts 
Time Entered: 


8:41 am 
Evaluator: 


Ms. Susan N. Burdick, Director 
Date: 


December 1, 2011 
Time Out: 


10:05 am 
 


I.  Instructional Process 


 


A. Demonstrates evidence of planning and preparation. 
 


Lesson plans are completed in a timely manner.  All materials for today’s lesson were ready for 
teacher and student use. I appreciate that your lesson plan was clearly aligned to AZ State 
Standards.  I like that you were using the ready made workstations for word study and 
comprehension/fluency activities.  This is great and saves a lot of prep time.  


 
 


B. Uses a variety of techniques effectively to help students achieve objectives.   
 


I saw several techniques such as: 


 having students give synonyms and antonyms for given vocabulary word 


 giving good clues to help students figure out meanings of vocabulary  word 


 positive praise and clarification given to student responses 


 good modeling of using synonyms correctly in paragraph 


 modeling use of thesaurus 


 dictionaries readily available for student use 


 having a set place that students know where to turn in assignments 


 allowing a student to extend the assignment 


 giving students time warning to complete assignment 


 using good, age appropriate directions 


 checking on understanding throughout the block 
 


I saw a lot of good teaching going on in your classroom.  You were able to teach whole group as 
well as have students work with one another in centers.  I also like that students rotated through 
the centers and were able to work with you in a small group. 


 
 


C. Demonstrates the ability to motivate all students. 
 


The high expectations you have with your students as well as the fun activities planned motivate 
your students.  They were very excited to participate in the whole group assignment as well as 
the learning centers you had planned. 


 
 


D. Demonstrates the ability to initiate discussions and questions that foster critical and analytical 
thinking skills. 


 
             I thought you did an excellent job initiating discussions and questions with your students today.  


They were using their thinking skills!  I like the techniques you used to draw out their responses 
which encouraged them to use critical and analytical skills and explain their reasoning. 


 







Formative Feedback Form - 2 


 
 
  


E. Provides evidence that students are learning and applying knowledge in a pertinent manner. 
 


Student ability to provide correct answers to questions and demonstrate their individual 
knowledge on assigned center work all provides you evidence that they are learning.  I was 
impressed with their list of synonyms. 


 


 F. Evaluates student progress using a variety of assessment activities to determine needs and 
progress of students. 


 
Various activities I saw such as oral responses to your questions, student writing assignment to 
show understanding of use of synonyms, individual completion of workbook pages, and center 
activities all will provide you with a quick assessment of each student in regards to how they are 
doing with their understanding of the concepts and help you to further determine the needs and 
progress of your students. 


 
 


G.  Establishes and maintains a classroom environment which is conducive to learning. 
 


I was very impressed with your students and how they conducted themselves during your 
Language Arts block.  They were attentive and engaged in every activity and showed a desire to 
learn.  I can tell that you have spent time practicing rules and procedures and your students know 
what is expected of them.  I like how quick the students were able to arrange their desks to 
prepare for centers – they had practice doing this last year and I am glad they still can do so!  
 
Throughout the year please make sure to continue to display student work.  I look forward to 
seeing all the creative activities your students are doing that relate to what they are learning in 
Core Knowledge. 
 


 
 
 


H. Manages student behavior in an appropriate and constructive manner. 
 


Positive praise and redirection was given to students.  Timer was set when student was sent to 
time out.  After time out student was able to rejoin group and did very well the remainder of the 
block.  Bell was used to indicate when it was time for students to switch centers.  Students were 
able to do so with little redirection from teacher.  Transitions were good and you had a good eye 
on students while you were teaching those students working with you.   
 
I also liked that the quietest group putting desks back were able to earn a reward.  The students 
seemed excited to fill their jars.  


     
 


I. Uses instructional time effectively. 
 


Time was put to good use – no problems. 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Formative Feedback Form - 3 


 
 
 


II. Interpersonal Relationships 


 


 


A. Demonstrates positive interpersonal relationships with students. 
 


The relationship you have with your students is wonderful.  Your desire to want them to be 
successful learners is evident as well as the care and concern you show to each of your 
students.   


 


B. Demonstrates positive interpersonal relationships with parents and members of the community. 
 
             Thank you for reaching out to your parents through notes home, phone calls, and meetings.  Your 


interaction is very professional and positive. 
 


C. Demonstrates positive interpersonal relationships with school personnel. 
 
              I appreciate all the professionalism and positive interactions you show to your colleagues.  The 


four of you make a great team!   
 
 
 
 


 


III. Professional Responsibilities 


 


 


A. Actively participates in professional growth activities. 
 
              If there are any professional development opportunities outside of school you are interested in 


please let me know.  Tammy, Elii, and Tracy are great resources as well as the rest of the staff 
so continue to share and collaborate with one another to further your own growth in 
understanding school programs such as MRC and AM.  I am also always available for any help 
with lesson planning, Core Knowledge, or classroom management. 
 


 


B. Helps to ensure the overall successful operation of the department, school, district and 
community. 


 
Your attendance at school functions, being prepared for parent-teacher conferences, responding 
to requests from administration, completing newsletters on time, and professional and positive 
attitude all help ensure the overall successful operation of our school. 


 
 
 


C. Demonstrates the ability to communicate effectively. 
 


Thank you for coming to me when you have any questions or concerns.  I appreciate your ability 
to communicate effectively to students, parents, and students. 


      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Formative Feedback Form - 4 


 
 
 


Teacher’s Comments: 


 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Evaluator’s Comments: 


 


 
You are doing a fabulous job!  I look forward to seeing the many exciting learning activities you will be 
doing with your students throughout the year.  If I can assist you in any way please let me know.  I 
appreciate your time and effort and attention to detail in all that you are doing.   Your student are lucky to 
have you as their teacher. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Teacher’s Signature: 
 
 
 


Date: 


Evaluator’s Signature: 
 
 
 


Date: 


 







 


Classroom Observation Report 
 


Indicate teacher performance by placing a check mark in the appropriate box by using the 
following rating scale. 
 
Meets Expectations ... 2         Needs Improvement ... 1       Not applicable or observed ... NA/NO 
 


Teacher: 


 
 


Subject/Grade: 


4th grade Language Arts 
Building: 


Upper Campus 
 


Evaluator: 


Ms. Susan N. Burdick, Director 
Date of Observation: 


December 1, 2011 
 


 


Type of Observation:        Scheduled      X    Unscheduled 


 


Major Competency/Teaching Traits 
 


Performance of Competency 
 


1. The teacher communicates accurately and 
effectively in the subject area. 


 


2 1 NA/NO 


 


 A.  Exhibits accurate and up-to-date knowledge of 
subject/grade being taught through the use of current 
materials. 


 


X   


 


 B. Provides accurate oral and written communications in the 
classroom at the appropriate level of instruction.  


 


X   


 


 C. Communicates to the student the instructional intent or 
plan at the beginning of each lesson. 


 


X   


 


2. The teacher creates an atmosphere conductive to 
learning and self-discipline. 


 


2 1 NA/NO 


 


 A. Exhibits a positive attitude and encourages positive 
behavior among all the students. 


 


X   


 


 B. Allows opportunities for the students to express ideas, 
needs, and interests. 


 


X   


 


 C. Is sensitive to the needs and feelings of each student. 
 


X   


 


 D. Recognizes and responds positively to the student’s 
efforts. 


 


X   


 


3. The teacher plans his/her instruction to achieve 
selected objectives. 


 


2 1 NA/NO 


 


 A.  Identifies and selects appropriate learner objectives in 
conjunction with the Arizona State Standards.  


 


X   


 


 B. Selects appropriate teaching procedures and techniques.  


 


X   


 


 C. Is well prepared as evidenced by comprehensive lesson 
plans through the use of curriculum guides, course 
content guides, textbook materials and Arizona State 
Standards. 


 


X   







 


 


 D. State Standards are indicated on lesson plans 
 


X   


 


 E. Core knowledge content is indicated on lesson plans and 
aligned with State Standards 


 


X   


 


 F. Core knowledge year long plan is current and aligned to 
State Standards 


 


X   


 


Major Competency/Teaching Traits 
 


Performance of Competency 
 


4. The teacher manages the classroom to assure the 
best use of instruction time.  


 


2 1 NA/NO 


 


 A.  Routine paperwork and clerical requirements are handled 
promptly and efficiently. 


 


X   


 


 B. Direction for transitions between activities are clear and 
concise. 


 


X   


 


 C. Materials for student distribution are organized and 
available when needed. 


 


X   


 


 D. Student-to-teacher and student-to-student interaction is 
evident. 


 


X   


 


 E. The teacher makes good use of instructional time. 
 


X   


 


5. The teacher organizes instruction to account for 
individual and cultural differences among students. 


 


2 1 NA/NO 


 


 A.  Instruction is provided to take into account differences 
among learners. 


 


X   


 


6. The teacher uses a variety of instructional 
techniques, methods and media equipment, and 
materials related to the objectives of the lesson. 


 


2 1 NA/NO 


 


 A.  A variety of instructional techniques, media equipment and 
materials appropriate to the instruction are used.  


 


X   


 


 B. Opportunities are provided for students to practice and 
apply knowledge and skills.  


 


X   


 


7. The teacher is knowledgeable of and uses effective 
assignment techniques. 


 


2 1 NA/NO 


 


 A.  Communicates the assignment and expectations for its 
satisfactory completion to the students.  


 


X   


 


 B. Assistance is provided to individual students in the 
process of completing the assignment. 


 


X   


 


D. Assignments are varied to accomplish the instructional 
objective and to accommodate learner differences. 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 


X   







 


 


8. Teacher continually monitors time allocation and 
behavior of the students during instructional activity 
to ensure effective use of instructional time. 


 


2 1 NA/NO 


 


 A.  Classroom distractions are kept to a minimum. 


 


X   


 


 B. The classroom environment is conducive to learning and 
to teaching. 


 


X   


 


 C. Students are appropriately reinforced and redirected to 
achieve the desired behaviors. 


 


X   


 


Evaluator’s Comments: 


 


     See Formative Feedback Form. 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


The signature of the teacher indicates that the report has been read and discussed.  It does not 
necessarily indicate agreement with the evaluation or recommendation.  


 


Teacher’s Signature: 
 
 
 


Date: 
 
 
 
 


Evaluator’s/Principal’s Signature: Date 
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 1 


2011-2012 Staff Development – Off Campus (Not All Inclusive) 


 


Tracy 


 Intel Math Course (Coconino County Education Services Agency/Department of 


Mathematics and Statistics, NAU) 


 AZ Counts - Math 


 English Language Arts Common Core Training 


 Train the Trainers training for Common Core (English Language Arts Standards 


Leadership Institute) 


 


Jessie 


 Intel Math Class Intel Math Course (Coconino County Education Services 


Agency/Department of Mathematics and Statistics, NAU) 


 


Katie 


 Completed Masters Program in Elementary Education 


 Obtain Reading Specialist Endorsement 


 Ken Robinson Lecture and workshop 


 


Aubry 


 NAESLLI environmental science and literacy class 


 Special Education classes towards Masters Degree 


 English Language Arts Common Core Training 


 


Lori 


 Intel Math Course  (Coconino County Education Services Agency/Department of 


Mathematics and Statistics, NAU) 


 


Tammy 


 Intel Math Course (Coconino County Education Services Agency/Department of 


Mathematics and Statistics, NAU) 


 English Language Arts Common Core Training 


 


Elii 


 Write in the Middle – IDEAL AZ Dept. of Ed. Training program 


 iSupport Middle School Math Session – IDEAL AZ Dept. of Ed. Training 


program 


 Edutopia – New Teacher Boot Camp (5 week workshop) 


 Martin Springer Institute/NAU Cyber Bullying Conference 


 Core Knowledge Conference 


 Intel Math Course (Coconino County Education Services Agency/Department of 


Mathematics and Statistics, NAU) 


 English Language Arts Common Core Training 


 IDEAL courses being taken during the summer - TBA 


 







 2 


Susan 


 AZELLA  Training 


 Martin Springer Institute/NAU Cyber Bullying Conference 


 English Language Arts Common Core Training 


 Core Knowledge Conference 


 AIMS Training 


 AZELLA Field Test Training 


 


2012-2014 Projected Staff Development (Not all inclusive) 


 


The following staff members will take the following course: 


Susan Burdick, Administrator 


Melissa Rahn, 2
nd


 grade teacher 


Sabrina Bullins, 4
th


 grade teacher 


Tracy Braatz, mentor/leadership track 


Jessie Del Quadro, mentor/leadership track 


Tammy Eubanks, mentor/leadership track 


Elii Chapman, mentor/leadership track 


 Intel Math/RTI Course sponsored by Coconino County Education Services 


Agency and the Department of Mathematics and Statistics, NAU  


 


Susan Burdick 


 


 Instructional Bootcamp – ADE 


 Instructional Coaching – ADE 


 


Paula Drossman 


 


 Instructional Coaching - ADE 
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The PEAK School 2010-2011 


 


Professional Development Needs Assessment for Teachers and Paraprofessionals of Title 


1 and Students with Academic Deficits 


 


Teacher Name:______________________________________________________ 


 


1. When you were hired, what were your highest priorities for professional 


development?  Specifically describe those skills related to working with students with 


academic deficits that you felt most in need of support in learning. 


 


 


 


2. What skills, related to working with students with academic deficits do you now 


feel better able to apply after receiving professional development support at The PEAK 


School? 


 


 


3. What are your highest priorities currently for training in this area?  Are there 


plans already in place for you to receive this training? 


 


 


 


4. Rank order each area in order of importance for your professional development 


needs: 


 


10 – Highest priority  


1 – Lowest priority 


 
Professional Development Needs Assessment Enter rank 


from  
1 – 10 


Arizona Academic Standards and/or standards-based classrooms 
 


 


Teaching students with special needs (at-risk, ELL, special education) 
 


 


Addressing various learning styles 
 


 


Assessment/use of data to make decisions 
 


 


Technology – use of technology in classroom by teacher 
 


 


Technology – use by students 
 


 


Training in student discipline/classroom management 
 


 


Training in how to involve parents 
 


 


Understanding of scientifically-based research in instructional programs 
 


 


Understanding of scientifically-based research in professional development 
program design 
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AAAGI (AIMS AT A GLANCE INFORMATION)


AIMS Trend 2010-2011 Compared to 2009-2010


Scale Score Comparison Descriptor Comparison Score 


4th 5th 6th 7th 8th 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th 


Math (-) 6 1 6 3 0 Math (-) 6 3 6 2 4


Math (+) 10 16 3 10 10 Math (+) 2 6 0 2 3


Math (=) 0 0 1 0 0 Math (=) 8 8 4 9 1


Reading (-) 4 1 1 3 3 Reading (-) 3 1 0 2 0


Reading (+) 12 14 9 10 4 Reading (+) 5 7 3 2 1


Reading (=) 0 1 0 0 0 Reading (=) 8 9 7 9 6







PEAK School AIMS trends 2010 compared to 2011 (4
th


 - 8
th


 grade students) 


AAAGI Summary 


 


Scale Score 


 


Math:  More students increased their AIMS score overall in comparison to the one 


student who stayed the same or the ones that decreased.  4
th


 and 6
th


 grade scale scores 


decreased which could be contributed to the fact that students had to switch 


teacher/groups midway through the year. 


 


Reading:  Across the majority of the grade levels with the exception of 8
th


 grade, more 


students increased their reading score from 2010 to 2011. 


 


In comparing reading and math scores we had more students overall show a decrease in 


their math scores.  We had the same number of students (49) show an increase in math 


and reading. 


 


Descriptor Score 


 


Math:  Overall we had more students (30) who fell into the same descriptor category 


(FFB, Approaches, Meets, Exceeds) comparing 2010 to 2011.  21 students moved down 


in descriptor category; again the larger numbers are in 4
th


 and 6
th


 grades. 


 


Reading:  39 students stayed in the same descriptor category.  More students increased in 


their category descriptor than decreased,   18 students compared to 6 students 


 


In comparing reading and math descriptor scores we had more students overall show an 


increase in reading compared to math, 13 (math) and 18 (reading). 
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Subject Mathematics 44 37 59 28 44 56


Subject Read 49 44 64 59 43 66
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Subject Read 49 44 64 59 43 66


Subject Mathematics 44 37 59 28 44 56


2011 SGP Average


Subject Read


Subject Mathematics







Average of SGP_All SUBJECT


StudentGrade Subject Mathematics Subject Read Grand Total


3 44 49 47


4 37 44 41


5 59 64 61


6 28 59 43


7 44 43 44


8 56 66 61


Grand Total 45 54 49







SUBJECT FiscalYear FirstName MiddleNameSchoolName SchoolCTDSStudentGrade TestLevel Ethnicity


Subject Mathematics 2011 ANTOINETTEA The Peak School 3 3


Subject Mathematics 2011 RYLEIGH The Peak School 3 3 I


Subject Mathematics 2011 KARINA The Peak School 3 3


Subject Mathematics 2011 RICARDO The Peak School 3 3


Subject Mathematics 2011 VICTORIA The Peak School 3 3


Subject Mathematics 2011 JOSHUA The Peak School 3 3 H


Subject Mathematics 2011 JASON W The Peak School 3 3 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 JACKSON The Peak School 3 3 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 ANGELINA The Peak School 3 3 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 SELMA The Peak School 3 3 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 DESTINY The Peak School 3 3 H


Subject Mathematics 2011 KEYDI The Peak School 3 3 H


Subject Mathematics 2011 MARISELLA The Peak School 3 3


Subject Mathematics 2011 CHEYENNE The Peak School 3 3 H


Subject Mathematics 2011 JONATHAN The Peak School 3 3


Subject Mathematics 2011 ALBERTO The Peak School 3 3


Subject Mathematics 2011 ARLENE The Peak School 3 3


Subject Mathematics 2011 WINSTON The Peak School 3 3 W


Subject Read 2011 ANTOINETTEA The Peak School 3 3


Subject Read 2011 RYLEIGH The Peak School 3 3 I


Subject Read 2011 KARINA The Peak School 3 3


Subject Read 2011 RICARDO The Peak School 3 3


Subject Read 2011 VICTORIA The Peak School 3 3


Subject Read 2011 JOSHUA The Peak School 3 3 H


Subject Read 2011 JASON W The Peak School 3 3 W


Subject Read 2011 JACKSON The Peak School 3 3 W


Subject Read 2011 ANGELINA The Peak School 3 3 W


Subject Read 2011 SELMA The Peak School 3 3 W


Subject Read 2011 DESTINY The Peak School 3 3 H


Subject Read 2011 KEYDI The Peak School 3 3 H


Subject Read 2011 MARISELLA The Peak School 3 3


Subject Read 2011 CHEYENNE The Peak School 3 3 H


Subject Read 2011 JONATHAN The Peak School 3 3


Subject Read 2011 ALBERTO The Peak School 3 3


Subject Read 2011 ARLENE The Peak School 3 3


Subject Read 2011 WINSTON The Peak School 3 3 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 JOSEPH The Peak School 4 4


Subject Mathematics 2011 CODY A The Peak School 4 4 I


Subject Mathematics 2011 ALEXIS  The Peak School 4 4 I


Subject Mathematics 2011 JAQUELINE The Peak School 4 4


Subject Mathematics 2011 YATZARI The Peak School 4 4 H


Subject Mathematics 2011 ESTEFAN  The Peak School 4 4 H


Subject Mathematics 2011 KYLE  The Peak School 4 4 H


Subject Mathematics 2011 MELANIE E The Peak School 4 4


Subject Mathematics 2011 JACOB  The Peak School 4 4 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 MARIA The Peak School 4 4


Subject Mathematics 2011 KEVIN R The Peak School 4 4 H


Subject Mathematics 2011 JESUS The Peak School 4 4 H


Subject Mathematics 2011 JARELL  The Peak School 4 4 I


Subject Mathematics 2011 MICHAEL  The Peak School 4 4 H


Subject Mathematics 2011 ELIJAH T The Peak School 4 4 W







Subject Mathematics 2011 HALLEY  The Peak School 4 4 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 KATHRYN  The Peak School 4 4 I


Subject Mathematics 2011 AVI  The Peak School 4 4 W


Subject Read 2011 JOSEPH The Peak School 4 4


Subject Read 2011 CODY A The Peak School 4 4 I


Subject Read 2011 ALEXIS  The Peak School 4 4 I


Subject Read 2011 JAQUELINE The Peak School 4 4


Subject Read 2011 YATZARI The Peak School 4 4 H


Subject Read 2011 ESTEFAN  The Peak School 4 4 H


Subject Read 2011 KYLE  The Peak School 4 4 H


Subject Read 2011 MELANIE E The Peak School 4 4


Subject Read 2011 JACOB  The Peak School 4 4 W


Subject Read 2011 MARIA The Peak School 4 4


Subject Read 2011 KEVIN R The Peak School 4 4 H


Subject Read 2011 JESUS The Peak School 4 4 H


Subject Read 2011 JARELL  The Peak School 4 4 I


Subject Read 2011 MICHAEL  The Peak School 4 4 H


Subject Read 2011 ELIJAH T The Peak School 4 4 W


Subject Read 2011 HALLEY  The Peak School 4 4 W


Subject Read 2011 KATHRYN  The Peak School 4 4 I


Subject Read 2011 AVI  The Peak School 4 4 W


Subject Science 2011 JOSEPH The Peak School 4 4


Subject Science 2011 CODY A The Peak School 4 4 I


Subject Science 2011 ALEXIS  The Peak School 4 4 I


Subject Science 2011 JAQUELINE The Peak School 4 4


Subject Science 2011 YATZARI The Peak School 4 4 H


Subject Science 2011 ESTEFAN  The Peak School 4 4 H


Subject Science 2011 KYLE  The Peak School 4 4 H


Subject Science 2011 MELANIE E The Peak School 4 4


Subject Science 2011 JACOB  The Peak School 4 4 W


Subject Science 2011 MARIA The Peak School 4 4


Subject Science 2011 KEVIN R The Peak School 4 4 H


Subject Science 2011 JESUS The Peak School 4 4 H


Subject Science 2011 JARELL  The Peak School 4 4 I


Subject Science 2011 MICHAEL  The Peak School 4 4 H


Subject Science 2011 ELIJAH T The Peak School 4 4 W


Subject Science 2011 HALLEY  The Peak School 4 4 W


Subject Science 2011 KATHRYN  The Peak School 4 4 I


Subject Science 2011 AVI  The Peak School 4 4 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 JOSHUA R The Peak School 5 5 I


Subject Mathematics 2011 DANIEL The Peak School 5 5


Subject Mathematics 2011 ZACKARY  The Peak School 5 5 I


Subject Mathematics 2011 EMILIO H The Peak School 5 5 H


Subject Mathematics 2011 YANIRA The Peak School 5 5


Subject Mathematics 2011 NICHOLE R The Peak School 5 5 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 SAMUEL The Peak School 5 5


Subject Mathematics 2011 SAMUEL R The Peak School 5 5 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 ASHLEY  The Peak School 5 5 I


Subject Mathematics 2011 CHESNEY  The Peak School 5 5 I


Subject Mathematics 2011 KEEGIN M The Peak School 5 5 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 DYLAN  The Peak School 5 5 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 GABRIEL  The Peak School 5 5 W







Subject Mathematics 2011 DAMIAN  The Peak School 5 5 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 ERIC G The Peak School 5 5 H


Subject Mathematics 2011 SIANA The Peak School 5 5


Subject Mathematics 2011 JAZMIN  The Peak School 5 5 H


Subject Mathematics 2011 RICARDO The Peak School 5 5


Subject Read 2011 JOSHUA R The Peak School 5 5 I


Subject Read 2011 DANIEL The Peak School 5 5


Subject Read 2011 ZACKARY  The Peak School 5 5 I


Subject Read 2011 EMILIO H The Peak School 5 5 H


Subject Read 2011 YANIRA The Peak School 5 5


Subject Read 2011 NICHOLE R The Peak School 5 5 W


Subject Read 2011 SAMUEL The Peak School 5 5


Subject Read 2011 SAMUEL R The Peak School 5 5 W


Subject Read 2011 ASHLEY  The Peak School 5 5 I


Subject Read 2011 CHESNEY  The Peak School 5 5 I


Subject Read 2011 KEEGIN M The Peak School 5 5 W


Subject Read 2011 DYLAN  The Peak School 5 5 W


Subject Read 2011 GABRIEL  The Peak School 5 5 W


Subject Read 2011 DAMIAN  The Peak School 5 5 W


Subject Read 2011 ERIC G The Peak School 5 5 H


Subject Read 2011 SIANA The Peak School 5 5


Subject Read 2011 JAZMIN  The Peak School 5 5 H


Subject Read 2011 RICARDO The Peak School 5 5


Subject Write 2011 JOSHUA R The Peak School 5 5 I


Subject Write 2011 DANIEL The Peak School 5 5


Subject Write 2011 ZACKARY  The Peak School 5 5 I


Subject Write 2011 EMILIO H The Peak School 5 5 H


Subject Write 2011 YANIRA The Peak School 5 5


Subject Write 2011 NICHOLE R The Peak School 5 5 W


Subject Write 2011 SAMUEL The Peak School 5 5


Subject Write 2011 SAMUEL R The Peak School 5 5 W


Subject Write 2011 ASHLEY  The Peak School 5 5 I


Subject Write 2011 CHESNEY  The Peak School 5 5 I


Subject Write 2011 KEEGIN M The Peak School 5 5 W


Subject Write 2011 DYLAN  The Peak School 5 5 W


Subject Write 2011 GABRIEL  The Peak School 5 5 W


Subject Write 2011 DAMIAN  The Peak School 5 5 W


Subject Write 2011 ERIC G The Peak School 5 5 H


Subject Write 2011 SIANA The Peak School 5 5


Subject Write 2011 JAZMIN  The Peak School 5 5 H


Subject Write 2011 RICARDO The Peak School 5 5


Subject Mathematics 2011 MARK The Peak School 6 6


Subject Mathematics 2011 AUSTIN  The Peak School 6 6 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 DANIEL  The Peak School 6 6 H


Subject Mathematics 2011 GABRIEL  The Peak School 6 6 I


Subject Mathematics 2011 SETH The Peak School 6 6


Subject Mathematics 2011 ODALIS The Peak School 6 6


Subject Mathematics 2011 CARTER J The Peak School 6 6 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 LORI  The Peak School 6 6 H


Subject Mathematics 2011 MIKE D The Peak School 6 6 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 EDUARDO The Peak School 6 6


Subject Mathematics 2011 ANDREW V The Peak School 6 6 H







Subject Mathematics 2011 AVERIN N The Peak School 6 6 I


Subject Mathematics 2011 LANE J The Peak School 6 6 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 EMANUEL  The Peak School 6 6 H


Subject Mathematics 2011 JOSHUA The Peak School 6 6


Subject Read 2011 MARK The Peak School 6 6


Subject Read 2011 AUSTIN  The Peak School 6 6 W


Subject Read 2011 DANIEL  The Peak School 6 6 H


Subject Read 2011 GABRIEL  The Peak School 6 6 I


Subject Read 2011 SETH The Peak School 6 6


Subject Read 2011 ODALIS The Peak School 6 6


Subject Read 2011 CARTER J The Peak School 6 6 W


Subject Read 2011 LORI  The Peak School 6 6 H


Subject Read 2011 MIKE D The Peak School 6 6 W


Subject Read 2011 EDUARDO The Peak School 6 6


Subject Read 2011 ANDREW V The Peak School 6 6 H


Subject Read 2011 AVERIN N The Peak School 6 6 I


Subject Read 2011 LANE J The Peak School 6 6 W


Subject Read 2011 EMANUEL  The Peak School 6 6 H


Subject Read 2011 JOSHUA The Peak School 6 6


Subject Write 2011 MARK The Peak School 6 6


Subject Write 2011 AUSTIN  The Peak School 6 6 W


Subject Write 2011 DANIEL  The Peak School 6 6 H


Subject Write 2011 GABRIEL  The Peak School 6 6 I


Subject Write 2011 SETH The Peak School 6 6


Subject Write 2011 ODALIS The Peak School 6 6


Subject Write 2011 CARTER J The Peak School 6 6 W


Subject Write 2011 LORI  The Peak School 6 6 H


Subject Write 2011 MIKE D The Peak School 6 6 W


Subject Write 2011 EDUARDO The Peak School 6 6


Subject Write 2011 ANDREW V The Peak School 6 6 H


Subject Write 2011 AVERIN N The Peak School 6 6 I


Subject Write 2011 LANE J The Peak School 6 6 W


Subject Write 2011 EMANUEL  The Peak School 6 6 H


Subject Write 2011 JOSHUA The Peak School 6 6


Subject Mathematics 2011 CHANNEL F The Peak School 7 7 I


Subject Mathematics 2011 APRIL The Peak School 7 7


Subject Mathematics 2011 TRISTYN  The Peak School 7 7 B


Subject Mathematics 2011 ORACIO  The Peak School 7 7 H


Subject Mathematics 2011 DOMINIC K The Peak School 7 7 I


Subject Mathematics 2011 SERGIO The Peak School 7 7


Subject Mathematics 2011 AMETHYS M The Peak School 7 7 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 JONATHAN The Peak School 7 7


Subject Mathematics 2011 JOSE A The Peak School 7 7 H


Subject Mathematics 2011 MELYNDA D The Peak School 7 7 I


Subject Mathematics 2011 DAISY L The Peak School 7 7 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 MELISSA The Peak School 7 7


Subject Mathematics 2011 COLLIN A The Peak School 7 7 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 LENETTE  The Peak School 7 7 I


Subject Mathematics 2011 NEZBAHE A The Peak School 7 7 I


Subject Mathematics 2011 SHAUN H The Peak School 7 7 I


Subject Read 2011 CHANNEL F The Peak School 7 7 I


Subject Read 2011 APRIL The Peak School 7 7







Subject Read 2011 TRISTYN  The Peak School 7 7 B


Subject Read 2011 ORACIO  The Peak School 7 7 H


Subject Read 2011 DOMINIC K The Peak School 7 7 I


Subject Read 2011 SERGIO The Peak School 7 7


Subject Read 2011 AMETHYS M The Peak School 7 7 W


Subject Read 2011 JONATHAN The Peak School 7 7


Subject Read 2011 JOSE A The Peak School 7 7 H


Subject Read 2011 MELYNDA D The Peak School 7 7 I


Subject Read 2011 DAISY L The Peak School 7 7 W


Subject Read 2011 MELISSA The Peak School 7 7


Subject Read 2011 COLLIN A The Peak School 7 7 W


Subject Read 2011 LENETTE  The Peak School 7 7 I


Subject Read 2011 NEZBAHE A The Peak School 7 7 I


Subject Read 2011 SHAUN H The Peak School 7 7 I


Subject Write 2011 CHANNEL F The Peak School 7 7 I


Subject Write 2011 APRIL The Peak School 7 7


Subject Write 2011 TRISTYN  The Peak School 7 7 B


Subject Write 2011 ORACIO  The Peak School 7 7 H


Subject Write 2011 DOMINIC K The Peak School 7 7 I


Subject Write 2011 SERGIO The Peak School 7 7


Subject Write 2011 AMETHYS M The Peak School 7 7 W


Subject Write 2011 JONATHAN The Peak School 7 7


Subject Write 2011 JOSE A The Peak School 7 7 H


Subject Write 2011 MELYNDA D The Peak School 7 7 I


Subject Write 2011 DAISY L The Peak School 7 7 W


Subject Write 2011 MELISSA The Peak School 7 7


Subject Write 2011 COLLIN A The Peak School 7 7 W


Subject Write 2011 LENETTE  The Peak School 7 7 I


Subject Write 2011 NEZBAHE A The Peak School 7 7 I


Subject Write 2011 SHAUN H The Peak School 7 7 I


Subject Mathematics 2011 JULIUS F The Peak School 8 8 I


Subject Mathematics 2011 ERIC The Peak School 8 8


Subject Mathematics 2011 JANYKA M The Peak School 8 8 H


Subject Mathematics 2011 RYAN  The Peak School 8 8 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 DANIEL  The Peak School 8 8 H


Subject Mathematics 2011 ANTONIA R The Peak School 8 8 W


Subject Mathematics 2011 MARTHA The Peak School 8 8


Subject Mathematics 2011 KATELYN D The Peak School 8 8 I


Subject Mathematics 2011 ALONDRA The Peak School 8 8


Subject Mathematics 2011 MATTHEWR The Peak School 8 8 W


Subject Read 2011 JULIUS F The Peak School 8 8 I


Subject Read 2011 ERIC The Peak School 8 8


Subject Read 2011 JANYKA M The Peak School 8 8 H


Subject Read 2011 RYAN  The Peak School 8 8 W


Subject Read 2011 DANIEL  The Peak School 8 8 H


Subject Read 2011 ANTONIA R The Peak School 8 8 W


Subject Read 2011 MARTHA The Peak School 8 8


Subject Read 2011 KATELYN D The Peak School 8 8 I


Subject Read 2011 ALONDRA The Peak School 8 8


Subject Read 2011 MATTHEWR The Peak School 8 8 W


Subject Science 2011 JULIUS F The Peak School 8 8 I


Subject Science 2011 ERIC The Peak School 8 8







Subject Science 2011 JANYKA M The Peak School 8 8 H


Subject Science 2011 RYAN  The Peak School 8 8 W


Subject Science 2011 DANIEL  The Peak School 8 8 H


Subject Science 2011 ANTONIA R The Peak School 8 8 W


Subject Science 2011 MARTHA The Peak School 8 8


Subject Science 2011 KATELYN D The Peak School 8 8 I


Subject Science 2011 ALONDRA The Peak School 8 8


Subject Science 2011 MATTHEWR The Peak School 8 8 W







Gender BirthdateELLPROF ELLYEAR MODSTeacherName SPED Valid PERFORM Performance RawScore


F 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 1 FFB 24


M 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 4 E 62


F 1 1 A LEONARD FALSE 0 3 M 49


M 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 3 M 54


F 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 3 M 44


M 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 3 M 48


M 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 3 M 56


M 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 3 M 56


F 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 2 A 41


F 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 3 M 43


F 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 3 M 55


F 1 1 A LEONARD FALSE 0 1 FFB 28


F 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 1 FFB 13


F 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 3 M 50


M 1 1 A LEONARD FALSE 0 1 FFB 25


M 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 3 M 55


F 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 3 M 43


M 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 4 E 58


F 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 2 A 24


M 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 3 M 44


F 1 1 A LEONARD FALSE 0 3 M 31


M 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 3 M 38


F 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 3 M 38


M 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 3 M 42


M 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 3 M 47


M 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 3 M 41


F 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 3 M 42


F 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 3 M 42


F 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 3 M 39


F 1 1 A LEONARD FALSE 0 2 A 25


F 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 1 FFB 14


F 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 4 E 48


M 1 1 A LEONARD FALSE 0 2 A 20


M 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 3 M 40


F 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 3 M 35


M 0 0 A LEONARD FALSE 1 4 E 50


M 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 1 FFB 28


M 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 3 M 46


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 38


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 37


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 1 FFB 30


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 1 FFB 23


M 0 1 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 34


F 0 0 THOMPSON TRUE 1 1 FFB 16


M 0 0 THOMPSON TRUE 1 1 FFB 17


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 34


M 1 1 THOMPSON TRUE 0 2 A 34


M 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 1 FFB 29


M 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 3 M 50


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 43


M 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 3 M 56







F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 37


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 33


M 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 4 E 63


M 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 22


M 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 25


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 25


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 25


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 30


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 22


M 0 1 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 28


F 0 0 THOMPSON TRUE 1 2 A 23


M 0 0 THOMPSON TRUE 1 2 A 17


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 3 M 38


M 1 1 THOMPSON TRUE 0 2 A 22


M 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 26


M 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 3 M 32


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 3 M 35


M 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 4 E 51


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 3 M 35


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 27


M 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 3 M 44


M 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 1 FFB 25


M 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 30


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 29


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 34


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 28


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 29


M 0 1 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 31


F 0 0 THOMPSON TRUE 1 1 FFB 15


M 0 0 THOMPSON TRUE 1 1 FFB 15


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 32


M 1 1 THOMPSON TRUE 0 1 FFB 18


M 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 29


M 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 3 M 42


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 2 A 34


M 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 4 E 49


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 3 M 38


F 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 1 FFB 23


M 0 0 THOMPSON FALSE 1 4 E 50


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 2 A 41


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 2 A 35


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 1 FFB 19


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 48


F 1 1 HEINS FALSE 0 3 M 51


F 0 0 HEINS TRUE 1 1 FFB 18


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 2 A 39


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 49


F 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 49


F 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 2 A 38


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 56


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 2 A 41


F 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 1 FFB 19







M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 2 A 31


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 2 A 40


F 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 49


F 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 51


M 1 1 HEINS TRUE 0 1 FFB 20


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 31


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 36


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 2 A 19


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 34


F 1 1 HEINS FALSE 0 3 M 36


F 0 0 HEINS TRUE 1 1 FFB 13


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 32


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 35


F 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 37


F 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 31


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 47


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 33


F 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 40


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 2 A 29


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 41


F 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 45


F 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 46


M 1 1 HEINS TRUE 0 2 A 22


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 20


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 18


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 1 FFB 8


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 2 A 22


F 1 1 HEINS FALSE 0 3 M 23


F 0 0 HEINS TRUE 1 1 FFB 8


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 17


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 19


F 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 21


F 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 2 A 15


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 25


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 2 A 17


F 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 18


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 2 A 10


M 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 19


F 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 4 E 25


F 0 0 HEINS FALSE 1 3 M 22


M 1 1 HEINS TRUE 0 1 FFB 8


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 39


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 4 E 58


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 1 FFB 31


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 41


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 4 E 63


F 1 1 EUBANKS TRUE 0 1 FFB 15


M 0 0 EUBANKS TRUE 1 1 FFB 29


F 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 34


M 0 0 EUBANKS TRUE 1 1 FFB 29


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 1 FFB 27


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 1 FFB 23







M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 1 FFB 33


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 1 FFB 26


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 1 FFB 20


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 43


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 3 M 42


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 3 M 48


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 3 M 39


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 26


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 3 M 47


F 1 1 EUBANKS TRUE 0 2 A 26


M 0 0 EUBANKS TRUE 1 2 A 26


F 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 3 M 38


M 0 0 EUBANKS TRUE 1 3 M 31


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 3 M 35


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 29


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 3 M 42


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 21


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 20


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 3 M 39


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 16


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 3 M 25


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 17


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 1 FFB 11


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 3 M 22


F 1 1 EUBANKS TRUE 0 2 A 9


M 0 0 EUBANKS TRUE 1 2 A 9


F 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 3 M 20


M 0 0 EUBANKS TRUE 1 2 A 17


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 1 FFB 11


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 1 FFB 11


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 18


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 12


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 1 FFB 9


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 15


F 0 0 CHAPMAN TRUE 1 1 FFB 22


F 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 1 FFB 30


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 1 FFB 19


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 32


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 4 E 57


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 1 FFB 15


F 0 0 CHAPMAN TRUE 1 1 FFB 31


M 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 1 FFB 19


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 1 FFB 30


F 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 36


F 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 1 FFB 30


F 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 1 FFB 23


M 0 0 EUBANKS TRUE 1 1 FFB 29


F 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 34


F 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 2 A 35


M 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 2 A 39


F 0 0 CHAPMAN TRUE 1 2 A 20


F 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 2 A 17







M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 26


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 20


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 3 M 40


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 17


F 0 0 CHAPMAN TRUE 1 3 M 30


M 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 2 A 21


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 22


F 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 3 M 38


F 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 3 M 34


F 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 1 FFB 15


M 0 0 EUBANKS TRUE 1 3 M 30


F 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 3 M 39


F 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 2 A 24


M 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 3 M 37


F 0 0 CHAPMAN TRUE 1 1 FFB 11


F 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 1 FFB 10


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 14


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 1 FFB 12


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 22


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 1 FFB 8


F 0 0 CHAPMAN TRUE 1 3 M 20


M 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 2 A 12


M 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 2 A 12


F 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 3 M 23


F 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 3 M 21


F 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 1 FFB 9


M 0 0 EUBANKS TRUE 1 2 A 16


F 0 0 EUBANKS FALSE 1 3 M 21


F 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 2 A 15


M 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 3 M 22


M 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 1 FFB 35


M 1 1 CHAPMAN FALSE 0 1 FFB 22


F 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 1 FFB 25


M 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 2 A 38


M 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 2 A 37


F 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 1 FFB 33


F 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 2 A 36


F 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 3 M 48


F 1 1 CHAPMAN TRUE 0 1 FFB 17


M 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 1 FFB 32


M 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 3 M 39


M 1 1 CHAPMAN FALSE 0 1 FFB 22


F 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 3 M 39


M 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 3 M 35


M 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 3 M 43


F 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 3 M 38


F 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 3 M 44


F 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 3 M 40


F 1 1 CHAPMAN TRUE 0 1 FFB 19


M 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 2 A 29


M 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 2 A 30


M 1 1 CHAPMAN FALSE 0 1 FFB 28







F 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 2 A 32


M 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 4 E 44


M 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 3 M 43


F 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 1 FFB 28


F 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 2 A 33


F 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 4 E 47


F 1 1 CHAPMAN TRUE 0 1 FFB 23


M 0 0 CHAPMAN FALSE 1 1 FFB 28







ScaleScoreSAISIDFAYDistrictFAY FEP FEPYear Indian Asian Black Hispanic PacificIslander


288 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


450 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


371 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


393 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


353 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


367 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


404 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


404 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


343 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


349 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


398 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


301 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


244 0 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


375 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


291 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


398 0 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


349 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


416 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


405 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


489 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


431 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


459 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


459 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


478 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


508 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


473 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


478 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


478 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


464 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


409 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


364 0 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


516 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


390 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


468 0 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


447 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


536 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


317 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


371 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


346 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


343 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE


323 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE


302 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


334 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


277 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


281 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


334 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


334 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


320 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


385 0 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


361 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


409 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE







343 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


331 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


455 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


421 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


431 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


431 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


431 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE


448 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE


421 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


441 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


425 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


404 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


475 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


421 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


435 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


454 0 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


465 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


557 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


465 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


438 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


502 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


450 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


472 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


468 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


490 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE


463 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE


468 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


477 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


403 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


403 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


481 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


418 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


468 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


531 0 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


490 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


587 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


509 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


441 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


599 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


378 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


361 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


312 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


401 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


412 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


308 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


372 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


404 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


404 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


369 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


433 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


378 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


312 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE







349 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


375 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


404 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


412 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


315 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


472 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


490 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


430 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


482 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


490 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


405 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


475 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


486 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


494 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


472 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


544 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


479 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


506 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


465 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


510 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


531 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


537 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


441 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


508 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


498 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


435 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


486 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


524 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


435 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


494 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


503 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


513 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


460 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


538 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


467 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


498 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


467 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


503 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


601 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


518 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


435 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


382 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


451 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


359 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


387 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


486 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


307 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE


353 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


367 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


353 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


347 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


335 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE







364 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


344 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


325 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


394 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


526 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


564 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


512 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


462 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


556 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


462 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE


462 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


508 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


481 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


496 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


473 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


526 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


444 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


440 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


512 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


467 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


501 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


470 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


423 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


565 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


467 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE


467 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


511 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


470 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


423 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


423 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


474 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


453 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


415 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


463 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


353 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


378 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


343 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE


384 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


471 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


328 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


381 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


343 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


378 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


396 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


378 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


357 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


375 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


390 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


393 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


405 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


461 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


449 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE







484 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE


461 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


539 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


449 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


498 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


465 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


469 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


530 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


513 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


441 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


498 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


534 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


476 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


525 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


447 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


444 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


480 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE


428 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


484 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


414 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


504 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


450 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


450 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


520 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


509 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


417 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


463 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


509 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


484 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


514 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


407 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


369 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


378 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


416 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


413 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE


401 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


410 0 1 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


447 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE


351 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


399 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


524 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


450 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


524 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


505 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


546 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE


519 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


552 0 1 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


529 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE


437 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


479 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


475 1 0 0 TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


467 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE







482 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


533 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


528 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE


467 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE


486 0 1 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


549 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE


448 1 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE TRUE FALSE


467 0 0 0 FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE







White SGP_Fay SGP_All Bottom25_Fay


FALSE 0


FALSE 81 82 0


FALSE 54 55 0


FALSE 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 19 20 0


TRUE  16 0


TRUE 68 69 0


TRUE 28 29 0


TRUE 51 51 0


FALSE 52 53 0


FALSE 2 2 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 85 85 1


TRUE 7 7 1


FALSE  40 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 61 62 0


FALSE 0


FALSE 13 14 0


FALSE 21 21 1


FALSE 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 28 28 0


TRUE  79 0


TRUE 63 64 0


TRUE 65 67 0


TRUE 65 67 0


FALSE 81 81 1


FALSE 4 4 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 97 97 0


TRUE 1 1 0


FALSE  17 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 99 99 0


TRUE  13 0


FALSE 26 27 0


FALSE 75 76 0


FALSE 0


FALSE 12 12 0


FALSE 30 31 1


TRUE  24 0


TRUE 9 10 1


TRUE 15 16 1


FALSE 0


FALSE 6 7 0


TRUE 8 8 0


FALSE  74 0


TRUE 84 85 0


TRUE 21 22 0







TRUE 60 61 0


FALSE 35 36 0


TRUE 86 86 0


TRUE  1 0


FALSE 5 6 0


FALSE 30 30 0


FALSE 0


FALSE 58 58 0


FALSE 32 33 0


TRUE  10 0


TRUE 60 60 1


TRUE 45 46 1


FALSE 0


FALSE 62 63 1


TRUE 32 32 0


FALSE  10 0


TRUE 73 73 0


TRUE 91 91 0


TRUE 89 90 0


FALSE 31 31 0


TRUE 73 74 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 0


FALSE 0


FALSE 0


FALSE 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 96 96 0


TRUE 42 44 0


FALSE 39 40 1


FALSE 53 54 0


FALSE 14 14 0


TRUE 36 38 1


FALSE 43 44 0


TRUE 66 66 0


FALSE 94 94 0


FALSE 91 91 0


TRUE 59 59 0


TRUE 86 87 0


TRUE 28 28 1







TRUE 83 83 1


FALSE 19 19 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 93 93 0


TRUE 50 50 1


FALSE 40 40 0


TRUE 86 87 0


FALSE 62 63 1


FALSE 54 54 0


FALSE 40 41 0


TRUE 10 10 1


FALSE 76 76 0


TRUE 22 23 0


FALSE 78 79 0


FALSE 72 73 0


TRUE 87 87 0


TRUE 81 81 0


TRUE 46 47 0


TRUE 93 93 1


FALSE 77 78 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 89 89 0


TRUE 62 63 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 0


FALSE 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 0


TRUE  9 0


TRUE 48 49 0


TRUE 3 4 0


FALSE 20 21 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 4 5 0


TRUE 69 69 1


TRUE 0


TRUE 45 45 0


FALSE 42 43 1


TRUE  34 0







FALSE 45 46 0


TRUE  2 0


FALSE 5 5 0


TRUE 0


TRUE  24 0


TRUE 96 96 0


TRUE 43 44 0


FALSE 47 48 1


TRUE 0


FALSE 51 51 1


TRUE 80 79 1


TRUE 0


TRUE 74 74 1


FALSE 62 63 0


TRUE  85 0


FALSE 97 97 0


TRUE  2 0


FALSE 46 47 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 38 39 1


TRUE 61 61 0


FALSE 10 11 1


FALSE 62 63 0


FALSE 73 74 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 6 7 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 71 72 0


TRUE  34 0


FALSE 0


TRUE  65 0


FALSE 43 43 0


FALSE 61 61 0


FALSE 2 2 0


FALSE 79 79 1


TRUE 5 6 0







FALSE 43 43 0


FALSE 48 48 1


FALSE 96 97 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 4 4 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 43 44 0


TRUE  41 0


FALSE 0


TRUE  31 0


FALSE 60 61 0


FALSE 17 18 0


FALSE 43 42 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 0


FALSE 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 0


FALSE 0


FALSE 0


FALSE 54 56 0


TRUE 73 73 1


TRUE 26 27 0


TRUE  39 0


FALSE 63 64 0


TRUE 46 47 0


TRUE  52 0


FALSE 91 91 0


TRUE 27 27 1


TRUE  82 0


FALSE 50 50 0


TRUE 79 80 1


TRUE 90 90 0


TRUE  29 0


FALSE 51 51 0


TRUE 91 91 0


TRUE  92 0


FALSE 85 85 0


TRUE 30 30 1


TRUE  59 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 0







TRUE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 0


FALSE 0


TRUE 0


TRUE 0
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Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Evaluation Instrument 
Charter Holder Name: The PEAK School, Inc.   Required for: Annual Report 
School Name: The PEAK School  Evaluation of DSP Narrative Completed: August 1, 2014  
Date Submitted: December 2, 2013    
Academic Dashboard: FY2013 
 
I  = Result after DSP Narrative evaluation 
  


    Initial Evaluation
Measure  Acceptable  Not 


Acceptable  Comments 


1a. Student 
Median Growth 
Percentile (SGP) 
Reading 


  I 


Curriculum: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to create, implement, evaluate, and revise curriculum, 
including supplemental curriculum, aligned with Arizona’s College and Career Ready (ACCR) Standards, evidenced by curriculum alignment, 
curriculum maps, pacing guides, instructional material adoptions, committee work, data review teams, and clearly defined and measureable 
implementation across the school. The narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school 
implemented a curriculum to increase student growth in Reading on ACCR Standards.  


Instruction: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to monitor the integration of Arizona’s College and Career 
Ready Standards into instruction and evaluate the instructional practices of the teachers evidenced by lesson plan reviews, formal teacher 
evaluations, informal classroom observations, standards checklists, data review teams, and standards‐based assessments. The narrative 
describes a system that provides for some analysis and feedback to further develop the system. The narrative provided describes a system 
that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a plan for monitoring the integration of the ACCR Standards into 
instruction in Reading.  
 
Assessment: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive assessment system based on clearly defined 
performance measures aligned with the curriculum and instructional methodology and includes data collection from multiple assessments, 
such as formative and summative assessments, common/benchmark assessments, and data review teams. The narrative provided describes a 
system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a plan for monitoring and documenting changes in 
student growth on ACCR Standards for Reading.  


Professional Development: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive professional development plan that 
is aligned with teacher learning needs, includes follow‐up and monitoring strategies, focuses on areas of high importance, and supports high 
quality implementation. The narrative describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a 
professional development plan to increase student growth in Reading.  


Data: Limited data and analysis of data was provided to demonstrate increased student growth in Reading. Data provided does not include 
comparative data to 2012. Data must demonstrate improvement as compared to prior years. 
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2a. Percent 
Passing 
Math 


I   


Curriculum: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to create, implement, evaluate, and revise curriculum, 
including supplemental curriculum, aligned with Arizona’s College and Career Ready (ACCR) Standards, evidenced by curriculum alignment, 
curriculum maps, pacing guides, instructional material adoptions, committee work, data review teams, and clearly defined and measureable 
implementation across the school. The narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school 
implemented a curriculum to increase student proficiency in Math on ACCR Standards.  


Instruction: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to monitor the integration of Arizona’s College and Career 
Ready Standards into instruction and evaluate the instructional practices of the teachers evidenced by lesson plan reviews, formal teacher 
evaluations, informal classroom observations, standards checklists, data review teams, and standards‐based assessments. The narrative 
describes a system that provides for some analysis and feedback to further develop the system. The narrative provided describes a system 
that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a plan for monitoring the integration of the ACCR Standards into 
instruction in Math.  
 
Assessment: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive assessment system based on clearly defined 
performance measures aligned with the curriculum and instructional methodology and includes data collection from multiple assessments, 
such as formative and summative assessments, common/benchmark assessments, and data review teams. The narrative provided describes a 
system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a plan for monitoring and documenting changes in 
student proficiency on ACCR Standards for Math.  


Professional Development: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive professional development plan that 
is aligned with teacher learning needs, includes follow‐up and monitoring strategies, focuses on areas of high importance, and supports high 
quality implementation. The narrative describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a 
professional development plan to increase student proficiency in Math.  


Data: No data was provided to demonstrate increased student proficiency in Math. Data must demonstrate improvement as compared to prior 
years.   


2a. Percent 
Passing 
Reading 


  I 


Curriculum: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to create, implement, evaluate, and revise curriculum, 
including supplemental curriculum, aligned with Arizona’s College and Career Ready (ACCR) Standards, evidenced by curriculum alignment, 
curriculum maps, pacing guides, instructional material adoptions, committee work, data review teams, and clearly defined and measureable 
implementation across the school. The narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school 
implemented a curriculum to increase student proficiency in Reading on ACCR Standards.  


Instruction: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to monitor the integration of Arizona’s College and Career 
Ready Standards into instruction and evaluate the instructional practices of the teachers evidenced by lesson plan reviews, formal teacher 
evaluations, informal classroom observations, standards checklists, data review teams, and standards‐based assessments. The narrative 
describes a system that provides for some analysis and feedback to further develop the system. The narrative provided describes a system 
that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a plan for monitoring the integration of the ACCR Standards into 
instruction in Reading.  
 
Assessment: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive assessment system based on clearly defined 
performance measures aligned with the curriculum and instructional methodology and includes data collection from multiple assessments, 
such as formative and summative assessments, common/benchmark assessments, and data review teams. The narrative provided describes a 
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system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a plan for monitoring and documenting changes in 
student proficiency on ACCR Standards for Reading.  


Professional Development: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive professional development plan that 
is aligned with teacher learning needs, includes follow‐up and monitoring strategies, focuses on areas of high importance, and supports high 
quality implementation. The narrative describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a 
professional development plan to increase student proficiency in Reading.  


Data: No data and analysis of data was provided to demonstrate increased student proficiency in Reading. Data provided does not include 
comparative data to the previous year. Data must demonstrate improvement as compared to prior years. 


2b. Composite 
School 
Comparison 
(Traditional and 
Small Schools only)  
Math 


  I 


Curriculum: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to create, implement, evaluate, and revise curriculum, 
including supplemental curriculum, aligned with Arizona’s College and Career Ready (ACCR) Standards, evidenced by curriculum alignment, 
curriculum maps, pacing guides, instructional material adoptions, committee work, data review teams, clearly defined and measureable 
implementation across the school and that is adapted to meet the needs of ELL students, FRL students, and students with disabilities. The 
narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a curriculum to increase 
student proficiency to expected performance levels for ELL students, FRL students and students with disabilities in Math on ACCR Standards.  


Instruction: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to monitor the integration of Arizona’s College and Career 
Ready Standards into instruction, evaluate the instructional practices of the teachers evidenced by lesson plan reviews, formal teacher 
evaluations, informal classroom observations, standards checklists, data review teams, and standards‐based assessments, and that is adapted 
to meet the needs of ELL students, FRL students and students with disabilities. The narrative describes a system that provides for some analysis 
and feedback to further develop the system. The narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that 
the school implemented a plan for monitoring the integration of the ACCR Standards into instruction in Math for ELL students, FRL students, 
and students with disabilities. 
  
Assessment: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive assessment system based on clearly defined 
performance measures aligned with the curriculum and instructional methodology, includes data collection from multiple assessments, such as 
formative and summative assessments, common/benchmark assessments, and data review teams, and that is adapted to meet the needs of 
ELL students, FRL students and students with disabilities. The narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can 
demonstrate that the school implemented a plan for monitoring and documenting changes in student proficiency on ACCR Standards for Math 
for ELL students, FRL students and students with disabilities.  


Professional Development: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive professional development plan that 
is aligned with teacher learning needs, includes follow‐up and monitoring strategies, focuses on areas of high importance, supports high quality 
implementation, and that is adapted to meet the needs of ELL students, FRL students and students with disabilities. The narrative describes a 
system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a professional development plan to increase student 
proficiency in Math for ELL students, FRL students and students with disabilities.  


Data: Data was provided to indicate increased proficiency from 2012 to 2013 on AIMS in Math for students with disabilities. Data was provided 
to demonstrate increased proficiency on AIMS in Math from 2012 to 2013 for FRL students. Data provided for ELL students did not include 
comparison data to the prior year. Data must be disaggregated for ELL students, FRL students, and students with disabilities and must 
demonstrate improvement as compared to prior years. 
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2b. Composite 
School 
Comparison 
(Traditional and 
Small Schools only)  
Reading 


  I 


Curriculum: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to create, implement, evaluate, and revise curriculum, 
including supplemental curriculum, aligned with Arizona’s College and Career Ready (ACCR) Standards, evidenced by curriculum alignment, 
curriculum maps, pacing guides, instructional material adoptions, committee work, data review teams, clearly defined and measureable 
implementation across the school and that is adapted to meet the needs of ELL students, FRL students, and students with disabilities. The 
narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a curriculum to increase 
student proficiency to expected performance levels for ELL students, FRL students and students with disabilities in Reading on ACCR Standards.  


Instruction: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to monitor the integration of Arizona’s College and Career 
Ready Standards into instruction, evaluate the instructional practices of the teachers evidenced by lesson plan reviews, formal teacher 
evaluations, informal classroom observations, standards checklists, data review teams, and standards‐based assessments, and that is adapted 
to meet the needs of ELL students, FRL students and students with disabilities. The narrative describes a system that provides for some analysis 
and feedback to further develop the system. The narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that 
the school implemented a plan for monitoring the integration of the ACCR Standards into instruction in Reading for ELL students, FRL students, 
and students with disabilities. 
  
Assessment: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive assessment system based on clearly defined 
performance measures aligned with the curriculum and instructional methodology, includes data collection from multiple assessments, such as 
formative and summative assessments, common/benchmark assessments, and data review teams, and that is adapted to meet the needs of 
ELL students, FRL students and students with disabilities. The narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can 
demonstrate that the school implemented a plan for monitoring and documenting changes in student proficiency on ACCR Standards for 
Reading for ELL students, FRL students and students with disabilities.  


Professional Development: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive professional development plan that 
is aligned with teacher learning needs, includes follow‐up and monitoring strategies, focuses on areas of high importance, supports high quality 
implementation, and that is adapted to meet the needs of ELL students, FRL students and students with disabilities. The narrative describes a 
system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a professional development plan to increase student 
proficiency in Reading for ELL students, FRL students and students with disabilities.  


Data: Data was provided to indicate increased proficiency from 2012 to 2013 on AIMS in Reading for students with disabilities. No Reading 
data was provided for FRL students to indicate an increase in proficiency across years. Data provided for ELL students did not include 
comparison data to the prior year. Data must be disaggregated for ELL students, FRL students, and students with disabilities and must 
demonstrate improvement as compared to prior years. 


2c. Subgroup 
Comparison 
(2b. for 
Alternative)  
ELL 
 Math 


  I 


Curriculum: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to create, implement, evaluate, and revise curriculum, 
including supplemental curriculum, aligned with Arizona’s College and Career Ready (ACCR) Standards, evidenced by curriculum alignment, 
curriculum maps, pacing guides, instructional material adoptions, committee work, data review teams, clearly defined and measureable 
implementation across the school and that is adapted to meet the needs of ELL students. The narrative provided describes a system that, if 
supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a curriculum to increase student proficiency for ELL students in Math on 
ACCR Standards.  


Instruction: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to monitor the integration of Arizona’s College and Career 
Ready Standards into instruction, evaluate the instructional practices of the teachers evidenced by lesson plan reviews, formal teacher 
evaluations, informal classroom observations, standards checklists, data review teams, and standards‐based assessments, and that is adapted 
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to meet the needs of ELL students. The narrative describes a system that provides for some analysis and feedback to further develop the 
system. The narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a plan for 
monitoring the integration of the ACCR Standards into instruction in Math for ELL students. 
  
Assessment: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive assessment system based on clearly defined 
performance measures aligned with the curriculum and instructional methodology, includes data collection from multiple assessments, such as 
formative and summative assessments, common/benchmark assessments, and data review teams, and that is adapted to meet the needs of 
ELL students. The narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a plan 
for monitoring and documenting changes in student proficiency on ACCR Standards for Math for ELL students.  


Professional Development: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive professional development plan that 
is aligned with teacher learning needs, includes follow‐up and monitoring strategies, focuses on areas of high importance, supports high quality 
implementation, and that is adapted to meet the needs of ELL students. The narrative describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can 
demonstrate that the school implemented a professional development plan to increase student proficiency in Math for ELL students.  


Data: Data provided for ELL students to demonstrate an increase in proficiency in Math did not include comparison data to the prior year. Data 
must be disaggregated for ELL students and must demonstrate improvement as compared to prior years. 


2c. Subgroup 
Comparison 
(2b. for 
Alternative)  
ELL 
 Reading 


  I 


Curriculum: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to create, implement, evaluate, and revise curriculum, 
including supplemental curriculum, aligned with Arizona’s College and Career Ready (ACCR) Standards, evidenced by curriculum alignment, 
curriculum maps, pacing guides, instructional material adoptions, committee work, data review teams, clearly defined and measureable 
implementation across the school and that is adapted to meet the needs of ELL students. The narrative provided describes a system that, if 
supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a curriculum to increase student proficiency for ELL students in Reading 
on ACCR Standards.  


Instruction: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to monitor the integration of Arizona’s College and Career 
Ready Standards into instruction, evaluate the instructional practices of the teachers evidenced by lesson plan reviews, formal teacher 
evaluations, informal classroom observations, standards checklists, data review teams, and standards‐based assessments, and that is adapted 
to meet the needs of ELL students. The narrative describes a system that provides for some analysis and feedback to further develop the 
system. The narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a plan for 
monitoring the integration of the ACCR Standards into instruction in Reading for ELL students. 
  
Assessment: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive assessment system based on clearly defined 
performance measures aligned with the curriculum and instructional methodology, includes data collection from multiple assessments, such as 
formative and summative assessments, common/benchmark assessments, and data review teams, and that is adapted to meet the needs of 
ELL students. The narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a plan 
for monitoring and documenting changes in student proficiency on ACCR Standards for Reading for ELL students.  


Professional Development: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive professional development plan that 
is aligned with teacher learning needs, includes follow‐up and monitoring strategies, focuses on areas of high importance, supports high quality 
implementation, and that is adapted to meet the needs of ELL students. The narrative describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can 
demonstrate that the school implemented a professional development plan to increase student proficiency in Reading for ELL students.  


Data: Data provided for ELL students to demonstrate an increase in proficiency in Reading did not include comparison data to the prior year. 
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Data must be disaggregated for ELL students and must demonstrate improvement as compared to prior years.


2c. Subgroup 
Comparison 
(2b. for 
Alternative)  
FRL 
 Math 


I   


Curriculum: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to create, implement, evaluate, and revise curriculum, 
including supplemental curriculum, aligned with Arizona’s College and Career Ready (ACCR) Standards, evidenced by curriculum alignment, 
curriculum maps, pacing guides, instructional material adoptions, committee work, data review teams, clearly defined and measureable 
implementation across the school and that is adapted to meet the needs of FRL students. The narrative provided describes a system that, if 
supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a curriculum to increase student proficiency for FRL students in Math 
on ACCR Standards.  


Instruction: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to monitor the integration of Arizona’s College and Career 
Ready Standards into instruction, evaluate the instructional practices of the teachers evidenced by lesson plan reviews, formal teacher 
evaluations, informal classroom observations, standards checklists, data review teams, and standards‐based assessments, and that is adapted 
to meet the needs of FRL students. The narrative describes a system that provides for some analysis and feedback to further develop the 
system. The narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a plan for 
monitoring the integration of the ACCR Standards into instruction in Math for FRL students. 
  
Assessment: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive assessment system based on clearly defined 
performance measures aligned with the curriculum and instructional methodology, includes data collection from multiple assessments, such as 
formative and summative assessments, common/benchmark assessments, and data review teams, and that is adapted to meet the needs of 
FRL students. The narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a plan 
for monitoring and documenting changes in student proficiency on ACCR Standards for Math for FRL students.  


Professional Development: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive professional development plan that 
is aligned with teacher learning needs, includes follow‐up and monitoring strategies, focuses on areas of high importance, supports high quality 
implementation, and that is adapted to meet the needs of FRL students. The narrative describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can 
demonstrate that the school implemented a professional development plan to increase student proficiency in Math for FRL students. 


Data: Data was provided to demonstrate increased proficiency on AIMS in Math from 2012 to 2013 for FRL students.  


2c. Subgroup 
Comparison 
(2b. for 
Alternative)  
FRL 
 Reading    I 


Curriculum: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to create, implement, evaluate, and revise curriculum, 
including supplemental curriculum, aligned with Arizona’s College and Career Ready (ACCR) Standards, evidenced by curriculum alignment, 
curriculum maps, pacing guides, instructional material adoptions, committee work, data review teams, clearly defined and measureable 
implementation across the school and that is adapted to meet the needs of FRL students. The narrative provided describes a system that, if 
supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a curriculum to increase student proficiency for FRL students in Reading 
on ACCR Standards.  


Instruction: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to monitor the integration of Arizona’s College and Career 
Ready Standards into instruction, evaluate the instructional practices of the teachers evidenced by lesson plan reviews, formal teacher 
evaluations, informal classroom observations, standards checklists, data review teams, and standards‐based assessments, and that is adapted 
to meet the needs of FRL students. The narrative describes a system that provides for some analysis and feedback to further develop the 
system. The narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a plan for 
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monitoring the integration of the ACCR Standards into instruction in Reading for FRL students.
  
Assessment: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive assessment system based on clearly defined 
performance measures aligned with the curriculum and instructional methodology, includes data collection from multiple assessments, such as 
formative and summative assessments, common/benchmark assessments, and data review teams, and that is adapted to meet the needs of 
FRL students. The narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a plan 
for monitoring and documenting changes in student proficiency on ACCR Standards for Reading for FRL students.  


Professional Development: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive professional development plan that 
is aligned with teacher learning needs, includes follow‐up and monitoring strategies, focuses on areas of high importance, supports high quality 
implementation, and that is adapted to meet the needs of FRL students. The narrative describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can 
demonstrate that the school implemented a professional development plan to increase student proficiency in Reading for FRL students. 


Data: No data and analysis of data was provided to demonstrate increased student proficiency in Reading for FRL students. Data must be 
disaggregated for the students in the FRL subgroup and must demonstrate improvement as compared to prior years. 


2c. Subgroup 
Comparison 
(2b. for 
Alternative)  
Students with 
disabilities 
 Math 


I   


Curriculum: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to create, implement, evaluate, and revise curriculum, 
including supplemental curriculum, aligned with Arizona’s College and Career Ready (ACCR) Standards, evidenced by curriculum alignment, 
curriculum maps, pacing guides, instructional material adoptions, committee work, data review teams, clearly defined and measureable 
implementation across the school and that is adapted to meet the needs of students with disabilities. The narrative provided describes a 
system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a curriculum to increase student proficiency for students 
with disabilities students in Math on ACCR Standards.  


Instruction: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to monitor the integration of Arizona’s College and Career 
Ready Standards into instruction, evaluate the instructional practices of the teachers evidenced by lesson plan reviews, formal teacher 
evaluations, informal classroom observations, standards checklists, data review teams, and standards‐based assessments, and that is adapted 
to meet the needs of students with disabilities. The narrative describes a system that provides for some analysis and feedback to further 
develop the system. The narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a 
plan for monitoring the integration of the ACCR Standards into instruction in Math for students with disabilities. 
  
Assessment: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive assessment system based on clearly defined 
performance measures aligned with the curriculum and instructional methodology, includes data collection from multiple assessments, such as 
formative and summative assessments, common/benchmark assessments, and data review teams, and that is adapted to meet the needs of 
students with disabilities. The narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school 
implemented a plan for monitoring and documenting changes in student proficiency on ACCR Standards for Math for students with disabilities.  


Professional Development: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive professional development plan that 
is aligned with teacher learning needs, includes follow‐up and monitoring strategies, focuses on areas of high importance, supports high quality 
implementation, and that is adapted to meet the needs of students with disabilities. The narrative describes a system that, if supported by 
evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a professional development plan to increase student proficiency in Math for students 
with disabilities. 


Data: Data was provided to demonstrate increased proficiency on AIMS in Math from 2012 to 2013 for students with disabilities. 
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2c. Subgroup 
Comparison 
(2b. for 
Alternative)  
Students with 
disabilities 
 Reading 


I   


Curriculum: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to create, implement, evaluate, and revise curriculum, 
including supplemental curriculum, aligned with Arizona’s College and Career Ready (ACCR) Standards, evidenced by curriculum alignment, 
curriculum maps, pacing guides, instructional material adoptions, committee work, data review teams, clearly defined and measureable 
implementation across the school and that is adapted to meet the needs of students with disabilities. The narrative provided describes a 
system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a curriculum to increase student proficiency for students 
with disabilities students in Reading on ACCR Standards.  


Instruction: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to monitor the integration of Arizona’s College and Career 
Ready Standards into instruction, evaluate the instructional practices of the teachers evidenced by lesson plan reviews, formal teacher 
evaluations, informal classroom observations, standards checklists, data review teams, and standards‐based assessments, and that is adapted 
to meet the needs of students with disabilities. The narrative describes a system that provides for some analysis and feedback to further 
develop the system. The narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a 
plan for monitoring the integration of the ACCR Standards into instruction in Reading for students with disabilities. 
  
Assessment: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive assessment system based on clearly defined 
performance measures aligned with the curriculum and instructional methodology, includes data collection from multiple assessments, such as 
formative and summative assessments, common/benchmark assessments, and data review teams, and that is adapted to meet the needs of 
students with disabilities. The narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school 
implemented a plan for monitoring and documenting changes in student proficiency on ACCR Standards for Reading for students with 
disabilities.  


Professional Development: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive professional development plan that 
is aligned with teacher learning needs, includes follow‐up and monitoring strategies, focuses on areas of high importance, supports high quality 
implementation, and that is adapted to meet the needs of students with disabilities. The narrative describes a system that, if supported by 
evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a professional development plan to increase student proficiency in Reading for 
students with disabilities. 


Data: Data was provided to demonstrate increased proficiency on AIMS in Reading from 2012 to 2013 for students with disabilities. 


3a. A‐F Letter 
Grade State 
Accountability 
System 


  I 


Curriculum: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to create, implement, evaluate, and revise curriculum, 
including supplemental curriculum, aligned with Arizona’s College and Career Ready (ACCR) Standards, evidenced by curriculum alignment, 
curriculum maps, pacing guides, instructional material adoptions, committee work, data review teams, and clearly defined and measureable 
implementation across the school. The narrative provided describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school 
implemented a curriculum to increase student proficiency and growth in Math and Reading on ACCR Standards.  


Instruction: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a system to monitor the integration of Arizona’s College and Career 
Ready Standards into instruction and evaluate the instructional practices of the teachers evidenced by lesson plan reviews, formal teacher 
evaluations, informal classroom observations, standards checklists, data review teams, and standards‐based assessments. The narrative 
describes a system that provides for some analysis and feedback to further develop the system. The narrative provided describes a system 
that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a plan for monitoring the integration of the ACCR Standards into 
instruction in Math and Reading.  
 
Assessment: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive assessment system based on clearly defined 
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 performance measures aligned with the curriculum and instructional methodology and includes data collection from multiple assessments, 
such as formative and summative assessments, common/benchmark assessments, and data review teams. The narrative provided describes a 
system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a plan for monitoring and documenting changes in 
student proficiency and growth on ACCR Standards for Math and Reading.  


Professional Development: This area is initially scored as meets. The narrative describes a comprehensive professional development plan that 
is aligned with teacher learning needs, includes follow‐up and monitoring strategies, focuses on areas of high importance, and supports high 
quality implementation. The narrative describes a system that, if supported by evidence, can demonstrate that the school implemented a 
professional development plan to increase student proficiency and growth in Math and Reading.  


Data:  Data provided demonstrates an increase in proficiency according to AIMS scale scores from 2012 to 2013 in Math across all cohorts at 
the school.  Data provided does not include comparative data to the previous year in Reading. Data must demonstrate improvement as 
compared to prior years. 
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Demonstration of Sufficient Progress 


DSP Report Evaluation 
 


Charter Holder Name:  The PEAK School, Inc. 


School(s): The PEAK School 


Date Submitted: March 1, 2015 


Purpose of Demonstration of Sufficient Progress:      


☒ Annual Monitoring  


Date Evaluated:  April 23, 2015 


Academic Dashboard Year: 


☒ FY2014 


Additional Steps Required: 
☒ None 


☐ Desk Audit  


 


Evaluation Overview: 
The following serves as an evaluation of the DSP Report submitted by the Charter Holder to Board staff and includes:  


 An overall rating for each area of Curriculum, Monitoring Instruction, Professional Development, Assessment, and Data.  
o Whether questions are sufficiently addressed in the DSP Report submitted by the Charter Holder 
o Whether documents listed in the DSP Report serve as sufficient evidence of implementation of described processes 


 
Additional Steps Overview 
 
The Charter Holder is not required to complete a desk audit or a site visit. Upon completion of the evaluation, review its contents to understand the overall 
evaluation for each area, and which descriptions of processes and listed documents are evaluated as insufficient. If the Charter Holder receives a final evaluation 
of “Does Not Meet” or “Falls Far Below” in any area, the Charter Holder has failed to demonstrate that it is making sufficient progress toward meeting the 
Board’s academic performance expectations. 
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Area I: Data  


School Name: The PEAK School 
 


Data for All Applicable Measures and Subgroups 


1. What year-over-year comparative data demonstrates improved academic performance? Describe and provide data for each measure that 
does not meet the Board’s standards in the relevant Academic Dashboards. Clearly label all data to demonstrate which measure(s) it 
addresses. 


Measure 
No Data 
Required  


Data Required  
Comparative 


Data Provided 


Insufficient 
Comparative 


Data Provided 


Data Does 
Demonstrate 
Improvement  


Data Does Not 
Demonstrate 
Improvement 


1a. Student Median Growth Percentile (SGP) – Math ☒ ☐     


1a. Student Median Growth Percentile (SGP) – Reading ☐ ☒ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☒ 


1b. Student Median Growth Percentile (SGP) Bottom 25% – Math ☒ ☐     


1b. Student Median Growth Percentile (SGP) Bottom 25% – Reading ☐ ☒ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☒ 


2a. Percent Passing – Math ☐ ☒ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☒ 


2a. Percent Passing – Reading ☐ ☒ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☒ 


2c. Subgroup, ELL – Math ☐ ☒ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☒ 


2c. Subgroup, ELL – Reading ☐ ☒ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☒ 


2c. Subgroup, FRL – Math ☐ ☒ ☒ ☐ ☒ ☐ 


2c. Subgroup, FRL – Reading ☐ ☒ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☒ 


2c. Subgroup, students with disabilities – Math ☐ ☒ ☒ ☐ ☒ ☐ 


2c. Subgroup, students with disabilities – Reading ☐ ☒ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☒ 


Valid and Reliable Data 


2. How does the Charter Holder know that the data provided above is valid and reliable? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☐ Yes   ☒ No 


Conclusions Drawn From Data 


3. What analysis has the Charter Holder conducted for each measure that does not meet the Board’s academic performance expectations? 
What are the results from the analysis? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☐ Yes   ☒ No 
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DATA OVERALL RATING 


Evaluation of DSP Report 


Meets 


☐ 


Does Not Meet 


☐ 


Falls Far Below 


☒ 


The area of Data is evaluated as Falls Far Below. The Charter Holder failed to provide sufficient comparative data and analysis for one or more required 
measures and has provided data that demonstrates comparatively maintained academic performance year-over-year for the two most recent school 
years for one or more of the required measures. Charter Holder does not include data to demonstrate the current state of FY15 academic performance 
for all measures.  


Data provided does not demonstrate improved academic outcomes for the following required measures:  


1a. Student Median Growth Percentile (SGP) – Reading 


1b. Student Median Growth Percentile (SGP) Bottom 25% – Reading 


2a. Percent Passing – Math 


2a. Percent Passing – Reading 


2c. Subgroup, ELL – Math 


2c. Subgroup, ELL – Reading 


2c. Subgroup, FRL – Reading 


2c. Subgroup, students with disabilities – Reading 
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Area II: Curriculum 


 


Evaluating Curriculum 
1. What is the Charter Holder’s process for evaluating curriculum? How does the Charter Holder evaluate how effectively the curriculum enables 


students to meet the standards? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the question. 
The Charter Holder should continue implementation and documentation of the 
comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support a comprehensive 
Curriculum system.  


 


 


2. How does the Charter Holder identify gaps in the curriculum? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the question. 
The Charter Holder should continue implementation and documentation of the 
comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support a comprehensive 
Curriculum system.  
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Adopting/Revising Curriculum 
3. What is the Charter Holder’s process for adopting or revising curriculum based on its evaluation processes? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the question. 
The Charter Holder should continue implementation and documentation of the 
comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support a comprehensive 
Curriculum system.  


 


4. Who is involved in the process for adopting or revising curriculum? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the question. 
The Charter Holder should continue implementation and documentation of the 
comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support a comprehensive 
Curriculum system.  
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5. When adopting curriculum, how does the Charter Holder evaluate curriculum options to determine which curriculum to adopt? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the question. 
The Charter Holder should continue implementation and documentation of the 
comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support a comprehensive 
Curriculum system.  


 


 


Implementing Curriculum 


6. What is the Charter Holder’s process for ensuring consistent implementation of the curriculum across the school(s) operated by the Charter 
Holder? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that can 
serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the question. 
The Charter Holder should continue implementation and documentation of the 
comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support a comprehensive 
Curriculum system.  
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7. What tools exist that identify what must be taught and when it must be delivered? How does the Charter Holder ensure that all grade-level 
standards are covered within the academic year? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that can 
serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the question. 
The Charter Holder should continue implementation and documentation of the 
comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support a comprehensive 
Curriculum system.  


 


 


8. What is the expectation for consistent use of these tools? How are these expectations communicated? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that can 
serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the question. 
The Charter Holder should continue implementation and documentation of the 
comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support a comprehensive 
Curriculum system.  
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9. What evidence is there to demonstrate usage of these tools in the classroom and alignment with instruction? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that can 
serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the question. 
The Charter Holder should continue implementation and documentation of the 
comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support a comprehensive 
Curriculum system.  


 


 


Alignment of Curriculum 


10. What process does the Charter Holder use to ensure the curriculum is aligned to Arizona’s College and Career Ready Standards? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the question. 
The Charter Holder should continue implementation and documentation of the 
comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support a comprehensive 
Curriculum system.  
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Adapted to Meet the Needs of Subgroups  
11. How has the Charter Holder ensured that the curriculum addresses the needs of students with proficiency in the bottom 25% / non-proficient 


students? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No   ☐ Not Applicable 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


☐ Not applicable 


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the question. 
The Charter Holder should continue implementation and documentation of the 
comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support a comprehensive 
Curriculum system.  


 


 


 


12. How has the Charter Holder ensured that the curriculum addresses the needs of English Language Learners (ELLs)? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No   ☐ Not Applicable 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


☐ Not applicable 


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the question. 
The Charter Holder should continue implementation and documentation of the 
comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support a comprehensive 
Curriculum system.  
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13. How has the Charter Holder ensured that the curriculum addresses the needs of Free and Reduced Lunch (FRL) students? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☐ Yes   ☐ No   ☒ Not Applicable 


☐ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes. 


☒ Not applicable 


 


14. How has the Charter Holder ensured that the curriculum addresses the needs of students with disabilities? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No   ☐ Not Applicable 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


☐ Not applicable 


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the question. 
The Charter Holder should continue implementation and documentation of the 
comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support a comprehensive 
Curriculum system.  
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CURRICULUM OVERALL RATING 


DSP Report Evaluation 


Meets 


☒ 


Does Not Meet 


☐ 


Falls Far Below 


☐ 


The area of Curriculum is evaluated as Meets. As described in the DSP report, the Charter Holder has consistently implemented a comprehensive curriculum 
system that addresses each of the following required elements:   


• evaluating curriculum;  


• adopting/revising curriculum;  


• implementing curriculum;  


• ensuring curriculum is aligned with Arizona’s College and Career Ready Standards; and 


• addressing the curriculum needs of relevant subgroup populations. 


 







The PEAK School, Inc.  
12 


Area III: Assessment 
Assessment System 


1. What types of assessments does the Charter Holder use?  


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No    


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support 
a comprehensive Assessment system. 


 


 


2. What was the process for designing or selecting the assessment system? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No    


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support 
a comprehensive Assessment system. 
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3. How is the assessment system aligned to the curriculum and instructional methodology? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No    


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


 The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support 
a comprehensive Assessment system. 


 


 


4. What intervals are used to assess student progress? How does the assessment plan include data collection from multiple assessments, such 
as formative and summative assessments and common/benchmark assessments? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No    


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support 
a comprehensive Assessment system. 
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Analyzing Assessment Data 


5. How does the assessment system provide for analysis of assessment data? What intervals are used to analyze assessment data?  


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No    


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support 
a comprehensive Assessment system. 


 


 


6. How is the analysis used to evaluate instructional and curricular effectiveness? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No   


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support 
a comprehensive Assessment system. 
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7. How is the analysis used to adjust curriculum and instruction in a timely manner? What intervals are used to adjust curriculum and 
instruction? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No    


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support 
a comprehensive Assessment system. 


 


 


Adapted to Meet the Needs of Subgroups 


8. How does the assessment system assess students with proficiency in the bottom 25%/non-proficient students to determine the effectiveness 
of supplemental and/or differentiated instruction and curriculum? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No   ☐ Not Applicable 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


☐ Not Applicable 


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support 
a comprehensive Assessment system. 
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9. How does the assessment system assess ELLs to determine the effectiveness of supplemental and/or differentiated instruction and 
curriculum? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No   ☐ Not Applicable 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


☐ Not Applicable 


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support 
a comprehensive Assessment system. 


 


 


10. How does the assessment system assess FRL-eligible students to determine the effectiveness of supplemental and/or differentiated 
instruction and curriculum? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☐ Yes   ☐ No   ☒ Not Applicable 


☐ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


☒ Not Applicable 
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11. How does the assessment system assess students with disabilities to determine the effectiveness of supplemental and/or differentiated 
instruction and curriculum? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No   ☐ Not Applicable 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


☐ Not Applicable 


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support 
a comprehensive Assessment system. 


 


  







The PEAK School, Inc.  
18 


ASSESSMENT OVERALL RATING 


DSP Report Evaluation  


Meets 


☒ 


Does Not Meet 


☐ 


Falls Far Below 


☐ 


The area of Assessment is evaluated as Meets. The Charter Holder has consistently implemented a comprehensive assessment system that addresses 
each of the following required elements:  


 assessing student performance based on clearly defined performance measures aligned with the curriculum and instructional methodology using 
data collection from multiple assessments, such as formative and summative assessments and common/benchmark assessments; 


 analyzing assessment data to evaluate instructional and curricular effectiveness;  


 adjusting curriculum and instruction in a timely manner based on assessment results; and 


 addressing the assessment needs of relevant subgroup populations. 
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Area IV: Monitoring Instruction 
Monitoring the Integration of Standards 


1. What is the Charter Holder’s process for monitoring the integration of standards into classroom instruction? How does the Charter Holder 
monitor whether or not instructional staff implements an ACCRS-aligned curriculum with fidelity? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No    


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to 
support a comprehensive system for Monitoring Instruction. 


 


 


2. How does the Charter Holder monitor the effectiveness of standards-based instruction throughout the year? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No    


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to 
support a comprehensive system for Monitoring Instruction. 
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Evaluating Instructional Practices 


3. What is the Charter Holder’s process for evaluating the instructional practices? How does this process evaluate the quality of instruction? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No   


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to 
support a comprehensive system for Monitoring Instruction. 


 


 


4. How does this process identify individual strengths, weaknesses, and needs?  


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No    


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to 
support a comprehensive system for Monitoring Instruction. 
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Providing Analysis and Feedback to Further Develop Instructional Quality 


5. How does the Charter Holder provide feedback on strengths, weaknesses, and learning needs based on the evaluation of instructional 
practices?  


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No    


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to 
support a comprehensive system for Monitoring Instruction. 


 


 


6. How does this Charter Holder analyze this information? What does the data about quality of instruction tell the Charter Holder? What has 
the Charter Holder done in response? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No    


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to 
support a comprehensive system for Monitoring Instruction. 
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Adapted to Meet the Needs of Subgroups 


7. How does the Charter Holder monitor and evaluate supplemental and/or differentiated instruction targeted to address the needs of 
students with proficiency in the bottom 25%/non-proficient students? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No   ☐ Not Applicable 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


☐ Not Applicable 


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to 
support a comprehensive system for Monitoring Instruction. 


 


 


8. How does the Charter Holder monitor and evaluate supplemental and/or differentiated instruction targeted to address the needs of ELLs? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No   ☐ Not Applicable 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes. 


☐ Not Applicable  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to 
support a comprehensive system for Monitoring Instruction. 
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9. How does the Charter Holder monitor and evaluate supplemental and/or differentiated instruction targeted to address the needs of FRL-
eligible students? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☐ Yes   ☐ No   ☒ Not Applicable 


☐ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


☒ Not Applicable 


 


10. How does the Charter Holder monitor and evaluate supplemental and/or differentiated instruction targeted to address the needs of 
students with disabilities? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No   ☐ Not Applicable 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


☐ Not Applicable 


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to 
support a comprehensive system for Monitoring Instruction. 
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MONITORING INSTRUCTION OVERALL RATING 


DSP Report Evaluation 


Meets 


☒ 


Does Not Meet 


☐ 


Falls Far Below 


☐ 


The area of Monitoring Instruction is evaluated as Meets. The Charter Holder has consistently implemented a comprehensive instructional 
monitoring system that addresses each of the following required elements: 


 monitoring the integration of Arizona’s College and Career Ready Standards into instruction;  


 evaluating instructional practices;  


 providing analysis and feedback to further develop instructional quality and standards integration; and 


 evaluating instructional practices targeted to address the needs of relevant subgroup populations.   
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Area V: Professional Development 
 


Professional Development System 


1. What is the Charter Holder’s professional development plan? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support 
a comprehensive system for Professional Development. 


 


 


2. How was the professional development plan developed?  


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No    


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support 
a comprehensive system for Professional Development. 
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3. How is the professional development plan aligned with instructional staff learning needs? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No    


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support 
a comprehensive system for Professional Development. 


 


4. How does this professional development plan address areas of high importance?  


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No    


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support 
a comprehensive system for Professional Development. 


 


Supporting High Quality Implementation 


5. How does the Charter Holder support high quality implementation of the strategies learned in professional development sessions?  


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No    


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support 
a comprehensive system for Professional Development. 
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6. How does the Charter Holder provide the resources that are necessary for high quality implementation? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No    


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support 
a comprehensive system for Professional Development. 


 


 


Monitoring Implementation 


7. How does the Charter Holder monitor the implementation of the strategies learned in professional development sessions? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No    


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support 
a comprehensive system for Professional Development. 


 


 


 


  







The PEAK School, Inc.  
28 


8. How does the Charter Holder monitor and follow-up with instructional staff to support and develop implementation of the strategies learned 
in professional development? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No    


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support 
a comprehensive system for Professional Development. 


 


Adapted to Meet the Needs of Subgroups 


9. How does the Charter Holder provide professional development to ensure instructional staff is able to address the needs of students with 
proficiency in the bottom 25%/non-proficient students? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No   ☐ Not Applicable 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


☐ Not Applicable 


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support 
a comprehensive system for Professional Development. 
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10. How does the Charter Holder provide professional development to ensure instructional staff is able to address the needs of ELLs? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No   ☐ Not Applicable 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


☐ Not Applicable 


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support 
a comprehensive system for Professional Development. 


 


11. How does the Charter Holder provide professional development to ensure instructional staff is able to address the needs of FRL-eligible 
students? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☐ Yes   ☐ No   ☒ Not Applicable 


☐ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


☒ Not Applicable 
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12. How does the Charter Holder provide professional development to ensure instructional staff is able to address the needs of students with 
disabilities? 


Question is Sufficiently Answered:  ☒ Yes   ☐ No   ☐ Not Applicable 


☒ As described, documents serve as detailed evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as sufficient.  


☐ As described, documents serve as limited evidence of 
implementation of each of the relevant described processes, and thus 
are evaluated as insufficient. 


☐ The Charter Holder failed to identify relevant documentation that 
can serve as evidence of implementation of described processes.  


☐ Not Applicable 


The described process and evidence identified sufficiently addressed the 
question. The Charter Holder should continue implementation and 
documentation of the comprehensive systems described in the PMP to support 
a comprehensive system for Professional Development. 


 


 


 


PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT OVERALL RATING 


DSP Report Evaluation 


Meets 


☒ 


Does Not Meet 


☐ 


Falls Far Below 


☐ 


The area of Professional Development is evaluated as Meets. The Charter Holder has consistently implemented a comprehensive professional 
development system that addresses each of the following required elements: 


 providing professional development that is aligned with instructional staff learning needs and focuses on areas of high importance; 


 supporting high quality implementation of the strategies learned in professional development;  


 monitoring and providing follow-up to support and develop implementation of the strategies learned in professional development; and 


 providing professional development that addresses the needs of relevant subgroup populations.  
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Evaluation Summary 


Area Evaluation of DSP Report 
Meets Does Not Meet Falls Far Below 


Data ☐ ☐ ☒ 


Curriculum ☒ ☐ ☐ 


Assessment ☒ ☐ ☐ 


Monitoring Instruction ☒ ☐ ☐ 


Professional Development ☒ ☐ ☐ 
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Demonstration of Sufficient Progress 
DSP Report  


 
Charter Holder Name:  
School(s):  
Date Submitted:  
Purpose of Demonstration of Sufficient Progress (check one):  


X☐ Annual Monitoring  
☐ Interval Review 


 ☐ Renewal  
 ☐ Failing School 
 ☐ Expansion Request 
Academic Dashboard Year (check all that apply):  


X☐ FY2013   
X☐ FY2014 


 
Directions: 
1. Locate and download “Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Process and Instructions” from the 


Board’s website or the Help files on ASBCS Online. Read the instructions carefully and view the 
DSP Online Technical Assistance presentation before starting.  
1. To locate the “Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Process and Instructions” on the 


Board’s website:  
1. Go to the Arizona State Board for Charter Schools website (www.asbcs.az.gov) 
2. Locate the “For Charter School Operators” section in the middle of the page.  
3. Select the “Performance Expectations & Reviews” link.  
4. Select the “Academic Interventions” tab.  
5. Scroll down to the “Demonstration of Sufficient Progress” section.  
6. Locate and download the “Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Process and 


Instructions”. 
 


2. To locate the “Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Process and Instructions” on ASBCS 
Online:  
1. Go to ASBCS Online (http://online.asbcs.az.gov)  
2. Log in using the user name and password of the Charter Representative 
3. If you do not remember your password, locate the “Forgot Password” icon on 


the log in page and click it to reset your password.  You will receive an email 
from the ASBCS System Administrator (charterschoolboard@asbcs.az.gov) with 
instructions. 



http://www.asbcs.az.gov/

http://online.asbcs.az.gov/

mailto:charterschoolboard@asbcs.az.gov
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4. Locate the “Help” section of the Dashboard.  
5. Select “Online Help” 
6. Locate and download the “Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Process and 


Instructions”. 
 


3. To locate the DSP Online Technical Assistance presentations on the Board’s website:  


1. Go to the Arizona State Board for Charter Schools website (www.asbcs.az.gov) 
2. Locate the “For Charter School Operators” section in the middle of the page.  
3. Select the “Performance Expectations & Reviews” link.  
4. Select the “Academic Interventions” tab.  
5. Scroll down to the “Demonstration of Sufficient Progress” section.  
6. Locate and click the link for the DSP Online Technical Assistance presentation 


you wish to view. 
 
2. Complete the template by providing a clear and concise written answer for each question. The 


suggested word count is no more than 400 words per question. In addition, list the names of all 
documents that serve as evidence of implementation of the process described in the answer. 
Reference evidence listed in the Charter Holder’s Performance Management Plan when listing 
evidence of implementation.    
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Area I: Data  


Charter Holders with multiple schools must complete the Data area for each school that received an 
Overall Rating of “Does Not Meet”, “Falls Far Below” or “No Rating” on the current Academic 
Dashboard.1 The Charter Holder must copy and paste the entire Data area for each school. 


School Name: __THE PEAK SCHOOL, INC.____CTDS 038702101___________ 


Dashboard Ratings for All Measures  


Measure 


Prior Year Dashboard Current Year Dashboard 


Data 
Required for 


Report 
Meets 


Exceeds 


Does Not 
Meet  


Falls Far 
Below  


No Rating 


Meets 


Exceeds 


Does Not 
Meet  


Falls Far 
Below  


No Rating 


Student Median Growth 
Percentile (SGP) - Math 


☐X ☐ ☐X ☐ ☐ 


Student Median Growth 
Percentile (SGP) – Reading 


☐ ☐X ☐ ☐X ☐X 


Student Median Growth 
Percentile (SGP), Bottom 


25%,- Math 
☐X ☐ ☐X ☐ ☐ 


Student Median Growth 
Percentile (SGP), Bottom 


25%,- Reading 
☐X ☐ ☐ ☐X ☐X 


Improvement – Math  


(Alternative High Schools 
Only)  


☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


1 If the Charter Holder is completing the DSP process as part of an amendment or notification request, 
follow the directions provided in the amendment or notification instructions.  
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Improvement – Reading 
(Alternative High Schools 


Only) 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Percent Passing – Math ☐ ☐X ☐ ☐X ☐X 


Percent Passing – Reading ☐ ☐X ☐ ☐X ☐X 


Subgroup, ELL – Math ☐ ☐X ☐ ☐X ☐X 


Subgroup, ELL – Reading ☐ ☐X ☐ ☐X ☐X 


Subgroup, FRL – Math ☐ ☐X ☐X ☐ ☐X 


Subgroup, FRL – Reading ☐ ☐X ☐ ☐X ☐X 


Subgroup, students with 
disabilities – Math 


☐ ☐X ☐ ☐X ☐X 


Subgroup, students with 
disabilities – Reading 


☐ ☐X ☐ ☐X ☐X 


High School Graduation Rate ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Academic Persistence 
(Alternative Schools Only) 


☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


 


Data for All Applicable Measures and Subgroups 


1. What year-over-year comparative data generated from internal sources demonstrates 
improved academic performance in the current year as compared to the prior year? 
Describe and provide data for each measure that does not meet the Board’s standards in 
the relevant Academic Dashboards. Clearly label all data to demonstrate which measure(s) 
it addresses. 


 


Directions: Prepare graphs, tables, or data charts to include in the template that address all measures 
that do not meet the Board’s academic standards for either of the two most recent years. The Charter 
Holder must provide valid and reliable comparative year-over-year data and analysis generated from 
internal assessment sources that demonstrates and evaluates the change in academic performance 
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for all required measures for the current and prior school years. The Charter Holder must provide 
data for each school operated by the Charter Holder that does not meet the Board’s academic 
expectations and must: 


1. clearly label all data to demonstrate which measure(s) it addresses,  


2. provide data that is a valid and reliable  indicator for each measure, 


3. limit all data to no more than one page per measure per content per school, and 


4. redact all student identifiable information. 


 


 
Insert data here: 
Insert Student Median Growth Percentile (SGP) – Math data here:  
 


No Data Required  
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Insert Student Median Growth Percentile (SGP) – Reading data here: 
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AIMS 2014 Reading Data
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Insert Student Median Growth Percentile (SGP), Bottom 25%,- Math data here:  
 


No Data Required 
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Insert Student Median Growth Percentile (SGP), Bottom 25%,- Reading data here: 
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Year
Fall 2014/2015 School
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1b.5 iScreen Oral Reading Fluency Scores Bottom 25% Students Fall 2012/2013 School
Year


Winter 2012/2013 School
Year
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Insert Improvement – Math data here:  
(Alternative High Schools Only)  
 


No Data Required 
 
Insert Improvement – Reading date here: No Data Required 
(Alternative High Schools Only) 
 


No Data Required 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Insert Percent Passing – Math data here: 
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2a.6 PEAK School AIMS Math Percentage of Passing Rate
(Taken from Arizona Department of Education, Reasearch and Evaluation AIMS Asssessment Results)
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Insert Percent Passing – Reading data here: 
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Insert Subgroup, ELL – Math data here
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Insert Subgroup, ELL – Reading data here: 
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Insert Subgroup, FRL – Math data here: 
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Insert Subgroup, FRL – Reading data here: 
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Insert Subgroup, students with disabilities – Math data here: 
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2c.28 iScreen Math Computation Special Education Current Students 
CY and PY Score Average
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Insert Subgroup, students with disabilities – Reading data here: 
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2c.29 Average Pass Rate of Special Education Students
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2c.30 iSTEEP Oral Reading Fluency -Current Special Education 
Students 3rd - 8th Grade Average Growth
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2c.31 iScreen Reading Maze Special Education Current Students   
CY and PY Score Average
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Insert High School Graduation Rate data here:  
 


No Data Required 
 
 
Insert Academic Persistence data here:  
(Alternative Schools Only) 
 


No Data Required 
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Valid and Reliable Data 


5. How does the Charter Holder know that the data described above is a valid and reliable 
indicator for each measure on the Academic Dashboard that does not meet the Board’s 
standards? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School Charter Holders have training in selecting academic assessment systems that are 
based on research in peer reviewed journals, reputable professional literature, and publisher technical 
manual publications.  PEAK School Charter Holders have on file literature with analysis of the 
reliability and validity of its assessment systems.  There is correlational evidence of the reliability and 
validity of the PEAK School's assessment systems.  Each of the PEAK School Charts in Area I: Data 
was developed from PEAK School assessment data and display positive student academic growth. 


With regard to reliability, an example of the literature on file at The PEAK School includes information 
from a STAR Math: Technical Manual as follows: 


"Research conducted during the development of STAR Math confirms that the test is reliable, valid, 
and correlates highly with high stakes standardized math tests.  The test was normed using a national 
representative sample of 25,800 students from 256 schools in 42 states across the U.S. The reliability of 
STAR Math was established with two reliability studies:  Test-Retest (n = 1,541) and generic reliability 
(n = 25, 795).  The grade level reliability estimates from both studies are extremely high, ranging from 
0.78 to 0.88 with most estimates greater than 0.84." (STAR Math:  Technical Manual Abstract, 
Renaissance Learning, updated 1/6/2014). 


With regard to validity, an example of the literature on file at The PEAK School includes information 
from a STAR Math: Technical Manual as follows: 


"An additional study (n > 9000) demonstrated the validity of STAR Math by comparing students' 
scores on STAR Math to their scores on other popular standardized tests such as the California 
Achievement Test and the Iowa Test of Basic Skills.  The high correlation between STAR Math scores 
and scores on other tests (most are above 0.70) establishes both the validity of STAR Math for 
measuring math achievement and its ability to predict performance on other tests." (STAR Math:  
Technical Manual Abstract, Renaissance Learning, updated 1/6/2014). 


 


 







Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report 


 


 Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report Template v.02/04/15  


22 


Conclusions Drawn From Data 


6. What analysis has the Charter Holder conducted for each measure that does not meet the 
Board’s academic performance expectations to understand current year performance as 
compared to prior year(s) performance? What change in academic performance does the 
analysis indicate? How does the analysis indicate the identified change in academic 
performance? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


1a SGP Reading  


1a.1 - The AIMS Reading SGP data was averaged to determine differences between previous year and 
current year skills.  An increase in SGP from previous year (SY 13/14) to current year (SY 14/15) is 
apparent in the analysis of this data charted. 


1a.2- Oral Reading Fluency Universal Screening data, was analyzed to identify student growth for the 
current year (SY 14/15) and previous year (SY 13/14).  An increase in growth from previous year (SY 
13/14) to current year (SY 14/15) was noted. Oral Reading Fluency makes an excellent predictor of 
reading comprehension abilities (.95 correlation), therefore overall student reading comprehension has 
likely improved over the last year. 


1b SGP Reading Bottom 25%   


1b.3- 2014 AIMS Reading SGP of the students in Bottom 25%/Non-Proficiency was averaged and 
compared between previous year SGP (SY 14/15) and current year SGP.  Findings show a significant 
increase in current year reading SGP when comparing previous year to current year reading SGP 


 1b.5 Oral Reading Fluency Universal Screening data for students in the Bottom 25% was analyzed 
over the past three school years.  Growth of students in Bottom 25% shows a trend of consistent 
increase over the three year period.  This is a good predictor of year to year improvement in reading 
comprehension. 


1b.4 ISTEEP Maze Comprehension (a test of reading comprehension) Universal Screening data for the 
Bottom 25% Students showed a trend of consistent improvement when reviewed over 3 years. 


2a Percent Passing Math 


2a.6 Math Pass Rate Data taken from the Arizona Department of Education Research and Evaluation 
AIMS Assessment Results for PEAK School indicates that AIMS 2014 Math has the highest 
percentage of passing of the previous 3 years.  
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2a.7 Math Computation Universal Screening data shows an increase in current year (SY 14/15) scores 
when comparing data from previous year (SY 2013/14) to current year (SY 14/15). 


2a.8  STAR Math Universal Screening Data compared from previous year (SY 2013/2014)  to the 
current year (SY 2014/2015) shows a significant increase in the average grade level scores in the 
current year (SY 2014/2015).    


2a.9. Accelerated Math objectives mastered by PEAK School students are compared between Fall and 
Winter 2013 and Fall and Winter 2014 and Spring 2014.  Increased mastery of objectives was noted 
when comparing Fall to Winter each year (2013 to 2014 and 2014 to 2015) and year to year (14 to 15) 
and comparing all Fall to Winter to Spring 2014.  Correlation between Accelerated Math objective 
mastery and overall math proficiency is noted in Renaissance Learning research. 


2a Percent Passing Reading 


2a.10 Reading Pass Rate Data taken from the Arizona Department of Education Research and 
Evaluation AIMS Assessment Results for PEAK School indicates that AIMS 2014 reading has the 
highest percentage of passing of the previous 3 years. 


2a.11 Sentence Maze Universal Screening scores from the past year (SY 2013/2014) are compared to 
the current year (SY 2014/2015). This shows  an increase in current year scores when compared to the 
previous year.  


2a.12 Oral Reading Fluency Universal Screening data is compared between current  year (2014/2015) 
percentage of growth and past year (2013/2014) percentage of growth.  Data analysis shows an increase 
in current year Oral Reading Fluency to previous year oral reading fluency. 


2c Subgroup ELL Math   


2c.13 Math Data from 2014 AIMS Math SGP was averaged. Data analysis shows an increase from 
Previous Year SGP  to the Current Year SGP.   


2c.14 STAR Math Universal Screening data from previous 2013/2014 School Year is compared to 
current 2014/2015 school year.  This shows an increase for the current 2014/2015 school year when 
compared to the same time of the previous 2013/2014 school year.   


2c.15 ISTEEP Math Computation Universal Screening scores were compared from previous 2013/2014 
School Year to current 2014/2015 School Year.  Students score increases in the current year 2014/2015 
showed growth for ELLs in Math. 







Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report 


 


 Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report Template v.02/04/15  


24 


 


2c Subgroup ELL Reading  


 2c.16 AIMS 2014 SGP data for ELL students is compared to previous year SGP.  Current year SGP on 
AIMS reading shows an increase in growth.  


2c.17 Oral Reading Fluency Universal Screening data was analyzed from the previous 2013/2014 
school year compared to current 2014/2015 school year. This shows ELL student increases in the 
current 2014/2015 school year on comparable number of data points. 


2c.18 Sentence Maze Universal Screening data is compared to previous 2013/2014 school year to the 
current 2014/2015 school year.  This shows growth in the current 2014/2015 school year during the 
same time frame as the previous 2013/2014 school year.   


2c.19  AZELLA testing data from the two most recent spring reassessment tests (2013 and 2014) was 
reviewed to find a significant increase in the number of students who moved up one or more levels on 
the most recent assessment (2014) compared to the previous assessment(2013). 


2c.Subgroup FRL Math 


2c.20  2014 AIMS Math SGP data for FRL students was analyzed comparing Previous Year SGP and 
Current Year SGP.  This shows an increase in the Current Year SGP of FRL students.   


2c.21 Math Computation Universal Screening was analyzed for FRL Students from the previous 
2013/2014 school year compared to the current 2014/2015 school year.  This showed an increase in 
current 2014/2015 school year student scores. 


2c22 STAR Math Universal screening data compared previous 2013/2014 school year to current 
2014/215 school year scores. This shows an increase in the current 2014/2015 school year student 
scores for FRLs. 


2c Subgroup FRL Reading  


2c.23  2014 AIMS Reading SGP data for FRL students compared Previous Year SGP to Current Year  
SGP. This shows an increase in the Current Year SGP for FRL students.    


2c.24 Oral Reading Fluency Universal Screening data from the previous 2013/2014 school year was 
compared to the current 2014/2015 school year.  This shows a higher percentage of growth in the 
current 2014/2015 school year. 
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2c  Subgroup SPED Math 


2c.25  2014 AIMS Math Pass Rate of Special Education students was compared to Special Education 
students in our local area and State. This showed that The PEAK School had the highest Pass Rate in 
our local area and State. 


2c.26  2014 AIMS Math SGP data for Special Education students compared average Previous Year 
SGP to Current Year SGP.  This showed an increase in the Current Year SGP for Special Education 
Students.   


2c.27 STAR Math Universal Screening data from previous 2013/2014 school year was compared to the 
current 2014/2015 school year from the same time frame.  This shows higher growth of Special 
Education students during the current 2014/2015 school year.   


2c.28 Math Computation Universal Screening data from the previous 2013/2014 school year was 
compared to the current 2014/2015 school year.  This shows an increase in student scores in the current 
2014/2015 school year. 


2c. Subgroup SPED Reading 


2c.29 2014 AIMS Reading Pass Rate of Special Education students was compared to Special Education 
students in our local area and State.  This shows that The PEAK School Special Education students had 
an equal or higher pass rate than students in our local area and State. 


2c.30 Oral Reading Fluency Universal Screening data scores show a higher percentage of growth in the 
current 2014/2015 school year when compared to the same time period of the previous 2013/2014 
school year.   


2c.31 Sentence Maze Universal Screening data showed an increase in scores in the current 2014/2015 
school year when compared to the same data point from the previous 2013/2014 school year. 
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Area II: Curriculum 


Evaluating Curriculum 


1. What is the Charter Holder’s process for evaluating curriculum? How does the Charter Holder 
evaluate how effectively the curriculum enables students to meet the standards? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School and its Charter Holders follow a 
formalized process to evaluate its curriculum and 
supplemental curriculum.  The process used for 
evaluation of curriculum is cyclical and involves 
one or more collaborative teams.  These teams are 
used as a means for the Charter Holders and 
Administration to evaluate how effectively the 
curriculum enables students to meet State 
Standards (ACCRS).  These teams include the 
Data Chat Teams, Title I Continuous Improvement 
Plan Evaluation Team (Title I Team), and 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team.  


The PEAK School Data Chat Teams are comprised 
of various stakeholders representing a cross-
section of the school community including: 
administration, staff, parents and students.  
Approximately every four to five weeks the Data 
Chat Teams meet to review each student's progress 
during academic intervention based on data, to 
make recommendations, or decisions for moving 
forward. During Data Chat Team meetings 
collaborative discussions of relevant curriculum 
occur.  This team input is taken into consideration 
when the Administrative/Charter Holder Team 
evaluates the effectiveness of the  overall 
curriculum. 


The PEAK School Title I Team is comprised of 
various stakeholders representing a cross-section 
of the school community including: administration, 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Notes from Title I Team Meeting 
 
Sample PTG Agenda and Notes 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
Example of AIMS Summary Concept Performance 
Report 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 


PEAK School Needs Assessment 
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staff, parents and students will meet as needed 
(minimally one time per year) to review teacher 
/staff surveys, parent surveys, observations, student 
achievement data and assessment results, identify 
strengths, concerns, goals, make recommendations 
and assign follow-up teams and activities.  These 
activities include collection of assessment 
information, teacher input, input from the Parent-
Teacher Group and observations of activities in the 
school community.  The result of the information 
gathered by this Team's analysis is compiled into 
an annual needs assessment.  The needs assessment 
is integral to the evaluation of The PEAK School's 
curriculum. 


The PEAK School Administrative/Charter Holder 
Team collects information from the two 
aforementioned teams along with its own anecdotal 
observations.  This Team comprised of two Charter 
Holders (Superintendent and Program Specialist), 
The School Lead Teacher/Director,  and Title 
I/SPED Teacher along with relevant teaching staff 
(e.g. grade level, PEAK School Reading 
Specialist) meet in May each year to review 
information and develop recommendations 
regarding the evaluation of the current curriculum.  
This Team's curriculum evaluation 
recommendations are considered in the Charter 
Holders' curricular decision-making. 


The outcome of the Charter Holders' process for 
evaluating curriculum is to: 1.  Ensure that The 
PEAK School Curriculum is aligned to Standards 
(ACCRS), 2.  Ensure positive growth in student 
achievement, and 3.  Ensure that the curriculum is 
adaptable to the needs of all members of the 
student body (ELL, FRL, SPED/students with 
disabilities, etc.) 
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Team Data Analysis Cycle Chart 


 


2. How does the Charter Holder identify gaps in the curriculum? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


Gaps in the curriculum at The PEAK School are 
identified by a process that informs the Charter 
Holders, Administration and teachers. Prior to the 
beginning of each academic year teachers on staff 
complete a Year-Long Curriculum Map.  
Literature in best practices shows that when 
teachers engage in this activity, they better 
understand what they are responsible for teaching 
and know where there are any gaps between their 
curriculum and State Standards. Teachers use 
ACCRS, The Core Knowledge Sequence, HMH 
Journeys Arizona alignment outlines and pacing 
guides (Teacher's Guide) , Common Core 
Performance Coach ELA Arizona alignment and 
pacing guides (Teacher's Guide),  Accelerated 
Math Arizona alignment and guide, Common Core 
Performance Coach Math Arizona alignment and 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Year-long Curriculum Maps Aligning Content 
with ACCRS  


Core Knowledge Sequence 
 
Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS. 
 
Sample Taskstream Gap Report  
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) updating 
Buckle Down to Common Core Coach (May 2013) 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) updating 
Common Core Coach to Common Core 
Performance Coach (May 2014) 
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pacing guides (Teacher's Guide) to identify gaps in 
the curriculum.  Teachers and Administration also 
review AIMS summative data in the form of 
a  “Summary Concept Performance Report.”   This 
report identifies strands/concepts that appear to be 
areas of curricular weakness, gaps in the 
curriculum as well as simultaneously identifying 
areas of instructional weakness. 


The PEAK School's required use of Online 
Taskstream lesson planning contains libraries of 
ACCRS and The Core Knowledge Sequence 
Content.  Teachers generate lesson plans in 
Taskstream and within each lesson align and 
identify ACCRS and  Core Knowledge Sequence 
items.  The PEAK School Administration reviews 
teacher lesson plans for alignment and gaps in the 
curriculum.  Teachers and Administration can 
generate Taskstream reports where either a 
summary of all the ACCRS are addressed in 
lessons and units (a "Frequency Analysis") or a 
comparison of standards addressed against a target 
set of standards (a "Gap and Frequency Analysis").  


Additionally, assessment data including both 
formative (Accelerated Math Objectives mastered 
and benchmark assessments, Accelerated Reader, 
My Reading Coach, HMH Journeys 
unit/benchmark assessments, Data Chat Team 
data) and summative measures (prior AIMS data, 
Stanford 10, DIBELS, Star Math, Universal 
Screenings) are reviewed and analyzed by the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team to identify 
gaps in Curriculum.  Additionally, the Electronic 
Taskstream Lesson Planning System is used to 
identify gaps in Curriculum. This assessment data 
may point out skill deficits that are linked to gaps 
or weakness in the Curriculum.   
 
 
The primary purpose of the data review and 
analysis is to assist  the Administrative/Charter 


 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis, and example of  
 
Sample AIMS Summary Concept Performance 
Report 
  
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 
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Holder Team in determining if  new curriculum 
needs to be added due to a gap in ACCRS 
alignment and/or other curriculum replaced or 
updated with new or enhanced versions (e.g. 
Buckle Down becomes Common Core Coach; 
Common Core Coach becomes Common Core 
Performance Coach).  This occurs in May prior to 
each school year.  Additionally,  special meetings 
may be scheduled throughout the year where areas 
of curricular concern are reported to the Team by 
PEAK Stakeholders (e.g. teachers, data chat team, 
parent teacher group, Title I Team, etc.) and the 
issue is determined to require immediate attention. 
 


Adopting/Revising Curriculum 


3. What is the Charter Holder’s process for adopting or revising curriculum based on its 
evaluation processes? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School Administrative/Charter Holder 
Team collects information from the Data Chat 
Teams (every 4 to 5 weeks), Title I Team 
(minimally an annual meeting) and Parent Teacher 
Group (monthly meetings)  along with its own 
anecdotal observations.  This Team comprised of 
two Charter Holders (Superintendent and Program 
Specialist), The School Lead Teacher/Director,  
and Title I/SPED Teacher along with relevant 
teaching staff (e.g. grade level, PEAK School 
Reading Specialist) meet in May each year to 
review information and develop recommendations 
based on the evaluation of the current curriculum.  
This Team's curriculum evaluation 
recommendations are taken into consideration in 
the Charter Holders' curricular decision-making.   


The Charter Holder's process for adopting or 
revising curriculum is as follows: 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Notes from Title I Team Meeting 
 
Sample PTG Agenda and Notes 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
Sample of AIMS Summary Concept Performance 
Report 
  
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 
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• Consideration of the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team's 
collaborative recommendations for 
pilot/adoption/revision of the curriculum 
which are based on a need identified in the 
Curriculum Evaluation process. 
 


• Consideration of the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team's 
identification of alternate or updated 
Curriculum . (e.g. In 2013 Triumph 
Publishing's Buckle Down Arizona was 
updated to Triumph Publishing's Common 
Core Coach.  In 2014 Triumph 
Publishing's Common Core Coach was 
updated to Triumph Publishing's Common 
Core Performance Coach,) 
 


• Consideration of the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team's 
review of research findings on the 
proposed curriculum pilot, adoption or 
revision. 
 


• Consideration of the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team's 
recommendation to order sample materials 
of the proposed curriculum.  
 


• Consideration of the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team's 
observation of other schools using the 
proposed curriculum (when possible) 
 


• Consideration of the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team's 
recommendation to purchase curriculum 
for piloting, adoption or revision at The 
PEAK School. 
 


• Consideration of the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team's 
recommendation of a single grade level or 
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multiple grade levels to implement the 
pilot, adoption or revision. 


 


The PEAK School's Administrative/Charter Holder 
Team serves as The PEAK School Adoption 
Committee.  The Adoption Committee's role is to 
take action regarding piloting, adopting or revising 
the curriculum.     


Once a curriculum pilot, adoption or revision has 
been implemented the pilot, adoption or revision 
becomes part of The PEAK School's formalized 
evaluation process in order to determine 
effectiveness and continuation of the pilot, 
adoption or revision. 


This cyclical curriculum analysis process by 
Teams (See Team Data Analysis Cycle Chart) 
include: 


• Data collection from Data Chat, Title I, 
Administrative/Charter Holder Teams and 
other PEAK School Stakeholders (e.g. 
Parent Teacher Group). 


 
• Meetings (e.g. Data Chat Teams, 


Administrative/Charter Holder Team) to 
analyze, review and discuss student data. 


 
• Identification of areas of curriculum 


success or concern based on data patterns 
(e.g. Data Chat Teams, 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team) .  


 
• Identification of new targets, goals and 


system modifications (e.g. Data Chat 
Teams, Administrative/Charter Holder 
Team). 
 


• Specific curriculum plan update including 
timeline to re-meet 
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(Administrative/Charter Holder Team); 
and, 
 


• Re-meet as needed to form conclusions 
based on data about the curriculum pilot, 
adoption or revision 
(Administrative/Charter Holder Team). 


 


4. Who is involved in the process for adopting or revising curriculum? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


Several PEAK School Teams are involved in the 
process for adopting or revising curriculum.  These 
Teams include the Data Chat, Title I and 
Administrative/Charter Holder Teams.  These 
Teams contribute evaluation information to 
determine the need for curriculum pilots, adoptions 
or revisions. These teams are described below as:  


• The PEAK School Data Chat Teams which 
are comprised of various stakeholders 
representing a cross-section of the school 
community, including administration, 
staff, parents and students.   


 
• The PEAK School Title I Team which is 


comprised of various stakeholders 
representing a cross-section of the school 
community, including Lead 
Teacher/Director,  Charter Holders, Title  I 
teacher, staff, parents and students.  This 
Team meets minimally one time per year. 


 
• The PEAK School Administrative/Charter 


Holder Team which collects information 
from the two aforementioned teams along 
with its own anecdotal observations.  This 
Team comprised of two Charter Holders 
(Superintendent and Program Specialist), 
The School Lead Teacher/Director, Title 
I/SPED Teacher, along with relevant 
teaching staff (e.g. grade level, PEAK 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Notes from Title I Team Meeting 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
Sample of AIMS Summary Concept Performance 
Report 
  
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 
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School Reading Specialist) serve as The 
PEAK School Adoption Committee.  The 
Adoption Committee is charged with the 
task of determining curriculum pilots, 
adoptions and/or revisions.  This team 
meets throughout the year on an as needed 
basis and in May. 


 


5. When adopting curriculum, how does the Charter Holder evaluate curriculum options to 
determine which curriculum to adopt? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The Administrative/Charter Holder Team 
comprised of two Charter Holders (Superintendent 
and Program Specialist), The School Lead 
Teacher/Director,  and Title I/SPED Teacher along 
with relevant teaching staff (e.g. grade level, 
PEAK School Reading Specialist) evaluates 
curriculum options by first identifying available 
curriculum that meets the needs of The PEAK 
School taking into account The PEAK School's 
Needs Assessment, FRL, ELL, and SPED 
populations as well as alignment with ACCRS, 
ADE expectations, Arizona State Board for 
Charter School expectations, staff needs (Staff 
Survey) and parent/student expectations (Parent 
Survey). Potential curriculum is identified through: 
 


• Review of curriculum at conferences (e.g. 
ASCA Conference, ADE Leading Change 
Conference). 


 
• Professional Organization 


recommendations (e.g. Core Knowledge 
Foundation); 


 
• Review of research findings that have been 


reported by competent and reliable 
publishers (white papers); 
 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Notes from Title I Team Meeting 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
Sample of AIMS Summary Concept Performance 
Report 
  
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 
 
Research findings that have been reported by 
competent and reliable publishers (white papers) 
 
Evidence supporting the curriculum (research 
findings) in professional journals 
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• Review of evidence supporting the 
curriculum (research findings) in 
professional journals; 


 
The PEAK School only considers pilot, adoption 
or revision of curriculum with programs that have 
strong research findings. During the PEAK 
School's curriculum adoption/revision process,  
data from research is reviewed by individual 
members of the Administrative/Charter Holder 
Team. Once the research has been reviewed the 
Administrative/Charter-Holder Team makes 
recommendations regarding ordering grade level 
samples and whether observing other schools 
utilizing the same curriculum is feasible.  Once 
grade level samples are obtained the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team meets to 
review the samples and forms collaborative 
conclusions with regard to the possibility for pilot, 
adoption or revision considerations.   
 


Implementing Curriculum 


6. What is the Charter Holder’s process for ensuring consistent implementation of the 
curriculum across the school(s) operated by the Charter Holder? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The Charter Holders ensure consistent 
implementation across the school through the 
systematic use of Year-Long Curriculum Maps, 
Taskstream Lesson Planning, classroom walk-
throughs/observations and data collection and 
review.  


Prior to the beginning of each academic year 
teachers on staff are required to complete/update a 
Year-Long Curriculum Map.  Teachers use State 
Standards (ACCRS), The Core Knowledge 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Year-long Curriculum Maps Aligning Content 
with ACCRS  


Core Knowledge Sequence 
 
Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
Sample Taskstream Gap Report 







Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report 


 


 Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report Template v.02/04/15  


36 


Sequence, HMH Journeys Arizona alignment 
outlines (Teacher's Guides) and pacing guides, 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Teacher's 
Guide,  Accelerated Math Arizona alignment and 
pacing guides, Common Core Performance Coach  
Math Teacher's Guide in development of the Year-
Long Curriculum Maps.  Maps are reviewed by 
Administration for alignment and implementation 
of the PEAK School's adopted curriculum.   


The PEAK School's required use of Online 
Taskstream lesson planning contains libraries of 
Arizona Standards (ACCRS) and The Core 
Knowledge Sequence Content.  Teachers generate 
lesson plans in Taskstream and within each lesson 
align and identify ACCRS and  Core Knowledge 
Sequence items.  The PEAK School 
Administration reviews teacher lesson plans for 
alignment and implementation of the Year Long 
Curriculum Maps.  The Lead Teacher/Director 
conducts weekly classroom walk-throughs and 
observations utilizing a check list to identify 
instruction of standards delineated in lesson plans 
using the adopted curriculum.  Teachers and 
Administration can also generate Taskstream 
reports where either a summary of all the ACCRS 
are addressed in lessons and units (a "Frequency 
Analysis") or a comparison of standards addressed 
against a target set of standards (a "Gap and 
Frequency Analysis").  


Additionally, assessment data is collected and 
reviewed a by the Lead Teacher/Director as 
follows: 
 


• HMH Journeys weekly lesson assessment 
and a benchmark assessment following 
every 5 weeks of instruction are collected 
and reviewed weekly.  Further analysis of 
Journey's progress is reviewed every 4-5 
weeks at Data Chat Team meetings. 


 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessments 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Universal Screening Data 
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• Common  Core Performance Coach ELA 


consists of four strands with multiple 
lessons.  Benchmark testing occurs at the 
end of instruction of each strand.  
Additionally there is a year-end 
assessment.  Data is collected and 
reviewed as completed.  Data is also 
reviewed every 4-5 weeks at Data Chat 
Team meetings. 


 
• Accelerated Math Objectives mastered 


and/or benchmark assessments are 
collected and reviewed two times per 
month, and also at Data Chat meetings 
which occur every 4-5 weeks 
 


• Common Core Performance Coach 
Mathematics consists of five strands with 
multiple lessons in each strand.  
Benchmark testing occurs at the end of 
instruction of each strand.  Additionally 
there is a year-end assessment.  Data is 
reviewed every 4-5 weeks at Data Chat 
Team meetings. 
 


• Additional data from My Reading Coach, 
I-STEEP assessments, Star Math, etc. are 
collected and reviewed every 4 to 5 weeks 
at Data Chat Team Meetings. 


 
Once data has been collected and reviewed, 
feedback is given to teachers.  The Lead 
Teacher/Director also ensures that Data walls are 
updated every two weeks.  


 
Any identified areas of concern regarding 
implementation of the adopted curriculum are 
assigned for follow-up with individual teachers by 
either one or a combination of the following: 
 


• The Title I Teacher/RtI Coordinator 
(acting as teacher trainer, mentor or 
coach);  
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• Lead Teacher/Director (acting as teacher 


trainer, mentor, coach or evaluator);  
 


• Charter Holder(s) (Superintendent and/or 
Program Specialist) (acting as teacher 
trainer, mentor, coach, evaluator and/or 
developer of written plans for 
improvement), 


 
 


7. What tools exist that identify what must be taught and when it must be delivered? How does 
the Charter Holder ensure that all grade-level standards are covered within the academic 
year? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The Charter Holders ensure that all grade-level 
standards are covered within the academic year 
through the systematic use of Year-Long 
Curriculum Maps, Taskstream Lesson Planning, 
classroom walk-throughs/observations and data 
collection and review.  


Each grade level's Year-Long Curriculum Map 
identifies what must be taught and when 
instruction must be delivered.  Teachers use grade-
level Standards (ACCRS), The Core Knowledge 
Sequence, HMH Journeys Arizona alignment 
outlines (Teacher's Guides) and pacing guides, 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Arizona 
alignment and pacing (Teacher's Guides),  
Accelerated Math Arizona alignment Guide, 
Common Core Performance Coach  Math Arizona 
alignment and pacing (Teacher's Guide) in the 
construction of the Year-Long Curriculum Map.  
From the Year-Long Curriculum Map teachers 
create required lesson/unit plans in Taskstream (the 
PEAK School's adopted, web-based lesson 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Year-long Curriculum Maps Aligning Content 
with ACCRS  


Core Knowledge Sequence 
 
Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
Sample Taskstream Gap Report 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
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planning system) that identify the grade level 
Standards being covered.   


The PEAK School Lead Teacher/Director reviews 
teacher Taskstream lesson plans for alignment, 
curriculum implementation, and instruction of the 
standards outlined in the Year Long Curriculum 
Maps.  These reviews occur when required lesson 
plans and/or unit plans are turned in by classroom 
teachers.  Teachers are allowed the autonomy of 
choosing daily, weekly, monthly or unit lesson 
plans aligned with their Year-Long Curriculum 
Map.  The Lead Teacher/Director conducts weekly 
classroom walk-throughs and observations 
utilizing a formative check-list (designed to guide 
the observation and allow for written notes) to 
identify instruction of Standards delineated in 
lesson plans using the PEAK School's adopted 
curriculum.  These integrity checks are utilized to 
ensure integrity of instruction of State Standards 
and usage of the adopted curriculum. Teachers, 
Administration/Charter Holders can also generate 
Taskstream reports where either a summary of all 
the ACCRS are addressed in lessons and units (a 
"Frequency Analysis") or a comparison of 
standards addressed against a target set of 
standards (a "Gap and Frequency Analysis").  One 
of these reports is run by the Lead 
Teacher/Director, classroom teacher or Title I 
teacher and reviewed quarterly to ensure 
instruction of State Standards is on track. Follow-
up with teachers occurs on an as-needed basis. 


 Additionally, assessment data including 
Accelerated Math Objectives mastered and 
benchmark assessments, HMH Journeys weekly 
and benchmark assessments, Common Core 
Performance Coach Math and ELA benchmark 
assessments are collected and reviewed by 
Administration and posted on Data Walls.  An 


Universal Screening Data 
 
ISTEEP Assessment Data 
 
Sample of My Reading Coach Data and Report  
  
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 
 
Photographs of Data Walls 
 
Written Plan for Improvement 
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administrative follow-up with teachers occurs 
when students are identified as performing poorly 
or as not progressing. Data Chat Team data is also 
collected and reviewed during the Data Chat cycle 
every four to five weeks. 


Any identified areas of concern regarding what 
must be taught and when and/or coverage of grade 
level Standards are followed up with individual 
teachers by either one or a combination of the 
following: 
 


• The Title I Teacher/RtI Coordinator 
(acting as teacher trainer, mentor or 
coach);  


 
• Lead Teacher/Director (acting as teacher 


trainer, mentor, coach or evaluator); 
 


Charter Holder(s) (Superintendent and/or Program 
Specialist) (acting as teacher trainer, mentor, 
coach, evaluator and/or developer of written plans 
for improvement). 


 


 


8. What is the expectation for consistent use of these tools? How are these expectations 
communicated?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


There is a daily expectation for consistent use of 
these tools which include: Year-Long Curriculum 
Maps aligned to ACCRS, Taskstream Lesson Plans 
with lessons or units aligned to ACCRS, Core 
Knowledge Sequence, HMH Journeys teacher's 
guide (lessons aligned with ACCRS), Common 
Core Performance Coach ELA teacher's guide 
(lessons aligned with ACCRS), Accelerated Math 
grade level libraries (lessons aligned to ACCRS). 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Year-long Curriculum Maps Aligning Content 
with ACCRS  


Core Knowledge Sequence 
 
Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 







Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report 


 


 Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report Template v.02/04/15  


41 


Expectations are communicated prior to hiring new 
teachers (during the interview process), at 
beginning of the year trainings in development of 
Year-Long Curriculum Maps aligned to ACCRS, 
use of curriculum and Taskstream Lesson 
Planning, at meetings during common planning 
time, at staff meetings throughout the year, through 
mentoring and coaching, teacher observation of 
other classrooms (modeling) and at Data Chat 
Team meetings which occur every 4-5 weeks.  
Expectations for usage of these tools and PEAK 
School adopted curriculum are also tied to the 
PEAK School Teacher Evaluation system and 
Proposition 301 Merit Pay requirements. 


The PEAK School Lead Teacher/Director  reviews 
teacher lesson plans for alignment, curriculum 
implementation and instruction of the standards 
outlined in the Year Long Curriculum Maps.  The 
Lead Teacher/Director conducts classroom walk-
throughs and observations utilizing a formative 
check list to identify instruction of standards 
delineated in lesson plans using the PEAK School's 
adopted curriculum.  These integrity checks are 
utilized to ensure integrity of instruction of State 
Standards. Teachers, Administration/Charter 
Holders can also generate Taskstream reports 
where either a summary of all the ACCRS are 
addressed in lessons and units (a "Frequency 
Analysis") or a comparison of standards addressed 
against a target set of standards (a "Gap and 
Frequency Analysis").  


Additionally,  assessment data including 
Accelerated Math Objectives mastered and 
benchmark assessments, HMH Journeys 
unit/benchmark assessments, Common Core 
Performance Coach Math and ELA benchmark 
assessments are collected and reviewed by 
Administration and posted on Data Walls.  An 


Beginning of the year training Agendas and Staff 
Sign-In Sheets re development of Year-Long 
Curriculum Maps aligned to ACCRS, use of 
curriculum, and Taskstream Lesson Planning  
 
PEAK School Teacher Evaluation Forms 
 
Proposition 301 Merit Pay requirements 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
Taskstream Gap Report 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 
 
Photographs of Data Walls 
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administrative follow-up with teachers occurs 
when students are identified as performing poorly  


or as not progressing. Data Chat Team data is also 
collected and reviewed every four to five weeks. 


The Charter Holders (Superintendent and Program 
Specialist) review the formative checklist, data 
walls, data chat summary sheets and perform walk-
throughs to ensure that The PEAK School's 
adopted curriculum, alignment with ACCRS and 
accountability tools are being implemented with 
fidelity. 


9. What evidence is there to demonstrate usage of these tools in the classroom and alignment 
with instruction? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


Evidence that demonstrates usage of curriculum 
accountability tools in the classroom and alignment 
with instruction exist in several forms. This 
evidence includes Year-Long Curriculum Maps 
aligned to ACCRS and the Core Knowledge 
Sequence, Daily, Weekly or Unit Taskstream 
Lesson Plans aligned to ACCRS and The PEAK 
School's adopted curriculum.  Administrative 
formative observation checklist used for classroom 
walk-throughs and integrity checks showing that 
the Year-Long Curriculum Map ACCRS are 
aligned to the current Lesson Plan and that 
instruction is aligned to the Lesson plan.  
Additionally,  assessment data including 
Accelerated Math Objectives mastered and 
benchmark assessments, HMH Journeys weekly 
and benchmark assessments, Common Core 
Performance Coach Math and ELA benchmark 
assessments are collected and reviewed by 
Administration and posted on Data Walls.  Data 
walls are updated every two weeks. 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Year-long Curriculum Maps Aligning Content 
with ACCRS  


Core Knowledge Sequence 
 
Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
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Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc. 
 
Photographs of Data Walls 
 


Alignment of Curriculum 


10. What process does the Charter Holder use to ensure the curriculum is aligned to Arizona’s 
College and Career Ready Standards? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


Under the supervision of the Charter Holders, The 
PEAK School staff aligns Standards (ACCRS)  in 
the process of planning using the Taskstream 
lesson planning web based format (see 2012 PMP). 
This system electronically identifies relevant 
standards for ease of  curriculum alignment in 
lesson plans.  Year-Long Curriculum Maps are 
then scaffolded from a compilation of 
interconnected plans and pacing guides (see HMH 
Journeys, Common Core Performance Coach ELA, 
My Reading Coach, Accelerated Math, Common 
Core Performance Coach Mathematics).  
 
Specific HMH Journeys curriculum features 
include:  
-Aligned to ACCRS 
-Evidence based/research supported (Florida 
Center for Reading Research) 
-Recognized by ADE Move On When Reading 
administration as an evidence based and effective 
reading program 
 
Specific Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
curriculum features include: 
-Alignment to ACCRS 
 -Review of comprehension skills provided for 
both literary and informational texts 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Year-long Curriculum Maps Aligning Content 
with ACCRS  


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 
 
Sample Notes re Benchmark Testing Follow Up 
(Lead Teacher/Director and classroom teacher) 
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-Rigorous writing and listening practice including 
informative, narrative, and argumentative texts 
-Resources that assist teachers in differentiating or 
extending instruction for various subgroups 
 
My Reading Coach (MRC) curriculum features 
include: 
- Alignment to ACCRS 
- Field tested in Arizona schools with highly 
diverse populations 
-Highly effective nationally as a supplemental 
program for all K-8 grades 
 
Specific Common Core Performance Coach 
Mathematics curriculum features include: 
-Alignment to ACCRS  
-Scaffolded instruction and practice while 
exposing students to question types such as multi-
select, matching, and performance tasks. 
- Providing students and teachers rigorous and 
purposeful review and practice. 
-Resources that assists teachers in differentiating or 
extending instruction. 
 
Additionally, a formative observation checklist and 
intermittent integrity checks will be utilized to 
ensure integrity of instruction of State Standards.  
Additionally, the Lead Teacher/Director will 
collect Common Core Performance Coach 
Mathematics benchmark testing (five strand 
assessments and one summative test) to ensure 
instruction of State Standards as a back up to Year 
Long Curriculum Maps. Assessments will be 
analyzed with teachers and interventions will be 
planned as needed.   
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Adapted to Meet the Needs of Subgroups(Address all relevant measures) 


11. How has the Charter Holder ensured that the curriculum addresses the needs of students 
with proficiency in the bottom 25%/non-proficient students? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School and its Charter Holders follow a 
formalized process to create, implement, revise and 
evaluate its curriculum and supplemental 
curriculum used in assisting students scoring in the 
bottom 25% of academic proficiency in The PEAK 
School population (bottom 25%).   
 
The process used for a curriculum needs 
assessment of students in the bottom 25% requires 
an analysis and evaluation of pupil achievement 
data involving one or more Teams. These Teams 
are used as a means for the Charter Holders to 
evaluate how effectively the curriculum enables 
bottom 25%/Non-Proficient students (bottom 25%) 
to meet ACCRS.  These teams include Data Chat 
and Administrator/Charter Holder Teams. 
 
The purpose of each of the designated teams fit 
into one or two categories. Each team is directed 
toward specific individual student needs and/or 
Teams designated for overarching views of data 
used in programmatic determinations for 
classrooms, groups and/or the school in its entirety 
 
The purpose of the Data Chat Team is to provide 
information to one or more stakeholders in the 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Staff Sign in Sheet for Beginning of 
the Year Training re AIMS Analysis and 
Identification of Students in the Bottom 25%  


Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.)  
 
Photographs of Data Wall data re Students in the 
Bottom 25%/Non-Proficient 
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areas of progress monitoring of student 
achievement, goal setting/progress projection, 
plans for intervention and development of 
strategies addressing academic/behavioral issues 
for individual bottom 25% students. These Teams 
analyze data that frequently informs students, 
teachers and parents of academic/behavioral needs 
and identify collaborative strategies.  Data Chat 
Team meetings occur every 4-5 weeks.  
Additionally, the Administrative/Charter Holder  
Team determines curriculum changes/adoptions, 
policies and procedures for the school, classrooms, 
groups, as well as to meet the specialized needs of 
individual students (e.g. Tier 3 RtI). The PEAK 
School staff aligns its curriculum to ACCRS  in 
Taskstream lesson planning for reading and math. 
 
The PEAK School piloted and adopted Houghton 
Mifflin Harcourt (HMH) Journeys (Grades 1-6) 
and upgraded Triumph Learning's Buckle Down to 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA (Grades 
7-8) and Mathematics. These adoptions of HMH 
Journeys, Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
and Common Core Performance Coach 
Mathematics appear to correlate with a significant 
improvement in growth of students scoring in the 
bottom 25%.  Specific details of each of the 
programs are described below:  
 
 HMH Journey  
-Aligned to ACCRS 
-Evidence based/research supported (Florida 
Center for Reading Research) 
-Recognized by ADE Move On When Reading 
administration as an evidence based and effective 
reading program 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA (upgraded 
from Buckle Down) 
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-Alignment to ACCRS 
 -Review of comprehension skills provided for 
both literary and informational texts 
-Rigorous writing and listening practice including 
informative, narrative, and argumentative texts 
-Resources that assist teachers in differentiating or 
extending instruction for various subgroups 
 
My Reading Coach (MRC 
- Alignment to ACCRS 
- Field tested in Arizona schools with highly 
diverse populations 
-Highly effective nationally as a supplemental 
program for all K-8 grades 
 
Accelerated Math 
-Alignment to ACCRS 
-Evidence based/research supported (Isseldyke) 
and Renaissance Learning white paper 
-Individualized with an electronic gradebook with 
progress monitoring to meet the needs of 
academically at-risk students (bottom 25%) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
-Alignment to ACCRS 
- Scaffolded instruction and practice while 
exposing students to question types such as multi-
select, matching, and performance tasks. 
- Providing students and teachers rigorous and 
purposeful review and practice. 
-Resources that assist teachers in differentiating or 
extending instruction for various subgroups 
 
Star Math 
-Alignment to ACCRS 
-Evidence based/research supported (Isseldyke) 
and Renaissance Learning white paper 
-Designed to link universal screening results to 
formative assessment procedures 
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-Identifies targets for individual remediation 
 
 
 
 
12. How has the Charter Holder ensured that the curriculum addresses the needs of English 


Language Learners (ELLs)? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School follows a formalized process to 
create, implement, evaluate and revise its 
curriculum and supplemental curriculum for ELL 
students.  The PEAK School staff aligns its 
curriculum to ACCRS in Taskstream lesson 
planning for reading and mathematics for ELL 
students.  Effective curriculum programs address 
the needs of struggling students, advanced learners, 
and English language learners. A wide body of 
research supports the idea that for learning to 
occur, learning activities must match the level of 
the learner (Tomlinson & Allan, 2000) (The 
Journeys Program:  A Research-Based Approach, 
HMH Publishers). 
 
The Journeys program was designed to support the 
learning of all students. Scaffolded instruction for 
ELL students is provided throughout the Teacher’s 
Edition. Every lesson in Journeys provides 
guidance for teachers on how to meet the particular 
needs of English Language Learners.  The 
effective instructional practices throughout the 
program and various components of the program 
support ELLs with specific suggestions and 
materials for differentiation support of ELL 
students. Strategic intervention materials include 
Write-In Readers and Intervention Toolkits. ELLs 
are supported through Language Support Cards, 
English Language Learner Leveled Readers, Red 
Intervention Tabs (in Teachers Guides) and  a 


List documents that serve as evidence 
of implementation of this process:  
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Data Chat Team Summary Sheets (ongoing 
ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My Reading Coach, 
Star Math, etc.) 
 
AZELLA Testing Data  
 
Sample Individual Language Learner Plans 
(ILLPs)  
 
Photographs of Data Wall data re ELL Students 
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Week at a Glance component which provides an 
overview of the strategic intervention and English 
language instruction for each week of instruction 
(The Journeys Program:  A Research-Based 
Approach, HMH Publishers).  Additionally, 
embedded within the program are the nine 
promising practices for developing literacy among 
ELLs (Short and Fitzsimmons, 2007).  These 
include: 
 
1. Integrated reading, writing, listening, and 


speaking instruction; 


2. Explicit instruction in the components and 


processes of reading and writing; 


3. Direct instruction in reading comprehension 


strategies; 


4. A focus on vocabulary 


development;


  


5. Development and activation of background 


knowledge; 


6. Theme and content based language instruction; 


7. Strategic use of native language; 


8. Integrated technology use; and, 


9. Increasing motivation through choice.  


Additionally, the Journeys program provides a 
means of multimodal instruction that connects both 
the visual with the verbal which assists ELL 
students in making achievement gains (Early & 
Marshall, 2008; McGinnis, 2007).  ELL students 
also benefit from the direct instruction of academic 
language which Journeys provides (The Journeys 
Program:  A Research-Based Approach, HMH 
Publishers). 
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Arizona Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
provides grade-level, appropriate content with 
sufficient rigor in its depth of instruction. All 
lessons are structured around the research-proven 
model of gradual release, including explicit 
teacher-led instruction, collaborative peer work, 
and independent practice necessary for ELL 
intervention. Common Core Performance Coach 
ELA components include:  


• 100% alignment to the ACCRS; 
• Genre-specific and differentiated lessons 


for ELLs guide student mastery of 
standards emphasized by the ACCRS, 
including expectations for reading, writing, 
speaking, listening, and language 
conventions;  


•  Instruction in "Close" reading of complex 
text which is a central guiding principle of 
the standards;  


• Reading lessons use modeled passages and 
writing and language units use “mentor 
texts” to exemplify and teach skills;  


• Anchor standards set the instructional path 
toward College and Career Readiness 
(CCR);  


• Skills instruction in the context of reading 
passages, directing students to interact 
intensively with text; 


• Benchmark progress to drive instruction; 
and, 


• Assessments used as diagnostics focusing 
instruction.  


My Reading Coach (MRC) supplementary 
curriculum features include introductory lessons to 
assist ELL students in the acquisition of English 
skills outlined in the ACCRS.  MRC features 
include: 
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• Alignment to ACCRS 
• Field tested in Arizona schools with highly 


diverse populations 
• Highly effective nationally as a 


supplemental program for all K-8 grades 


Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics at 
The PEAK School is used in partnership with 
Accelerated Math and Star Math to provide 
teachers the comprehensive curriculum necessary 
to assist ELL students in developing mathematics 
proficiency in the ACCRS. With this instructional 
anchor,  the ACCRS (Common Core State 
Standards) are readily implemented. Common 
Core Performance Coach Mathematics components 
include:  


• 100% alignment to ACCRS;  
• A set of lessons for each of the five 


ACCRS strands, with each lesson aligning 
to one or more standards;    


• Concept Lessons that begin with an 
underlying concept that connects directly 
to the skill or skills taught in that lesson;  


• Use of a four-step problem-solving process 
(Read, Plan, Solve, Check);  


• Interactive questions following examples 
and asking students to discuss a topic, 
model a situation, try to solve a problem 
on their own, or check their work;  


• Content-specific Math Tools for individual 
lessons; and,  


• Mathematical terms highlighted 
throughout the student text when first 
introduced which are defined in a Glossary 
referencing the lesson.  


 
Accelerated Math components include: 
 


• Alignment to ACCRS 
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• Evidence based/research supported 
(Isseldyke) and Renaissance Learning 
white paper 


• Individualized with an electronic 
gradebook with progress monitoring to 
meet the needs of academically at-risk 
students (bottom 25%)  


 
 
Star Math Components Include: 
 


• Alignment to ACCRS 
• Evidence based/research supported 


(Isseldyke) and Renaissance Learning 
white paper 


• Designed to link universal screening 
results to formative assessment procedures 
Identifies targets for individual 
remediation 


 
13. How has the Charter Holder ensured that the curriculum addresses the needs of Free and 


Reduced Lunch (FRL) eligible students? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


The PEAK School follows a formalized process to 
create, implement, evaluate and revise its 
curriculum and supplemental curriculum for FRL 
students.   
 
The PEAK School staff aligns its curriculum to 
Arizona College and Career Readiness Standards 
(formerly Common Core Standards) in Taskstream 
lesson planning for reading and mathematics for 
FRL students.  
 
The PEAK Schools serves a population of 80.89% 
Free and Reduced Lunch (FRL) students.  It is 
designated as a Schoolwide Title I school.  
Therefore, the curriculum as a whole has been 
established to meet the needs of FRL Students 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
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along with students in other subgroups (Bottom 
25%, ELL, SPED).   
 
Due to a high percentage of students entering The 
PEAK School two years or more behind 
academically, significant deficits in background 
information and language development make Core 
Knowledge Curriculum an effective, long-term 
solution to providing the background needed in 
reading comprehension and math application.  
 
In the Journeys program, The effective 
instructional practices throughout the program 
support struggling readers in multiple ways and 
provide guidance for implementing daily 
individualized instruction with struggling readers. 
Write-In Readers provide intervention for readers 
who struggle (those reading at a year or more 
below reading level) and Reading Tool Kits 
provide targeted skill-based intervention. The 
Week at a Glance at the beginning of each lesson 
provides an overview of the week’s strategic 
intervention instruction—which is then elaborated 
more fully in the back of the Teacher’s Edition, 
where the Teal Intervention Tabs provide specific 
suggestions for strategic intervention to meet the 
needs of struggling readers.  The Write-In Readers 
are provided for students in grades 1 and up and 
are provided both in print and as an online 
experience. Each Stop, Think, Write activity is 
designed to support and reinforce the key skill or 
strategy. Look Back and Respond pages offer hints 
that help children search the text for key 
information. 
 
Based on the research (Payne, et. al.) regarding the 
vocabulary deficiencies of students living in 
poverty the PEAK School's use of Common Core 
Performance Coach ELA provides Multiple 


Data Chat Team Summary Sheets (ongoing 
ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My Reading Coach, 
Star Math, etc.)  
 
Agenda and Sign in Sheet for Beginning of the 
Year HCY Training 
 
Photographs of Data Wall data re at-risk FRL 
Students 
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opportunities for vocabulary instruction.  
Repetition of words in reading, writing, speaking 
and listening provided in each lesson facilitates the 
retention of vocabulary words in a real world 
context rather than in contrived vocabulary 
lessons.   
 
 
My Reading Coach (MRC) supplementary 
curriculum features include ongoing assessment 
and individualized instruction designed to meet the 
learning needs of FRL students. 


Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics, 
Accelerated Math and Star Math at The PEAK 
School are used to provide teachers the 
comprehensive curriculum and assessment 
structure necessary to assist FRL students in 
developing mathematics proficiency in the 
ACCRS. 
 


14. How has the Charter Holder ensured that the curriculum addresses the needs of students 
with disabilities? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School follows a formalized process to 
create, implement, evaluate and revise its 
curriculum and supplemental curriculum to address 
the needs of students with disabilities. The school 
reform model adopted by The PEAK School and 
identified in the Title I Schoolwide program, 
provides particularly salient structural features to 
both the short and long term academic intervention 
(reading and math) processes necessary in 
addressing the needs of students with disabilities.  
It is structured through the Response to 
Intervention Model identified in the 2004 Federal 
Reauthorization of the Special Education 
Law.  This model structures the approach through 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
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use of evidence based interventions (e.g. ISTEEP 
materials, Math Facts in a Flash) that are measured 
across time and examined for their effectiveness in 
determining academic outcomes in both reading 
and math for students assigned to a three tiered 
model.   
 
 
In Tier1, mainstream curriculum based 
assessments (Universal Screening)  are used to 
progress monitor students and identify need for 
more intensive intervention (including additional 
Special Education Evaluations). This is done with 
benchmarks after units of study and universal 
screening three times per year. In Tier 2, additional 
curriculum data and learning slope lines for 
students are reviewed by the Data Chat Team 
every four to five weeks to determine the level of 
intensity and frequency of intervention required by 
each individual student.  Tier 3 intervention is 
initiated based on assessment data with insufficient 
learning slopes (as seen in Tier 2). Specific 
Learning Disability evaluation may be considered 
as part of the Tier 3 intervention/assessments.  
Students in all Tiers requiring short or long-term 
intervention are offered support in smaller groups 
or individually through Title I supported 
intervention during reading and mathematics 
blocks during the school day, as well as in after 
school intensive small group interventions. The 
PEAK School staff aligns its curriculum to 
ACCRS in Taskstream lesson planning for reading 
and mathematics to address the needs of students 
with disabilities. 
 
Curriculum and instruction for addressing the 
needs of students with disabilities requires a broad 
range of curricular programs to accommodate 
reluctant learners, varied skill levels, and learning 


Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.)  
 
Redacted weekly progress reports on IEP Goals to 
Charter Holder/Program Specialist 
 
Redacted Quarterly Assessments on IEP Goals 
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issues.  The curriculum programs listed below 
provide the central focus for addressing the needs 
of students with disabilities at The PEAK School.  
These include: 
 
HMH Journeys (Grades 1-6) 
-Aligned to ACCRS 
-Evidence based/research supported (Florida 
Center for Reading Research) 
-Recognized by ADE Move On When Reading 
administration as an evidence based and effective 
reading program 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA (upgraded 
from Buckle Down) (Grades 7-8) 
-Alignment to ACCRS 
 -Review of comprehension skills provided for 
both literary and informational texts 
-Rigorous writing and listening practice including 
informative, narrative, and argumentative texts 
-Resources that assist teachers in differentiating or 
extending instruction for various subgroups 
 
My Reading Coach (MRC 
- Alignment to ACCRS 
- Field tested in Arizona schools with highly 
diverse populations 
-Highly effective nationally as a supplemental 
program for all K-8 grades 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
-Alignment to ACCRS 
- Scaffolded instruction and practice while 
exposing students to question types such as multi-
select, matching, and performance tasks. 
- Providing students and teachers rigorous and 
purposeful review and practice. 
-Resources that assist teachers in differentiating or 
extending instruction for various subgroups 
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Accelerated Math 
-Alignment to ACCRS 
-Evidence based/research supported (Isseldyke) 
and Renaissance Learning white paper 
-Individualized with an electronic gradebook with 
progress monitoring to meet the needs of 
academically at-risk students (bottom 25%) 
 
Star Math 
-Alignment to ACCRS 
-Evidence based/research supported (Isseldyke) 
and Renaissance Learning white paper 
-Designed to link universal screening results to 
formative assessment procedures 
-Identifies targets for individual remediation 
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Area III: Assessment 


Assessment System 


1. What types of assessments does the Charter Holder use?   


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


The PEAK School Administration and its Charter 
Holders have selected the following formative and 
summative assessments for specific purposes of 
measurement listed below.  Additionally, the 
publishers of each assessment are noted.   
 
HMH Journeys Reading Series (published by 
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt) - HMH Journeys 
(grades 1-6) provides lesson assessments 
(formative) and benchmark assessments 
(summative) of each instructional unit that inform 
teacher needs for re-teaching/re-assessing.  
 
Performance Coach English Language Arts (ELA) 
(published by Triumph learning) - Performance 
Coach ELA (grades 7-8) is used for benchmark 
assessment of strands (summative) aligned with 
ACCRS and to determine rate of progress and 
drive instruction.  Performance Coach also ELA 
provides diagnostic assessment focusing critical 
practice and targeted review (formative).   
  
iSTEEP (published by iSTEEP LLC) - iSTEEP 
ELA assessments are used for Universal Screening 
three times a year and are comprised of summative 
assessments (with the exception of Oral Reading 
Fluency which is both formative and summative) 
used to establish a baseline and general levels of 
improvement between Universal Screenings.  
iSTEEP includes: 
 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 
 
Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  
 
Sample Accelerated Reader Test  
 
DIBELS Kindergarten Assessment Data (Initial 
Sound Fluency, 
 
Nonsense Word Fluency, Phonemic Segmentation 
Fluency 
 
STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data) 
 
AIMS and AzMERIT (Summer 2015) Data  
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• iSCREEN - is a formative assessment used 
for calculating oral reading fluency using a 
one minute timed reading on grade level 
passages to establish grade level reading 
and to determine need for specific fluency 
intervention (Hasbrouck, Tindal fluency 
norms to determine grade levels).  
iSCREEN is also used as a summative 
Universal Screening component. 
 


• Reading Maze - is used to assess reading 
comprehension by choosing a correct word 
to complete a sentence.  This assessment is 
completed on the computer and is timed.  


 
• Writing - Total words written is used to 


determine hand written word frequency.  
This assessment consists of a one minute 
think and a three minute write. 
 


• Letter naming fluency - Used to assess 
Kindergarten skills to establish a baseline 
and general levels of improvement 
between Universal Screenings. 
 


My Reading Coach (MRC)  (published by 
Mindplay) - MRC contains 61 lessons to master 
skills necessary in establishing literacy at the 5th 
grade level, with periodic cumulative mastery tests, 
review and practice.   
 
Accelerated Reader (published by Renaissance 
Learning) - Accelerated Reader consists of 
individually leveled reading comprehension tests 
based on ability level.  Accelerated Reader bolsters 
rigor in reading curriculum challenging higher 
skilled students. 
 
DIBELS (Dynamic Indictors of Basic Early 
Literacy Skills) (University of Oregon/Sopris 
Learning) - DIBELS is a curriculum based 
measurement used to assess baseline and ongoing 


AZELLA Testing Data  
 
Sample Redacted weekly progress reports on IEP 
Goals to Charter Holder/Program Specialist 
 
Sample Redacted Quarterly Assessments on IEP 
Goals  
 
Sample Teacher Made Assessment and Grade 
Book Page  
 
Sample Kindergarten Development Assessment 
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progress in Universal Screening of 
Kindergarteners. DIBEL assessments include: 


 
• Initial Sound Fluency 
• Nonsense Word Fluency 
• Phonemic Segmentation Fluency 


 
STAR Math Renaissance Place (published by 
Renaissance Learning)  - STAR Math is used to 
obtain an average grade level for each Student's 
overall math skills.  Used as a Universal Screening 
three times a year to establish a baseline and 
general levels of improvement between Universal 
Screenings.  Used more frequently for diagnostic 
purposes of students that have been identified as 
at-risk.   
 
Accelerated Math Renaissance Place (published by 
Renaissance Learning) - Accelerated Math is used 
to assess acquisition of skills mastered in ACCRS.  
There is a cycle of diagnostic testing, exercise 
completion and practice assignments, tests and 
mastery tests. 
 
Performance Coach Mathematics (published by 
Triumph learning) -  Performance Coach 
Mathematics is used for benchmark testing of 
strands  aligned with ACCRS. 
 
ISTEEP - ISTEEP math is used for Universal 
Screening three times a year and is comprised of 
summative assessments used to establish a baseline 
and general levels of improvement between 
Universal Screenings. 
 


• ISTEEP Math Calculation is used for 
Universal Screening three times a year and 
as a summative assessment to establish  
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baseline calculation capability in grades 1-
8 and general levels of improvement 
between Universal Screenings. 
 


• ISTEEP Number naming fluency - Used to 
assess Kindergarten skills to establish a 
baseline and general levels of 
improvement between Universal 
Screenings 


 
AIMS and AzMERIT (alternate to MERIT NCSC) 
- AIMS and AzMERIT are summative assessments 
used to determine the degree to which individual 
students meet ACCRS. 
 
AZELLA - AZELLA is a summative assessment 
used to determine the degree to which individual 
students meet standards for English proficiency. 
 
AIMS A/NCSC - AIMS A is an alternative 
assessment to the AIMS and  NCSC   is an 
alternate to AzMERIT.  These assessments are 
designed to assess mastery of ACCRS for students 
with cognitive delays. 
 
Special Education Evaluation (SPED) - SPED  
Evaluation is used to determine eligibility for 
placement in Special Education and/or to provide 
recommendations for specific student 
behavioral/academic needs. SPED Evaluation 
contains language, math and other  (personality, 
intelligence, behavior, developmental history, etc.) 
assessment components needed in a 
comprehensive evaluation for a disability 
determination.  These are tests given by The PEAK 
School's Nationally Certified School Psychologist. 
 
Teacher Made Assessments - Teacher made 
assessments provide informal and anecdotal  
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information used to estimate progress in areas not 
covered by formalized testing.  
 
Kindergarten Development Assessment - 
(Published by Flagstaff Unified School District)  
The Kindergarten Development Assessment is a 
summative assessment that assesses identification 
of body parts, color recognition, math 
development, fine motor skills, gross motor skills 
reading readiness, reading development and 
writing development. 
 
 
2. What was the process for designing or selecting the assessment system?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 
words):  
 
The process for designing or selecting an 
assessment system included: collecting assessment 
information from experts in the field of 
assessments, field testing at PEAK, input from 
staff, review of the literature in professional 
journals, review of ADE and Charter Board 
expectations, and observations/interviews with 
successful Charters identified by the Arizona 
Charter Schools Association (ACSA) as having 
strong test scores and similar demography.  
 
The Charter Holders' background, training and 
experience working at multiple charter schools 
provided initial impressions regarding an 
assessment plan that would support the curricular 
approach assembled in The PEAK School's  initial 
Charter Application.  Specifically, Ron Drossman, 
MA, N.C.S.P. has 30 years of experience as a 
Nationally Certified School Psychologist, Special 
Education Teacher, and Teacher Trainer in the 
field of assessment. His work as an Intern Field 
Supervisor at the University of Arizona and 
member of the Adjunct Faculty at Northern 
Arizona University provided him with experiences 
and exposure to both extensive field testing of 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Notes from Charter Holder's Informal Study of 
Mesa School for the Arts and Two Imagine School 
Sites. 
 
Nationally Certified School Psychologist 
Credential 
 
AZ Teaching Certificate for Charter Holder Ronald 
Drossman 
 
ESE 503 Syllabus  
 
Sample School Psychology Review  Publication 
 
Sample NASP Communique Publication 
 
Sample Council for Exceptional Children EC 
Publication 
 
Ronald M. Drossman Vita 
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assessment tools and an ongoing exposure to the 
literature in the assessment field that identify him 
as a professional with extensive expertise in the 
areas of educational assessment. 
 
The Charter Holders of The PEAK School initially 
adopted and continue to use both formative and 
summative assessment tools to inform instruction 
and evaluate, adopt, revise, implement and align 
curriculum. The decision-making process includes 
input from all stake-holders at The PEAK School.  
Decisions are made based on both review of 
literature and effectiveness seen in both PEAK 
School classrooms and other charter schools in 
Arizona (identified by ACSA). Charter Holders 
select systems of assessment that have procedures 
that are practical and functional. Strong reliability 
and validity must be established in the literature. 
Reliability, meaning consistent results (e.g. this 
appears in assessment scores in a performance of 
test-retest reliability).  Construct validity that 
shows strong correlations between the assessment 
content and the targeted ACCRS to be mastered. 
Additionally, consideration of the needs of 
subgroups has always been a part of the selection 
process. 
  


 


 


3. How is the assessment system aligned to the curriculum and instructional methodology?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  
 
The PEAK School curriculum and instructional 
methodology are aligned to the assessment system 
through summative, formative and benchmark 
assessments results that measure progress towards 
mastery of ACCRS.  This assessment system 
utilizes reading and mathematics instructional 
methodology and assessment procedures coming 
directly from The PEAK School's adopted 
curriculum. (e.g. HMH Journeys - weekly and unit 
benchmark assessments, Accelerated Math - 
assessments of mastery of ACCRS, etc).  


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
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Additionally, ISTEEP assessment procedures 
address assessment of supplemental materials and 
align to ACCRS. This assessment system utilizes 
reading and mathematics assessment procedures 
dictated by the degree of academic intervention 
needed by individual students.  Students in 
mainstream instruction with no intervention (RtI 
Tier 1 - See Response to Intervention explanation 
in Area III, #8 below) are engaged in standard 
curriculum with universal screenings three times 
annually, benchmark assessment on HMH 
Journeys, Common Core Coach ELA unit 
instruction, Common Core Mathematics unit 
instruction, Accelerated Math and STAR Math.  
RtI Tier 2 students are engaged in more intensive 
intervention specific to deficits in reading and 
mathematics.  Assessment procedures (ISTEEP 
Reading Fluency and Comprehension, My Reading 
Coach, HMH Journeys supplemental materials, 
Common Core Coach ELA supplemental 
materials, and ISTEEP Math Calculation) are 
completed on no less than a weekly basis in areas 
including reading fluency, vocabulary 
development, phonemic awareness/phonics skills, 
math calculation and reasoning skills.  RtI Tier 3 
intervention further increases the frequency of 
assessment along with the structure and intensity 
of intervention.  Consideration in Tier 3 may be for 
additional assistance through Special Education 
Services.  Assessment scheduling is no less than 
daily on targeted reading and/or mathematics RtI 
strategies.  Instructional effectiveness and 
curriculum adjustment are analyzed through data 
collected from multiple assessment sources by both 
formative and summative assessment means and 
reviewed by the Data Chat Team and 
Administrative/Charter Holder Teams.  
 


ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 
 
Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  
 
Sample Accelerated Reader Test  
 
DIBELS Kindergarten Assessment Data (Initial 
Sound Fluency, Nonsense Word Fluency, 
Phonemic Segmentation Fluency 


STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data)  
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading 
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4. What intervals are used to assess student progress? How does the assessment plan include 
data collection from multiple assessments, such as formative and summative assessments 
and common/benchmark assessments?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School's assessment plan includes data 
collection from multiple assessments (formative, 
summative and benchmark).  These multiple 
assessments were described in Area III, #1 above. 
Frequency intervals that are used to assess student 
progress are listed below: 


• HMH Journeys - HMH Journeys weekly 
lesson assessments (formative) and a 
benchmark assessment following every 5 
weeks of instruction (summative) are 
collected and reviewed weekly.  Further 
analysis of Journey's progress is reviewed 
every 4-5 weeks at Data Chat Team 
meetings. 


• Common  Core Performance Coach ELA 
consists of four strands with multiple 
lessons.  Benchmark assessment occurs at 
the end of instruction of each strand 
(summative).  Additionally there is a year-
end assessment (summative).  Performance 
Coach ELA also provides diagnostic 
component focusing critical practice and 
targeted review (formative). Data is 
collected and reviewed as completed.  
Data is also reviewed every 4-5 weeks at 
Data Chat Team meetings. 
 


• iSTEEP ELA assessments (iSCREEN/Oral 
Reading Fluency, Reading Maze, Writing, 
and Letter Naming Fluency) are all used 
for Universal Screening (summative) three 
times a year (fall, winter, spring). 


 
• iSCREEN (oral reading fluency) and 


Reading Maze may be used to assess some 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data 
 
Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  


Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 
 
Sample Accelerated Reader Test  
 
DIBELS Kindergarten Assessment Data (Initial 
Sound Fluency, 
Nonsense Word Fluency, Phonemic Segmentation 
Fluency 
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Special Education students quarterly to 
reflect IEP goal data (summative). 


 
• Ongoing  iSCREEN (oral reading fluency) 


progress monitoring with at-risk students 
occurs weekly (formative).  Data is 
reviewed every 4-5 weeks at Data Chat 
Team Meetings.  
 


• My Reading Coach consists of a placement 
test and cumulative review assessments 
(formative) following lessons 20, 32, 46 
and 61. Student progress is reviewed by 
classroom teachers weekly and every 4 to 
5 weeks at Data Chat Team meetings. 
 


• Accelerated Reader frequency intervals 
and data collection/analysis are based on 
individual student reading speeds.  
Classroom teachers review data and set 
goals for students. 


 
• DIBELS Kindergarten assessments 


(formative and summative) consisting of 
Initial Sound Fluency (given fall and 
winter), Letter Naming Fluency (given 
fall, winter and spring) Nonsense Word 
Fluency (given winter and spring), 
Phonemic Segmentation Fluency (given 
winter and spring).  Data analysis occurs 
after each assessment is given. 


 
• STAR Math is used for Universal 


Screening (summative) three times a year 
(fall, winter, spring). STAR Math is also 
used as needed to obtain diagnostic 
information for at risk learners (formative).   
 


• Accelerated Math Objectives mastered 
and/or benchmark assessments 
(summative) are collected and reviewed 
two times per month, and also at Data Chat 
meetings which occur every 4-5 weeks 
 


STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data) 


AIMS and AzMERIT (Summer 2015) Data 
Assessment   
 
AZELLA Assessment Data 
 
Sample ILLP 
 
Sample Redacted weekly progress reports on IEP 
Goals to Charter Holder/Program Specialist 
 
Sample Redacted Quarterly Assessments on IEP 
Goals 
 
Sample Teacher Made Assessment and Grade 
Book Page  
 
Sample Kindergarten Development Assessment  
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• Common Core Performance Coach 
Mathematics consists of five strands with 
multiple lessons in each strand.  
Benchmark assessment occurs at the end 
of instruction of each strand (summative).  
Additionally there is a year-end 
assessment (summative).  Data is reviewed 
every 4-5 weeks at Data Chat Team 
meetings. 


 
• ISTEEP Math assessments (Math 


Calculation and Number Naming Fluency) 
are used for Universal Screening 
(summative) three times a year (fall, 
winter, and spring) and data is reviewed 
after each assessment is given. 
 


• ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency assessments 
(formative)  are used to assess at-risk 
learners one time per week.  Data is 
reviewed at Data Chat Team meetings 
every 4 to 5 weeks. 
 


• AIMS and AzMERIT (summative) are 
given once per year in the Spring.  Data is 
analyzed minimally twice by staff.  Once 
whole group when school wide data is 
reviewed and once by classroom teachers 
as they review performance with students 
each fall. 


 
• AZELLA (formative and summative) 


Placement tests for new students or 
students without a current test are given 
each fall.  Data is used to create ILLPs.  
Reassessment is done each spring.  Data is 
reviewed to look for proficiency, and to 
continue services the following year based 
on need. 


  
• AIMS A is given once per year in the 


Spring. Data is analyzed minimally twice 
by staff.  Once whole group when school 
wide data is reviewed and once by teachers 
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as they review performance with parents at 
IEP meetings. 


  
• Special Education Evaluation (SPED) 


assessments are on-going throughout the 
school year.  Data is reviewed following 
the assessments. 


 
• Teacher Made Assessments are on-going 


throughout the school year.  Assessments 
are graded as they are completed.  Data is 
kept in a grade book by classroom teachers 


 
• Kindergarten Development Assessment 


(summative) is given three times a year 
(fall, winter and spring).  Data is collected 
and analyzed following each assessment. 


 


Analyzing Assessment Data 


5. How does the assessment system provide for analysis of assessment data? What intervals are 
used to analyze assessment data?   


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  
 
The process used by the PEAK School Assessment 
System for conducting analyses of relevant pupil 
achievement data involves one or more teams. 
These teams include individual student-teacher, 
student-parent-teacher, Data Chat, Parent-Teacher 
Group (PTG), Title I, School Board, Charter 
Holders and Administration. The purposes of each 
of the designated teams fit into one or two 
categories. Each team is directed toward specific 
individual student needs and/or teams designated 
for overarching views of data used in 
programmatic determinations for classrooms, 
groups and/or the school in its entirety. The 
purpose of the student-teacher/ student-parent-
teacher teams, Data Chat Team and Parent-Teacher 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
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Group is to provide information to one or more 
stakeholders in the areas of progress monitoring of 
student achievement, goal setting/progress 
projection, plans for intervention and development 
of strategies addressing academic/behavioral issues 
for individual students. These teams analyze data 
that frequently informs students, teachers and 
parents of academic/behavioral needs and identify 
collaborative strategies.  Additionally, the 
Administrative/Charter Holder and Title I Team 
determine curricular changes/adjustment for the 
school, classrooms, groups, as well as specialized 
needs for individual students (e.g. Tier 3 RtI).  
 
Each of these Teams analyzes the results of 
multiple sources of data relevant to its focus. These 
sources of data use analyses of individual student, 
classroom, and school wide outcomes on 
curriculum-based assessments (e.g. unit 
assessments, writing samples), curriculum based 
measurements (e.g. ISTEEP Probes, Accelerated 
Math Mastery Assessments, My Reading Coach), 
and normed evaluation instruments (e.g. Stanford 
10, AIMS) that are formative or summative in their 
structure.   
 
The Team procedure generally used for each of our 
aforementioned teams follows a circular pattern as 
dictated by the conclusions drawn from the data 
collected.  The series of six steps in the procedures 
are taught to each of the participant Team members 
through presentation of the Team Process Cycle 
(See Chart, Area II, #1), modeling analysis of 
unidentifiable student data and rehearsal of each 
step in the Team Process Cycle.  The consistent 
structure and practice appear to be effective in 
training Team members.  
 
 


Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


 
iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data 
 
Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  
 


Data Chat Team Summary Sheets (ongoing 
ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My Reading Coach, 
Star Math, etc.) 
 
Sample Accelerated Reader Test  
 
DIBELS Kindergarten Assessment Data (Initial 
Sound Fluency, 
Nonsense Word Fluency, Phonemic Segmentation 
Fluency 
 
STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data) 


AIMS and AzMERIT (Summer 2015) Data 
Assessment   
 
AZELLA Assessment Data 
 
Sample Redacted weekly progress reports on IEP 
Goals to Charter Holder/Program Specialist 
 
Sample Redacted Quarterly Assessments on IEP 
Goals 
 
Sample Teacher Made Assessment and Grade 
Book Page  
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The intervals that are used to analyze assessment 
data are as follow:  


 
• HMH Journeys - HMH Journeys weekly 


lesson assessments (formative) and a 
benchmark assessment following every 5 
weeks of instruction (summative) are 
collected and reviewed weekly.  Further 
analysis of Journey's progress is reviewed 
every 4-5 weeks at Data Chat Team 
meetings. 
  


• Common  Core Performance Coach ELA 
consists of four strands with multiple 
lessons.  Benchmark assessment occurs at 
the end of instruction of each strand 
(summative).  Additionally there is a year-
end assessment (summative).  Performance 
Coach ELA also provides diagnostic 
component focusing critical practice and 
targeted review (formative). Data is 
collected and reviewed as completed.  
Data is also reviewed every 4-5 weeks at 
Data Chat Team meetings. 
 


• iSTEEP ELA assessments (iSCREEN/Oral 
Reading Fluency, Reading Maze, Writing, 
and Letter Naming Fluency) are all used 
for Universal Screening (summative) three 
times a year (fall, winter, spring). 


 
• iSCREEN (oral reading fluency) and 


Reading Maze may be used to assess some 
Special Education students quarterly to 
reflect IEP goal data (summative). 


 
• Ongoing  iSCREEN (oral reading fluency) 


progress monitoring with at-risk students 
occurs weekly (formative).  Data is 
reviewed every 4-5 weeks at Data Chat 
Team Meetings.  
 


Sample Kindergarten Development Assessment  
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• My Reading Coach consists of a placement 
test and cumulative review assessments 
(formative) following lessons 20, 32, 46 
and 61. Student progress is reviewed by 
classroom teachers weekly and every 4 to 
5 weeks at Data Chat Team meetings. 
 


• Accelerated Reader frequency intervals 
and data collection/analysis are based on 
individual student reading speeds.  
Classroom teachers review data and set 
goals for students. 


 
• DIBELS Kindergarten assessments 


(formative and summative) consisting of 
Initial Sound Fluency (given fall and 
winter), Letter Naming Fluency (given 
fall, winter and spring) Nonsense Word 
Fluency (given winter and spring), 
Phonemic Segmentation Fluency (given 
winter and spring).  Data analysis occurs 
after each assessment is given. 


 
• STAR Math is used for Universal 


Screening (summative) three times a year 
(fall, winter, spring). STAR Math is also 
used as needed to obtain diagnostic 
information for at risk learners (formative).   
 


• Accelerated Math Objectives mastered 
and/or benchmark assessments 
(summative) are collected and reviewed 
two times per month, and also at Data Chat 
meetings which occur every 4-5 weeks 
 


• Common Core Performance Coach 
Mathematics consists of five strands with 
multiple lessons in each strand.  
Benchmark assessment occurs at the end 
of instruction of each strand (summative).  
Additionally there is a year-end 
assessment (summative).  Data is reviewed 
and analyzed every 4-5 weeks at Data Chat 
Team meetings. 
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• ISTEEP Math assessments (Math 


Calculation and Number Naming Fluency) 
are used for Universal Screening 
(summative) three times a year (fall, 
winter, and spring) and data is reviewed 
after each assessment is given. 
 


• ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency assessments 
(formative)  are used to assess at-risk 
learners one time per week.  Data is 
reviewed at Data Chat Team meetings 
every 4 to 5 weeks. 
 


• AIMS and AzMERIT (summative) are 
given once per year in the Spring.  Data is 
analyzed minimally twice by staff.  Once 
whole group when school wide data is 
reviewed and once by classroom teachers 
as they review performance with students 
each fall. 


 
• AZELLA (formative and summative) 


Placement tests for new students or 
students without a current test are given 
each fall.  Data is used to create ILLPs.  
Reassessment is done each spring.  Data is 
reviewed to look for proficiency, and to 
continue services the following year based 
on need. 


  
• AIMS A and NCSC is given once per year 


in the Spring. Data is analyzed minimally 
twice by staff.  Once whole group when 
school wide data is reviewed and once by 
teachers as they review performance with 
parents at IEP meetings. 


  
• Special Education Evaluation (SPED) 


assessments are analyzed as needed 
throughout the school year.  Data is 
reviewed following the assessments. 
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• Teacher Made Assessments are on-going 
throughout the school year.  Assessments 
are graded and analyzed as they are 
completed.  Data is kept in a grade book 
by classroom teachers. 


 
• Kindergarten Development Assessment 


(summative) is given three times a year 
(fall, winter and spring).  Data is collected 
and analyzed following each assessment. 


 


 


6. How is the analysis used to evaluate instructional and curricular effectiveness?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 
words):  
 
The analysis of assessment data used to evaluate 
instructional and curricular effectiveness is used 
by:  
 


• The Data Chat and Administrative/Charter 
Holder Teams use student achievement 
data to inform instruction. Specific areas in 
need of standard (Tier 1) or specialized 
instruction (Tiers 2 or 3) that also use this 
data to evaluate effectiveness of 
instructional practices.  The Team process 
guides the Administrative/Charter Holder 
Team in the use of data analysis in 
evaluating instruction and ultimately 
making decisions on instructional 
plans/curriculum changes used by staff 
with groups and/or individual students. 


 
• The Administrative/Charter Holder Team 


and Title I Team (Team Process Cycle) to 
review and use the analysis to make 
general school evaluative decisions that 
guide determinations on curricular 
effectiveness (e.g. Are students on all three 
Tiers of RtI making appropriate academic 
gains in reading and mathematics?).   


List documents that serve as evidence 
of implementation of this process:  
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis, and example of  
 
AIMS Summary Concept Performance  Report 
 
Agenda and Notes from Title I Team Meeting 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
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Additionally, the fundamental analysis of RtI 
involves the use of data analysis on mastery of 
individual and/or specific group student skills over 
a particular amount of time to determine a positive 
(sufficient rate of growth over time), or insufficient 
rate of learning slope that fails to meet State 
expectations and requires curricular and/or 
instructional modifications. 
 


ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data. 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data 
 
Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  
 
Sample Accelerated Reader Test  
 
DIBELS Kindergarten Assessment Data (Initial 
Sound Fluency, 
Nonsense Word Fluency, Phonemic Segmentation 
Fluency 
 
STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data) 
 
AIMS and AzMERIT (Summer 2015) Data 
Assessment   


AZELLA Assessment Data 
 
Sample Individual Language Learner Plans 
(ILLPs)  
 
Sample Teacher Made Assessment and Grade 
Book Page  
 
Sample Kindergarten Development Assessment  
 
Photographs of  Data Walls 
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7. How is the analysis used to adjust curriculum and instruction in a timely manner? What 
intervals are used to adjust curriculum and instruction? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  
 
The analysis of assessment data used to evaluate 
instructional and curricular effectiveness for the 
purpose of adjustment of curriculum and 
instruction requires analysis of formative and 
summative assessment data and anecdotal 
observations by staff and collaborative Teams. 
This process involves support personnel, 
instructional staff, Lead Teacher/Director, and 
Charter Holders in analysis of data utilizing one or 
more Teams (e.g. Data Chat, 
Administrative/Charter-Holder, etc.)  The process 
(for students in RtI Tiers 2 and 3) includes:  
 


• A Data Chat Team meeting including 
classroom teachers for specific students, 
Title I Teacher, Lead Teacher/Director, 
Charter Holders, and SPED Teacher, with 
optional parent and student participation. If 
there is no parent participation, the parent 
is contacted by phone or in person to 
clarify information and recommendations 
for curriculum/instructional adjustments as 
recommended by the Data Chat Team. 
 


• A Data Chat Team review of progress of 
individual students in areas targeted for 
improvement.  The Team determines the 
need for updating interventions. Two of 
the interventions may include adjusting 
instruction and or adjusting curriculum. 


 
Data Chat Teams may also review curricular 
and/or instructional adjustment needs for students 
or groups of students functioning in Tier 1 
(mainstream) instruction when additional needs for 
differentiated instruction appear in daily Math or 
Reading. Curricular adjustments are also 
considered in this manner.  


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis,  
 
Sample of AIMS Summary Concept Performance 
Report 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data 
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The timelines for adjustment of instructional 
practices include adjustments by the Data Chat 
Team every 4 to 5 weeks or sooner in the event a 
critical student need is identified. The Title I/SPED 
Teacher assists in adjusting instruction. 
 
Timelines for curricular adjustment are established 
on a case-by-case basis by the Data Chat and 
Administrative/Charter Holder Teams with input 
from other Teams. Curricular adjustment timelines 
are categorized as: 
 
1.  Those requiring immediate adjustment.  
Completed within one week; 
 
2.  Those requiring immediate adjustment during 
the quarter or semester.  Timelines are completed 
by the end of a quarter or semester; 
 
3.  Those that are major adjustments requiring 
pilot, adoption or revision. These may require up to 
one to two years to complete. 
 


Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  
 
Sample Accelerated Reader Test  
 
DIBELS Kindergarten Assessment Data (Initial 
Sound Fluency, Nonsense Word Fluency, 
Phonemic Segmentation Fluency 
 
STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data) 
 
AIMS and AzMERIT (Summer 2015) Data 
Assessment   


AZELLA Assessment Data 
 
 


 


 


Adapted to Meet the Needs of Subgroups (Address all relevant measures) 


8. How does the assessment system assess students with proficiency in the bottom 25%/non-
proficient students to determine the effectiveness of supplemental and/or differentiated 
instruction and curriculum? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School's assessment system of 
formative and summative assessments  used with 
students with bottom 25% proficiency measure 
progress toward or mastery of ACCRS.  The 
PEAK School's assessment system was designed to 
adapt to the needs of students with proficiency in 
the bottom 25% /non-proficient students (bottom 
25%).  A full range of assessment capabilities was 
developed by PEAK School Charter Holders prior 
to the start of PEAK School and has been modified 
as needed to address the assessment questions 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
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critical to the bottom 25% student population, as 
well as all DSP subgroups and other groups with 
special needs.  The structure of The PEAK 
School's assessment system that makes it adaptable 
to a broad range of student skill levels is clearly 
seen in the Response to Intervention (RtI) three-
tiered model. 
 
Specifically, the RtI approach structures a model of 
interventions and assessments needed in 
addressing the academic deficits of students in the 
bottom 25%.  This begins with Tier I activities 
such as Universal Screening for all students. This 
guides the process of determining the direction and 
extent of services required for all students to 
accelerate their learning curves in all academic 
areas.   Additionally, students with significant 
academic deficits noted on the Universal Screening 
are further assessed to determine class-wide 
problems and/or motivational issues (e.g. Can’t 
Do/Won’t Do concerns), or need for Tier II 
intervention (e.g. After School Intervention - ASI). 
 
In Tier II, more intensive direct instruction and 
assessment is focused on individual student 
academic deficits with research based 
assessment/interventions and computer based 
assessments (e.g. My Reading Coach).  Support is 
provided in small groups during daily reading and 
math blocks. Additionally, before and after school 
tutoring in the Extended School Program (ESP) 
and specialized Tier II after school tutoring groups 
(ASI) utilize evidence based direct 
instruction/assessment (e.g. ISTEEP assessments). 
Approximately every 4 to 5 weeks the Data Chat 
Teams meet to review each Tier II student’s 
progress based on data, to make recommendations, 
or decisions for moving forward.  Inadequate Tier 
II responses prompt Tier III 
assessment/interventions.   


Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency  
 
iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data 
 
Data Chat Team Summary Sheets (ongoing 
ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My Reading Coach, 
Star Math, etc.) 
 
Agenda and Sign in Sheet for Beginning of the 
Year SPED Training 
 
STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data) 
Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  


Agenda and Staff Sign in Sheet for Beginning of 
the Year Training re AIMS Analysis and 
Identification of Students in the Bottom 25% 


 Photograph of Data Wall re Bottom 25%/Non-
Proficient Students 
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In Tier III, the process of review of accumulated 
data provides a framework for highly structured 
short term interventions/assessment. These 
interventions are based on identified strategies 
shown to have had a positive student achievement 
outcome on multiple frequent assessments using 
very specific formative assessments. The focus of 
Tier III is on the possibility of determining the 
need for more intensive support. The need for 
Special Education services and eligibility for 
placement in Learning Disabilities classification is 
considered. These decisions are based on the 
school MET Team's (parent, teacher, Special 
Education teacher, School Psychologist and Lead 
Teacher/Director)  review of learning slopes 
following intensive intervention along with 
specialized evaluation results. 


 


9. How does the assessment system assess ELLs to determine the effectiveness of 
supplemental and/or differentiated instruction and curriculum? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 
An assessment system of formative and summative 
assessments that measure progress toward or 
mastery of ACCRS (in Reading and Math) 
progress monitors all ELL students at PEAK 
School. Assessments for ELLs are dictated by the 
most current data based needs identified in 
Universal Screening (e.g. ISTEEP assessments 
materials and Star Math assessments) and other 
Tier 1 assessment approaches such as Journey's 
benchmarks, Common Core Performance Core 
Coach Mathematics strand assessments and 
Accelerated Math assessments. Inclusion in Tier 2 
or 3 assessment within the RtI model are an option 
when academic needs justify more intensive 
approaches. AZELLA assessment results guide 
plans for Individualized Language Learner Plan 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 
 
AZELLA Assessment Data 
 
Sample Individual Language Learner Plans 
(ILLPs) 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
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structure specifically in language skills 
development and need for more specific 
assessment. ELL students with Tier I needs are 
provided intensive background information 
instruction through the content rich Core 
Knowledge sequence. Results of this intervention 
are assessed by both formative and teacher made 
assessments. 
 
 


 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency  
 
iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 
 
STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data) 
 
Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  
 
 


10. How does the assessment system assess FRL-eligible students to determine the effectiveness 
of supplemental and/or differentiated instruction and curriculum? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  
 
The PEAK School has  an assessment system of 
formative and summative measures that progress 
monitor toward or mastery of ACCRS (in Reading 
and Math) with consideration of the 80.89% of the 
school population qualified as FRL. Students in 
mainstream instruction with no academic 
intervention (RtI Tier 1) are engaged in standard 
curriculum with Universal Screenings three times 
annually. Their weekly lesson and benchmark 
assessments (every 5 weeks) on HMH Journeys, 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
benchmark assessments, Common Core 
Performance Coach Mathematics strand 
assessments, Accelerated Math and STAR Math 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
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assessments.  Tier 2 students are engaged in more 
intensive intervention specific to deficits in reading 
and mathematics.  Assessment procedures 
(ISTEEP Reading Fluency and Comprehension 
assessments, My Reading Coach assessment, 
HMH Journeys supplemental materials 
assessments, Common Core Coach ELA 
supplemental materials assessments, and ISTEEP 
Math Calculation assessments) are completed on 
no less than a weekly basis in areas including 
reading fluency, vocabulary development, 
phonemic awareness/phonics skills, math 
calculation and reasoning skills.  Tier 3 
intervention/assessments further increases the 
frequency of assessment along with the structure 
and intensity of intervention.  Consideration in Tier 
3 may be for additional assistance through Special 
Education services.  Assessment scheduling is no 
less than daily on targeted progress monitoring of 
reading and/or mathematics learning using RtI 
strategies.  Instructional effectiveness and 
curriculum adjustment are analyzed through data 
collected from multiple assessment sources by both 
formative and summative assessment means and 
reviewed by the Data Chat Team and 
administration. Included in the 80.89% FRL 
population is a small percentage of Homeless 
Children and Youth (HCY) students.  A large 
majority of HCY students have benefited from 
academic support through RtI 
assessment/interventions. Assessment and 
academic support for HCY students also include 
Extended School Program (before and after school 
hours) and for more intensive services, After 
School Intervention (tutoring and assessment) 
/ASI. 
 
 
 


Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency  


 
iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data 
 
Data Chat Team Summary Sheets (ongoing 
ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My Reading Coach, 
Star Math, etc.) 
 
Agenda and Sign in Sheet for Beginning of the 
Year (FRL) Training 
 


STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data) 


Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  


Agenda and Sign in Sheet for Beginning of the 
Year HCY Training 
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11. How does the assessment system assess students with disabilities to determine the 


effectiveness of supplemental and/or differentiated instruction and curriculum? 
Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  
 


An adaptable assessment system of formative and 
summative assessments that measure progress 
toward or mastery of ACCRS (in Reading and 
Math) is  key to the services provided students 
with disabilities (SPED) at the PEAK School.  


This assessment system utilizes reading and 
mathematics assessment (in time frequency 
intervals)  dictated by the degree of academic 
intervention needed by individual students.  
Students with disabilities (e.g. physically 
handicapped) in mainstream instruction with no 
academic intervention (RtI Tier 1) are engaged in 
standard curriculum (with any needed 
differentiated instructional strategies) and 
Universal Screenings three times annually (e.g. 
ISTEEP assessments materials and Star Math 
assessments) and other Tier 1 assessment 
approaches such as Journey's benchmarks, 
Common Core Performance Core Coach 
Mathematics strand assessments and Accelerated 
Math assessments.) 


Tier 2 students are engaged in more intensive 
intervention specific to deficits in reading and 
mathematics.  Assessment procedures (ISTEEP 
Reading Fluency and Comprehension assessments, 
My Reading Coach daily assessment, HMH 
Journeys supplemental materials assessments, 
Common Core Coach ELA supplemental materials 
assessment, and ISTEEP Math Calculation 
assessment) are completed on no less than  a 
weekly basis in areas identified on the IEP that 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 
 
Sample Redacted weekly progress reports on IEP 
Goals to Charter Holder/Program Specialist 


 
Sample Redacted Quarterly Assessments on IEP 
Goals 
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency  


 
iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data. 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data 
 
Data Chat Team Summary Sheets (ongoing 
ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My Reading Coach, 
Star Math, etc.) 
 
Agenda and Sign in Sheet for Beginning of the 
Year SPED Training 
 
STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or On-
going Diagnostic Data) 
 
Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  
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may include reading fluency, vocabulary 
development, phonemic awareness/phonics skills, 
math calculation and reasoning skills.  Tier 3 
intervention/assessment further increases the 
frequency of assessment along with the structure 
and intensity of intervention.  Consideration in Tier 
3 may be for additional assistance through other 
disability categories of  Special Education 
Services.  Assessment scheduling is no less than 
daily on targeted reading and/or mathematics RtI 
strategies.  Instructional effectiveness and 
curriculum adjustment are analyzed through data 
collected from both formative and summative 
assessment means and reviewed by the Data Chat 
Team and Administrative/Charter Holders.   
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Area IV: Monitoring Instruction 
Monitoring the Integration of Standards 


1. What is the Charter Holder’s process for monitoring the integration of standards into 
classroom instruction? How does the Charter Holder monitor whether or not instructional 
staff implements an ACCRS-aligned curriculum with fidelity?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


The PEAK School monitors the integration of 
ACCRS into instruction by Charter Holders and 
Lead Teacher/Director monitoring the systematic 
implementation by PEAK Staff of  its adopted 
Taskstream lesson planning system, English 
language arts programs, and mathematics 
programs (HMH Journeys, Common Core 
Performance Coach ELA, My Reading Coach, 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics, 
Accelerated Math, etc.)  (See Area II, #7, Area III, 
#4 and Area III, #5 above re timelines).  


In 2009 Taskstream (Lesson Planning) was 
adopted after reviewing the program’s research 
and field testing at Northern Arizona University. 
This nationally operated, internet based program is 
working effectively in aligning ACCRS to 
instruction and is intended to be continued in its 
usage in the future. It provides proper internet 
access of lesson plans to PEAK School teachers, 
Lead Teacher/Director, Charter Holders and 
personnel evaluators. Taskstream provides clear 
and concise information needed in structuring an 
integrity driven teaching/assessment process for 
all students (on ACCRS), while supporting 
personnel evaluation monitoring by a combination 
of Taskstream documentation and random 
supervisory observations.  This combination of 
lesson plan review with random observation is 
central to the personnel evaluation process used at 


List documents that serve as evidence 
of implementation of this process:  
 
Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
Formative Observation Checklist 


PEAK School Teacher Evaluation Forms 
 
Publisher Outlines or Summaries of Instructional 
Features of Adopted Curriculum 
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The PEAK School.  Teachers are evaluated and 
held accountable for student outcomes on teaching 
the ACCRS and adopted curriculum based on the 
Arizona Framework for Evaluating Educator 
Effectiveness. In addition to aligning efficiently to 
lesson planning, the features of each ELA and 
mathematics program provide teachers with solid 
instructional structure.  


HMH Journeys instructional features include:  
  


• Formative/benchmark assessments of each 
instructional unit that inform teacher 
needs for re-teaching/re-assessing 
(ACCRS); 
 


• Explicit vocabulary instruction; 
 


• Phonics instruction;  
 


• Reading fluency rehearsal; and, 
 


• Components of Balanced Literacy:  "I do, 
We do, You do" approach.  
 


Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
instructional features include: 
   


• Benchmark assessments to determine rate 
of progress and drive instruction 
(ACCRS); 
 


• Explicit teacher led instruction; 
 


• "Close" reading of complex texts; 
 


• Modeled passages; 
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• Use of anchor standards; 
 


• Instruction within the context of reading 
passages; 
 


• Authentic test practice ; 
 


• Diagnostic assessment focusing critical 
practice and targeted review;   
 


• Review of comprehension skills provided 
for both literary and informational texts; 
 


• Rigorous writing and listening practice 
including informative, narrative, and 
argumentative texts; and, 
 


• Resources that assist teachers in 
differentiating or extending instruction for 
various subgroups. 


 
My Reading Coach instructional features include:   


• Aligned to ACCRS 


• Direct instruction through electronic and 
supplemental materials that focus on 
phonemic awareness, phonics, reading 
comprehension, grammar, and spelling; 
 


• Electronic instruction presented by a 
reading specialist and speech pathologist; 
and, 
 


• Formative electronic assessment that 
creates data based reports designed to 
continuously inform classroom teacher 
delivery of instruction with critical 
interventions. 
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Accelerated Math instructional features include: 
 


• Alignment to ACCRS; 
 


• Evidence based/research supported 
(Isseldyke) and Renaissance Learning 
white paper; and, 
 


• Individualized with an electronic 
gradebook with ongoing progress 
monitoring. 


 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
curriculum features include: 
 


• Alignment to ACCRS;  
 


• Scaffolded instruction and practice while 
exposing students to question types such 
as multi-select, matching, and 
performance tasks; 
 


• Providing students and teachers rigorous 
and purposeful review and practice; and, 
 


• Resources that assist teachers in 
differentiating or extending instruction for 
various subgroups. 


2. How does the Charter Holder monitor the effectiveness of standards-based instruction 
throughout the year? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 
The  


PEAK School Charter Holders and Lead 
Teacher/Director monitor the effectiveness of 
standards-based instruction throughout the year 
through systems designed for on-going 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Year-long Curriculum Maps Aligning Content 
with ACCRS  
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monitoring.  These systems include Year-Long 
Curriculum Maps, Taskstream lesson plans, on-
going collection of assessment data (e.g. HMH 
Journeys benchmark assessments, etc.),  Data Chat 
Summary sheets, formal personnel evaluations, 
and weekly informal observations/integrity checks 
(using a formative checklist) of applied ACCRS 
instruction that is tied to Taskstream lesson plans. 
(See Area II, #7, Area III, #4 and Area III, #5 
above re timelines).  


Additionally, daily focus on monitoring 
effectiveness is continued in each teachers' lounge 
which contain data walls.  Confidential student 
information can be viewed frequently and "at a 
glance" by staff, Lead Teacher/Director  and 
Charter Holders with a "need to know".  Research 
has shown that enlarged visual depictions of 
progress in academic assessment data provide 
positive feedback that in turn has a positive effect 
on teacher behavior and student outcomes.  A data 
wall is posted in each teachers’ lounge to enhance 
staff understanding of student/class baselines and 
progress.  The data walls are used to assist staff in 
goal setting.  Data walls consist of a variety of 
ongoing assessment data (e.g. Accelerated Math 
objectives mastered) showing student  progress.  
All students with significant academic deficits 
(Tiers 2 and 3) including the bottom 25%, FRL, 
ELL, and SPED) are posted for both reading and 
math. Data Wall assessment data is collected and 
updated every two weeks by the Lead 
Teacher/Director. 


 


 


 


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Data Chat Summary Sheets 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
PEAK School Teacher Evaluation Forms 
 
Proposition 301 Merit Pay requirements 
 
Photographs of Data Walls 
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Evaluating Instructional Practices 


3. What is the Charter Holder’s process for evaluating instructional practices? How does this 
process evaluate the quality of instruction?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


The PEAK School Charter Holders and Lead 
Teacher/Director monitor the integration of 
ACCRS into instruction by administration 
reviewing and monitoring the systematic 
implementation of  its adopted lesson planning 
system, English Language Arts (ELA) Programs, 
and mathematics programs (Taskstream, Common 
Core Performance Coach ELA, HMH Journeys, 
My Reading Coach, Common Core Performance 
Coach Mathematics, Accelerated Math, etc. - See 
2012 PMP).  Taskstream ELA lesson plans are 
required of teachers and are reviewed for 
implementation of adopted curriculum, pacing, 
and alignment to ACCRS.  Lesson plan review is 
followed up with informal classroom 
observations/integrity checks which are ongoing. 
Informal observations/integrity checks include the 
use of a checklist to ensure instruction is aligned 
with ACCRS and lesson plans.  Frequent feedback 
is provided to teachers regarding lesson plans and 
instructional practices.  Standards based 
assessments (both formative and summative) are 
reviewed by Lead Teacher/Director and a follow-
up collaboration with teachers occurs regarding 
students who perform poorly on the assessments. 
(See Area II, #7, Area III, #4 and Area III, #5 
above re timelines).  


The PEAK School also completes formal teacher 
evaluations (each semester) aligned with the 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Year-long Curriculum Maps Aligning Content 
with ACCRS  


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Summary Sheets 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
PEAK School Teacher Evaluation Forms 
 
Proposition 301 Merit Pay requirements 
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Arizona Educator Proficiency Framework.  The 
evaluation cycle includes a pre-observation 
conference, classroom observation, either 
scheduled or unscheduled, with the use of an 
observation checklist, write up of the evaluation 
with a formative feedback narrative and a post-
observation conference.  This teacher evaluation 
process, in conjunction with weekly walk-through 
observations/integrity checks and on-going review 
of student achievement outcomes thoroughly 
evaluate the quality of instruction. 


In addition to these administrative procedures, 
Data Chat Team meetings (every 4 to 5 weeks) 
provide continuous student data analysis and 
feedback to teachers regarding instructional 
practices via Team recommendations,  These 
recommendations inform and guide teacher 
planning and instruction for individual and/or 
groups of students. This process for evaluating 
instructional practice monitors and informs the 
Charter Holders in an ongoing manner. 


 


 


 


 


 


4. How does this process identify individual strengths, weaknesses, and needs?   


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


The Charter Holders process of monitoring 
instructional practice looks at the quality of 
instruction by addressing strengths, weaknesses 
and needs noted in:    


• Lesson planning aligned to ACCRS - The 
Taskstream lesson plan template 
developed by The Charter Holder presents 
a structure that assists teachers in 
identifying ACCRS for each plan 
constructed by a teacher. When the 
standards driven plan is evaluated in its 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Year-long Curriculum Maps Aligning Content 
with ACCRS  


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
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entirety, potential strengths, weaknesses, 
and needs become apparent as the 
connection between the strategies of 
instruction of the lesson and ACCRS may 
or may not fit into a functional 
instructional process. Areas of concern 
may be in the areas of pacing, addressing 
needs of subgroups, use of technology, 
clarity of presentations, need for 
supplemental materials or differentiated 
instruction, etc.  


• Usage of reading and math programs - 
When evaluating instructional practices 
used in reading and Math, critical areas to 
determine strengths, weaknesses and 
needs include teacher knowledge of the 
content background, teacher skills in 
assessment and instruction, knowledge of 
curricular material, supplemental 
materials and differentiated instruction, 
etc.  


• Observations/integrity checks - Lesson 
plan review is followed up with informal 
classroom observation/integrity checks 
(weekly) which are ongoing. Informal 
observations/integrity checks include the 
use of a checklist to ensure instruction is 
aligned with ACCRS and lesson plans.  
Frequent feedback is provided to teachers 
regarding lesson plans and instructional 
practices to identify strengths, weaknesses 
and needs when comparing the lesson plan 
to the actual application of instruction in 
the classroom. Integrity of instruction that 
matches the plan is the goal.   


• Assessment of student learning (that 
shows or does not show progress) - The 


 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Data Chat Summary Sheets 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
PEAK School Teacher Evaluation Forms 
 
Sample Lead Teacher/Charter Holder emails re 
Teacher Evaluation Review 


Proposition 301 Merit Pay requirements  
 
Sample Proposition 301 Teacher Summary of 
Activities (completed each Semester) 
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data collected through multiple 
assessment procedures provides a measure 
of the outcome of instruction that clearly 
defines strengths, weaknesses and needs 
in the practice of instruction. This data is 
further analyzed in the context of other 
student observations and anecdotal 
information to better clarify instructional 
strengths, weaknesses and needs of one 
student and teacher at a time every 4 to 5 
weeks at Data Chat Team meetings. 


• Personnel evaluations - The Lead 
Teacher/Director also completes formal 
teacher evaluations (each semester) 
aligned with the Arizona Educator 
Proficiency Framework.  The evaluation 
cycle includes a pre-observation 
conference, classroom observation, either 
scheduled or unscheduled, with the use of 
an observation checklist, write up of the 
evaluation with a formative feedback 
narrative and a post-observation 
conference.  This teacher evaluation 
process in conjunction with weekly walk-
through observations/integrity checks and 
on-going review of student achievement 
outcomes thoroughly evaluate the quality 
of instruction while clearly identifying 
strengths, weaknesses and needs of staff. 
Additionally, the Charter 
Holder/Superintendent reviews each 
formal teacher evaluation as they occur. 
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Providing Analysis and Feedback to Further Develop Instructional Quality 


5. How does the Charter Holder provide feedback on strengths, weaknesses, and learning 
needs based on the evaluation of instructional practices?   


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


The Charter Holders' system to analyze and 
provide feedback on strengths, weaknesses, and 
learning needs is based on an evaluation of 
teachers instructional practices. This evaluation 
includes:  


• Lesson planning aligned to ACCRS - 
Taskstream lesson plans can be viewed 
on-line or in person. Identification of 
strengths, weaknesses and needs in 
planning, preparation and ACCRS 
alignment are documented in a timely 
manner prior to personnel evaluation.  
Additionally, a mentoring/coaching 
meeting is scheduled with the teacher by 
the Lead Teacher/Director or RtI 
Coordinator/Teacher Trainer. 


• Usage of reading and math programs - 
Weekly and bi-weekly assessment data 
collected  and reviewed by the Lead 
Teacher/Director provides feedback 
information to be shared with the Charter 
Holders and teachers when identifying 
strengths, weaknesses and needs in 
instructional practices. 


• Observations/ integrity checks - Lesson 
plan review is followed up with informal 
classroom observations/integrity checks 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Year-long Curriculum Maps Aligning Content 
with ACCRS  


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
PEAK School Teacher Evaluation Forms 
 
Sample Mentoring Meeting/Assignment 
Documentation 
 
Photographs of Data Walls 
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(weekly) which are ongoing. Informal 
observations/integrity checks include the 
use of a checklist to ensure instruction is 
aligned with ACCRS and lesson plans.  
Frequent feedback is provided to teachers 
regarding lesson plans and instructional 
practices to identify strengths, weaknesses 
and needs when comparing the lesson plan 
to the actual application of instruction in 
the classroom. Integrity of instruction that 
matches the plan is the goal.    


• Assessment of student learning (that 
shows or does not show progress) -  Data 
Walls in each teachers' lounge provides 
feedback to staff re individual students 
and classes (updated every two weeks). 
Data Team Chat Meetings (every 4 to 5 
weeks) also provide observational 
feedback and specific data on  individual 
student academic growth. These sources 
guide feedback to teachers from the Lead 
Teacher/Director and Charter Holders that 
identify teachers' strengths, weaknesses 
and needs in their instructional practices. 
(Data Walls are updated with new data 
every two weeks). 


• Personnel evaluations - The PEAK School 
also completes formal teacher evaluations 
(each semester) aligned with the Arizona 
Educator Proficiency Framework 
(reviewed by Charter Holders).  The 
evaluation cycle includes a pre-
observation conference, classroom 
observation, either scheduled or 
unscheduled, with the use of an 
observation checklist, write up of the 
evaluation with a formative feedback 
narrative and a post-observation 
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conference.  This teacher evaluation 
process in conjunction with weekly walk-
through observations/integrity checks and 
on-going review of student achievement 
outcomes thoroughly evaluate the quality 
of instruction while clearly identifying 
strengths, weaknesses and needs of 
teaching staff. 


6. How does the Charter Holder analyze this information? What does the data about quality of 
instruction tell the Charter Holder? What has the Charter Holder done in response?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The Charter Holders and administration analyze 
information and provide feedback to further 
develop instructional quality. The process used for 
analysis includes the collection of data from 
formative and summative assessment results, the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team process for 
curriculum evaluation (see Team Process Cycle 
chart) and information shared by the Title I and 
Data Chat Teams.  (see Area II, #1, Area II, #7, 
Area III, #4 and Area III, #5 above re timelines). 
This data tells the Charter Holders and 
administration of strengths, weaknesses and needs 
the instructional staff have so that this information 
will be taken into consideration when developing 
instructional quality responses.                  


The Charter Holders' response to data based 
conclusions include responses to both positive and 
negative data.   


Samples of positive data responses are listed 
below: 


• Provide professional development in areas 
of need identified by the teacher (as 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
Sample AIMS Summary Concept Performance 
Report 
 
Agenda and Notes from Title I Team Meeting 
 
PEAK School Needs Assessment 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 
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opposed to "assigning" the teacher 
professional development) 


• Assignment as a mentor/coach to assist 
less experienced teachers or teachers who 
are struggling in an identified area 


• Providing  opportunities to expand the 
teacher's sense of job satisfaction with 
additional areas of responsibility (e.g. 
acting as a building designee, assignment 
of a university student or student teacher)  


• Full merit pay 


• Annual raise based on performance 


Samples of negative data responses are listed 
below: 


• Provide professional development in areas 
of need identified by the 
Administration/Charter Holder(s) 


• Mentoring/Coaching of individual 
teachers including modeling of instruction 
by a master teacher and/or lesson planning 
with a master teacher 


• Additional unscheduled observations 
using the evaluation system (beyond the 
two that are required annually) 


• Written Plans of improvement outlining 
specific instructional target behavior 


• Reduction of Merit Pay 


• Non-renewal of teaching contract 


 


Sample Written Plan of Improvement 
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Adapted to Meet the Needs of Subgroups(Address all relevant measures) 


7. How does the Charter Holder monitor and evaluate supplemental and/or differentiated 
instruction targeted to address the needs of students with proficiency in the bottom 
25%/non-proficient students? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


The PEAK School Charter Holders monitor the 
integration of ACCRS into instruction to ensure it 
is meeting the needs of students with proficiency 
in the bottom 25%/Non-Proficient Students. The 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team reviews and 
monitors the systematic implementation of  its 
adopted lesson planning system, English 
Language Arts (ELA) Programs, and mathematics 
programs (e.g. Taskstream, Common Core 
Performance Coach ELA, HMH Journeys, My 
Reading Coach, Common Core Performance 
Coach Mathematics, Accelerated Math, etc.).  (see 
Area II, #1, Area II, #7, Area III, #4 and Area III, 
#5 above re timelines). 


Academic achievement data is collected/reviewed 
for all students in the bottom 25%/Non-
Proficiency, along with Data Chat Team 
summaries of individual student progress. This 
monitoring by the Administrative/Charter Holder 
Team is designed to ensure that each Bottom 
25%/non-proficient student has effective 
instruction. 


The PEAK School recognizes that effective 
instruction successfully meets the needs of all 
students through differentiated instructional 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My  
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) iSCREEN Oral 
Reading Fluency ongoing assessment data. 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data 
 
STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or 
On-going Diagnostic Data)  


STAR Math Sample Diagnostic Report 
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strategies.  It also recognizes that effective 
teachers differentiate instruction based on learner 
needs.  Struggling readers who need differentiated 
instruction lack the strategies to make sense of 
what they read and the stamina to persist in what 
they read.  High-quality instruction for these 
students includes authentic purposes for reading 
and writing across content areas, the use of 
specific scaffolds, and lessons that teach essential 
strategies (Collins, 1998; Cunningham & 
Allington, 2007). Increasing these students’ 
motivation is also essential (see 2012 PMP). 


The Journeys ELA program (grades 1-6) provides 
Tool Kits that allow for targeted intervention in 
specific skills needed by students in the bottom 
25%/Non-Proficiency. In the Primary Kit, the 
Journeys program provides targeted instruction 
and intervention in the five areas critical to 
reading success: phonics, phonemic awareness, 
vocabulary, fluency and comprehension through 
multiple tools, including: 


• I Do, We Do, You Do organization that 
provides an important gradual-release 
model and scaffolds student learning; 
 


• 90 lessons in each of the five domains (for 
a total of 450 lessons); and, 
 


• The Skill Index that enables teachers to 
easily personalize instruction;  


 
In the Intermediate Literacy Toolkit, the Journeys 
program provides: 
 


• Focused instruction in key reading skills; 
 


• Activities that can be used for small-group 
or individual instruction; and, 
 


Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  


Sample Accelerated Math Library adapted to 
meet individual student needs 


Sample of HMH Journeys "Toolkit" explanation 
from Publisher 


Photographs of Data Walls (Tier 2, 3, Bottom 
25%, FRL, ELL) 
 


 


 







Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report 


 


 Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report Template v.02/04/15  


98 


• Leveled books that offer additional 
reading and skill application. 


 
Instructional strategies are embedded within 
Common Core Coach Performance Coach ELA 
(7th and 8th grade) that guide PEAK teachers to 
choose whole group, peer group, or individual 
learning experiences as dictated by the needs of 
students in the bottom 25%/Non-Proficiency in the 
classroom. 


Scaffolded instruction at The PEAK School 
structures explicit instruction. Scaffolding is used 
for modeling mathematical thought processes, 
including problem solving. Scaffolded practice is 
present in every lesson in Common Core 
Performance Coach Mathematics. Practice begins 
with a model or foundation level skill.  STAR 
Math assessments assist teachers in identifying 
foundational gaps in individual student's 
mathematics skill base.  Based on STAR Math 
assessment, Accelerated Math allows teachers to 
identify and create a library of lessons aligned to 
ACCRS that will close the student's skill gaps and 
provide scaffolded instruction.  The adopted math 
curricula have components that are used to 
differentiate instruction for students in the bottom 
25%/ Non-Proficiency.  


 


8. How does the Charter Holder monitor and evaluate supplemental and/or differentiated 
instruction targeted to address the needs of ELLs? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School Charter Holders monitor the 
integration of ACCRS into instruction to ensure it 
is meeting the needs of English Language 
Learners (ELLs). The Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team reviews and monitors the systematic 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
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implementation of  its adopted lesson planning 
system, English Language Arts (ELA) Programs, 
and mathematics programs (e.g. Taskstream, 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA, HMH 
Journeys, My Reading Coach, Common Core 
Performance Coach Mathematics, Accelerated 
Math, etc.)  (see Area II, #1, Area II, #7, Area III, 
#4 and Area III, #5 above re timelines).  


Academic achievement data is collected/reviewed 
for ELL Students, along with Data Chat Team 
summaries of individual ELL student progress. 
This monitoring by the Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team is designed to ensure that each ELL 
student has effective instruction 


Although ELL students learn from the same 
effective instructional strategies as other students, 
ELLs have some specific instructional needs that 
may be met through added instructional time, 
front-loaded vocabulary, review of cognates, 
visual depictions, integrated technology, 
additional vocabulary instruction and other 
Sheltered English Immersion (SEI) techniques.  At 
The PEAK School all administration and 
classroom teachers (including SPED and Title I 
teachers) are endorsed through ADE as having 
passed SEI coursework.   


The Journeys program meets specific elements 
cited by research to be effective with ELLs, as 
well as guiding teachers toward proven practices 
that effective teachers of ELLs should incorporate 
into daily instruction by:  


• Providing high-quality literacy instruction 


with accommodations for ELLs; 


• Writing, posting, and orally share content 


and lesson objectives for each lesson; 


HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Data Chat Team Summary Sheets (ongoing 
ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My Reading 
Coach, Star Math, etc.) 
 
AZELLA Testing Data  
 
Sample Individual Language Learner Plans 
(ILLPs)  
 
Photographs of Data Wall data re ELL Students 
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• Adapting content and materials as needed 


for ELLs; 


• Explicitly linking lesson concepts to 


students’ backgrounds and past learning; 


• Introducing, writing, reviewing, and 


highlighting key vocabulary throughout 


each lesson; 


• Providing students with regular 


opportunities to use learning strategies 


(such as decoding, predicting, 


questioning, monitoring, summarizing, 


and visualizing); 


• Scaffolding student learning (such as 


through Journeys I Do, We Do, You Do 


structure); 


• Employing varied groupings and 


opportunities for whole-group and small-


group interactions; and,  


• Incorporating integrated reading, writing, 


speaking, and listening. 


In addition to the above elements, research has 
shown that teachers can support ELLs with: 


• Predictable routines; 


• Graphic organizers that support 


comprehension of content; and, 


• Practice in reading words, sentences, and 


stories.  


(The Journeys Program:  A Research-Based 
Approach, HMH Publishers)  
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Through the use of Common Core Performance 
Coach ELA, The PEAK School provides students 
with grade appropriate, richly written and 
sufficiently complex short pieces of text. Common 
Core Performance Coach ELA is designed with 
this structure. The short passages allow 
scaffolding of instruction for the classroom using 
the gradual release of responsibility model.  
Instructional strategies are embedded within 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA that 
guide PEAK teachers to choose whole group, peer 
group, or individual learning experiences as 
dictated by the student needs in the classroom. 
The richness of the reading materials engages 
students while the purposefully designed 
complexity meets students current performance 
and develops their capacity to read more complex 
texts outside of ELA.  


Language instruction is structured similarly to the 
three tier RtI concept.  Tier 1:  Emphasizes general 
vocabulary learned through spoken language with 
little instruction, unless the student is ELL; Tier 2:  
Emphasizes vocabulary found in written texts and 
words that carry nuances.  These words are found 
across content areas; and Tier 3:  Emphasizes 
academic vocabulary which is domain specific and 
necessary for understanding the concepts of the 
content. Tier 3 words are found most often in 
informational texts. 


Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
and Accelerated Math provide instructional 
support and strategies to address the needs of ELL 
students.  Explicit instruction in which the teacher 
models problem solving strategies and creates 
structures through which students can use 
meaningful problem solving methods help 
students overcome English language limitations. 
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Scaffolded instruction at The PEAK School 
structures explicit instruction necessary in 
supporting ELL students. Scaffolding is used for 
modeling mathematical thought processes, 
including problem solving, and is also used to 
differentiate instruction for students with special 
needs (Carolan & Guinn, 2007).  Scaffolding 
provides a system of temporary supports that are 
designed to help a learner bridge the gap between 
their baseline and acquisition of mastery.  
Scaffolded practice is present in every lesson in 
Common Core Performance Coach. Practice 
begins with a model or foundation level skill.  
STAR Math assessments assist teachers in 
identifying foundational gaps in individual 
student's mathematics skill base.  Based on STAR 
Math assessment, Accelerated Math allows 
teachers to identify and create a library of lessons 
aligned to ACCRS that will close the student's 
skill gaps and provide scaffolded instruction.  The 
adopted math curricula are used to differentiate 
instruction for ELLs. 


 


9. How does the Charter Holder monitor and evaluate supplemental and/or differentiated 
instruction targeted to address the needs of FRL-eligible students? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School Charter Holders monitor the 
integration of ACCRS into instruction to ensure it 
is meeting the needs of students qualifying for 
Free and Reduced Lunch (FRL).  The 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team reviews and 
monitors the systematic implementation of  its 
adopted lesson planning system, English 
Language Arts (ELA) Programs, and mathematics 
programs (e.g. Taskstream, Common Core 
Performance Coach ELA, HMH Journeys, My 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
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Reading Coach, Common Core Performance 
Coach Mathematics, Accelerated Math, etc.)  (see 
Area II, #1, Area II, #7, Area III, #4 and Area III, 
#5 above re timelines).  


Academic achievement data is collected/reviewed 
at all three tiers, along with Data Chat Team 
summaries of individual student progress. This 
monitoring by the Administrative/Charter Holder 
Team is designed to ensure that each FRL student 
has effective instruction. 


The Data Chat Teams monitor the progress of 
students qualifying for FRL Tiers 2 or 3 over time 
by using specific intervention/assessment 
procedures (RtI) and keeping consistent records of 
individual students with data/anecdotal notes. Data 
Chat summaries/notes are monitored by the 
Administrative/Charter Holder team to further 
ensure the needs of students qualified for FRL 
being met. 


The structure of The PEAK School's assessment 
system that makes it adaptable is clearly seen in 
the Response to Intervention (RtI) three-tiered 
model. Specifically, the RtI approach structures a 
model of interventions and assessments needed in 
addressing the academic deficits of students 
qualified as FRL.  This begins with Tier I 
activities such as Universal Screening for all 
students three times a year. This guides the 
process of determining the direction and extent of 
services required for all students to accelerate their 
learning curves in all academic 
areas.   Additionally, students with significant 
academic deficits noted on the Universal 
Screening are further assessed to determine class-
wide problems and/or motivational issues (e.g. 
Can’t Do/Won’t Do concerns), or need for Tier II 
intervention (e.g. after school intervention - ASI).   
 
 In Tier II, more intensive direct instruction and 
assessment is focused on individual student 


Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.)  
 
Photographs of Data Wall data re at-risk FRL 
Students 
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academic deficits with research based 
assessment/interventions and computer based 
assessments(e.g. My Reading Coach, Accelerated 
Math). Support is provided in small groups during 
daily reading and math blocks. Additionally, 
before and after school tutoring in the Extended 
School Program (ESP) and specialized Tier II 
after school tutoring groups (ASI) utilize evidence 
based direct instruction/assessment.  Every 4 to 5 
weeks the Data Chat Team meets to review each 
Tier II student’s progress based on data, to make 
recommendations, or decisions for moving 
forward.  Inadequate Tier II responses prompt Tier 
III assessment/interventions.   
 
In Tier III, the process of review of accumulated 
data provides a framework for highly structured 
short term interventions/assessment. These 
interventions are based on identified strategies 
shown to have had a positive student achievement 
outcome on multiple frequent assessments using 
very specific probes. The focus of Tier III is on 
the possibility of determining the need for more 
intensive support. The need for Special Education 
services and eligibility for placement in Learning 
Disabilities classification is considered. These 
decisions are based on the MET Team’s (parent, 
teacher, Special Education teacher, school 
psychologist and Lead Teacher/Director) review 
of learning slopes following intensive intervention 
along with specialized evaluation results. 
 


10. How does the Charter Holder monitor and evaluate supplemental and/or differentiated 
instruction targeted to address the needs of students with disabilities? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School Charter Holders monitor the 
integration of ACCRS into instruction to ensure it 
is meeting the needs of students with disabilities 
(SPED). The Administrative/Charter Holder Team 
reviews and monitors the systematic 
implementation of  its adopted lesson planning 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process 


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
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system, English Language Arts (ELA) programs, 
and mathematics programs (e.g. Taskstream, 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA, HMH 
Journeys, My Reading Coach, Common Core 
Performance Coach Mathematics, Accelerated 
Math, etc.).  (see Area II, #1, Area II, #7, Area III, 
#4 and Area III, #5 above re timelines).  


Academic achievement data collected/reviewed at 
all three tiers, along with Data Chat team 
summaries of individual student progress reports, 
and weekly SPED reports of progress re IEP 
goals,  are monitored by Charter Holders to ensure 
that each student with a disability has effective 
instruction.   


The Data Chat Teams monitor the progress of 
students with disabilities (SPED) over time using 
specific intervention/assessment procedures (RtI) 
and keeping consistent records of individual 
students data/anecdotal notes. Data Chat 
summaries/notes are monitored by the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team to further 
ensure that the needs of SPED students are being 
met. 


In addition to addressing the issue of monitoring 
effective assessment/intervention of students with 
disabilities, the use of The PEAK School's 
Response to Intervention (RtI) program also 
prevents inappropriate Special Education 
placements through use of this evidenced based 
system of assessment (Witt, Shinn, Fuchs, et.al.)           


The structure of The PEAK School's assessment 
system is adaptable for students with Disabilities, 
and efficiently monitored by the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team for 
instructional effectiveness.  The system structure  
is clearly seen in the Response to Intervention 
(RtI) three-tiered model.  Specifically, the RtI 
approach structures a model of interventions and 


Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.)  
 
Sample Redacted weekly progress reports on IEP 
Goals to Charter Holder/Program Specialist 


Sample Redacted Quarterly Assessments on IEP 
Goals 
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assessments needed in addressing the academic 
needs of students with disabilities.  This begins 
with Tier I activities such as Universal Screening 
for all students three times a year. This guides the 
process of determining the direction and extent of 
services required for students with disabilities to 
accelerate their learning curves in all academic 
areas.   Additionally, students with significant 
academic deficits noted on the Universal 
Screening are further assessed to determine class-
wide problems and/or motivational issues (e.g. 
Can’t Do/Won’t Do concerns), or need for Tier II 
intervention (e.g. After School Intervention - 
ASI). 
 
In Tier II, more intensive direct instruction and 
assessment is focused on individual student needs 
with research based assessment/interventions and 
computer based assessments(e.g. My Reading 
Coach, Accelerated Math). Support is provided in 
small groups during daily reading and math 
blocks. Additionally, before and after school 
tutoring in the Extended School Program (ESP) 
and specialized Tier II after school tutoring groups 
(ASI) utilize evidence based direct 
instruction/assessment strategies. Approximately 
every 4 to 5 weeks the Data Chat Team meets to 
review each Tier II student’s progress based on 
data, to make recommendations, or decisions for 
moving forward. The results of these meetings 
provide consistent instructional monitoring 
opportunities for the Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team.  Inadequate Tier II responses 
prompt Tier III assessment/interventions.   
 
In Tier III, the process of review of accumulated 
data provides a framework for highly structured 
short term interventions/assessment. These 
interventions are based on identified strategies 
shown to have had a positive student achievement 
outcome on multiple frequent assessments using 
very specific probes. The focus of Tier III is on 
the possibility of determining the need for more 
intensive support. The need for further Special 
Education services and eligibility for placement in 
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Learning Disabilities classification may be 
considered. These decisions are based on the MET 
Team’s (parent, teacher, Special Education 
teacher, school psychologist and Lead 
Teacher/Director) review of learning slopes 
following intensive intervention along with 
specialized evaluation results.  
 


Area V: Professional Development 


Professional Development System 


1. What is the Charter Holder’s professional development plan?   


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The Charter Holders' professional development 
plan is a comprehensive professional development 
system that has four general components.  It 
identifies and provides professional development 
that is: 1. based on teachers' needs and areas 
determined to be of high importance, 2. based on 
the needs of subgroups (Bottom 25%,  ELL, FRL, 
SPED), 3. designed to support teachers' 
implementation of new learning, and; 4. focused 
on monitoring and follow-up of strategies learned 
to ensure implementation.   


The PEAK School and its Charter Holders provide 
and/or support professional development that is 
aligned with The PEAK School's adopted 
curriculum and Comprehensive Models of School 
Reform, PMP, and ADE mandates through 
summer trainings, beginning of the year trainings, 
trainings throughout the year during common 
planning periods, conference and workshop 
attendance. The PEAK School has implemented a 
system in order to provide a comprehensive and 
clearly defined professional development plan 
focused on improving student achievement in 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Sample Staff Surveys Regarding Professional 
Development Needs 


Sample Professional Development Training 
Certificates 


Sample Staff Training Agendas and Sign-In 
Sheets  
 
PEAK School Needs Assessment 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's May meeting re Professional 
Development Plan Identification of Professional 
Development needs including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis      
 - Teacher Surveys 
 - Teacher evaluation info.s 
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reading and mathematics, as well as in all other 
achievement areas.  This system designates a six 
step process for identifying information necessary 
to determine the focus of professional 
development.  These steps include: 1.  Surveying 
staff annually each spring through a self-
assessment process to determine their individual 
perceived needs (see Title I Professional 
Development Survey).  2. Formally and 
informally observing staff instructional practices 
to identify targeted areas for professional 
development (see weekly formative observation 
checklist and personnel evaluation observations 
once per semester) 3.  Reviewing The PEAK 
School Annual Needs Assessment; 4. Analyzing 
formative and summative student achievement 
data throughout the year to target future 
instructional content and instructional 
strategies/interventions. 5.  Planning training in 
May (prior to teachers returning to work) for Staff 
that is aligned and focused on a combination of 
student academic achievement needs and staff 
instructional skill needs (individually and as a 
whole) that must be addressed in order to improve 
student achievement outcomes. 6.  An on-going 
cycle of Professional Development review by the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team leading to 
revision of instructional content, intervention or 
strategies based on analysis of student data and/or 
informal teacher observations completed weekly 
and formal evaluations completed each semester.   


PEAK professional development incorporates 
research and best practices in professional 
learning that utilize professional learning 
communities during shared planning time, expert 
in-class modeling by a master teacher, 
demonstrations by staff and guest presenters, co-
teaching, and webinars.  Each of these techniques 
utilize trainee/trainer consultation, observational 


Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
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feedback and on-going assessment of learner 
effectiveness. 


Additionally, professional development 
opportunities are provided by the Coconino 
County Superintendent of Education's Office, The 
Arizona Department of Education, the Arizona 
Charter School Association and Northern Arizona 
University.  In addition to the trainings specified 
in the PMP (Common Core ELA Training, 
Common Core Mathematics Training, Intel 
Math/RtI Training, Instructional Coaching, and 
Instructional Bootcamp), staff participated in an 
ADE Leading Change Conference, First Annual 
ADE Special Education Teacher Conference, 
Common Core Connections and Collaborations; 
Lesson Alignment to Common Core (ACSA) 
Move on When Reading/Phase 2 ELA Common 
Core (five day training), 2013 Assessment 
Summit, Phase 1 AZ Counts Math Training, 
Progression of Fractions grades 3-6, Progression 
of number and operations in base 10 grades K-5, 
Phonics instruction, and K-8 science and literacy 
integration - a PD program that is over 7 months 
and 100+ hours. 


 


2. How was the professional development plan developed?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School's professional development 
plan was developed through a collaborative Team 
process.  This process uses team-based (Title I 
Team and Administrative/Charter Holder Team) 
analyses and decision making processes with the 
components of:  data collection from multiple 
sources; on-going meetings to review, discuss and 
analyze data; identification of strengths and 
weaknesses; identification of targets, goals and 


List documents that serve as evidence 
of implementation of this process: 
Agenda and Notes from Title I Team Meeting 
 
Agenda and Notes from Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team Meeting (Adoption Committee) re 
Curriculum Evaluation Process. 
 
PEAK School Needs Assessment  
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's May meeting re Professional 
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system modifications; specific plan updates 
including timelines; and, identification of 
calendared reviews.  The PEAK School Title I 
Team and Administrative/Charter Holder Team 
are comprised of various stakeholders representing 
a cross-section of the school community, 
including administration (including Charter 
Holders), staff, parents and students.   


In addition, The PEAK School's overarching 
Mission and Vision for the school as well as 
alignment with The PEAK School's adopted 
curriculum and Comprehensive Models of School 
Reform (RtI, and Learning Management Systems, 
Core Knowledge), PMP, and ADE mandates have 
been guiding precepts for development of the 
Plan.  The Professional Development Plan was 
initially developed at the inception of the PEAK 
School and is revised annually in May based on 
Needs Assessment Results. 


Specific components of the Professional 
Development Plan identified as needing to be 
developed through the Team process (The PEAK 
School Title I Team and Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team) included: 


1.  A means of surveying staff and parents re 
professional development priorities and issues; 


2.  A means of review/analysis of survey data; 


3.  Identifying experts and resources on staff or in 
Flagstaff/Northern Arizona; 


4.  Identifying issues specific to subgroups 
(Bottom 25%, ELL, FRL and SPED); and 


5.  Systems for monitoring effectiveness of 
professional development in implementation of 
new learning in classrooms and use of new 


Development Plan/Identification of Professional 
Development needs utilizing PEAK School's 
Needs Assessment: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis      
 - Teacher Surveys 
 - Teacher evaluation info.s 
 -Parent Surveys 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 


ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and ELA 
aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data  
 
Sample Staff Surveys 
 
Sample Parent Surveys 
 
PEAK School Beginning of the Year Training 
Schedule Before Start of Students 


PEAK School Schedule of Specials  
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strategies (e.g. weekly formative assessments, 
observations/integrity checks, review of student 
data every 4 to 5 weeks by the Data Chat Team, 
etc.) 


In the process of establishing The PEAK School's 
Professional Development Plan, the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team considered 
literature in best practices of professional 
development.  From this literature effective 
strategies for teacher learning were identified. 
Professional development should:   1.  Be 
intensive, ongoing and connected to practice, 2.  
Focus on student learning and address teaching of 
a specific grade level or curriculum content, 3.  
Align with school improvement priorities and 
goals, and; 4. Should build strong working 
relationships among teachers.  Additionally 
School-based coaching and mentoring/induction 
programs may enhance professional learning and 
may support teacher effectiveness.  


The Administrative/Charter Holder Team also 
identified the need for common planning time 
which would allow for on-going, embedded 
professional development (including individual 
coaching and mentoring) to be scheduled during 
school hours.  This time includes:  


1.  Eight (8) teacher contractual days prior to 
students' first day of attendance at the beginning 
of the school year; 


2.  Early dismissal every Wednesday afternoon; 


3.  Teacher planning periods during Specials 
(P.E., Art, Music); and, 


4.  Planning time before and after school; 


 


Sample PEAK School Calendar Identifying Early 
Dismissal Days on Wednesday 
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3. How is the professional development plan aligned with instructional staff learning needs?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


A Professional Development Needs Assessment 
for Teachers and Paraprofessionals of Title I and 
Students with Academic Deficits (Staff Survey) 
has been developed by PEAK School to align 
instructional staff learning needs with professional 
development plan structure. Each staff member is 
required to complete this survey. The Staff Survey 
utilizes rank order ratings that can be analyzed 
numerically for prioritization of professional 
development activities.  Anecdotal information is 
reviewed administratively to determine any 
general patterns of concerns/issues noted in staff 
comments and any critical issues noted by one or 
more staff.   The Director/Lead Teacher and 
Charter Holders analyze rank order of priorities 
regarding perceived professional development 
issues to formulate plan recommendations.  


The PEAK School has implemented a system in 
order to provide a comprehensive and clearly 
defined professional development plan focused on 
improving student achievement in reading and 
mathematics and aligned with instructional staff 
learning needs.   This system designates a six step 
process for identifying information necessary to 
determine the focus of professional development.  
These steps include: 1.  Surveying staff through a 
self-assessment process to determine their 
individual perceived needs (see above).  2. 
Formally and informally observing staff 
instructional practices to identify targeted areas 
for professional development. 3.  Reviewing The 
PEAK School Annual Needs Assessment; 4. 
Analyzing formative and summative student 
achievement data throughout the year to target 
future instructional content and instructional 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 


Sample Staff Surveys Regarding Professional 
Development Needs 


Formative Observation Checklist 


Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 


ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
PEAK School Beginning of the Year Training 
Schedule Before Start of Students 


PEAK School Schedule of Specials  


Sample PEAK School Calendar Identifying Early 
Dismissal Days on Wednesday 
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strategies/interventions. 5.  Planning training for 
Staff that is aligned and focused on a combination 
of student academic achievement needs and staff 
instructional skill needs (individually and as a 
whole) that must be addressed in order to improve 
student achievement outcomes. 6.  An on-going 
cycle of Administrative/Charter Holder Team 
Professional Development review  leading to 
revision of instructional content, intervention or 
strategies based on analysis of student data and/or 
teacher observation/evaluations. 


Needs Assessment 


Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's May meeting re Professional 
Development Plan/Identification of Professional 
Development needs utilizing PEAK School's 
Needs Assessment: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis      
 - Teacher Surveys 
 - Teacher evaluation info.s 
 -Parent Surveys 
 


4. How does this professional development plan address areas of high importance?   


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK Professional Development plan 
addresses “areas of high importance” identified by 
the PEAK School Administrative/Charter Holders 
Team as sections in the ASCSB dashboard not 
meeting ASCSB standards including: 
 
1.a. SGP Reading 
 
1.b SGP Bottom 25% Reading  
 
2.a. Percent Passing Math and Reading 
 
2.c. Subgroup ELL Math and Reading 
 
2.c. Subgroup FRL Math and Reading 
 
In the three areas of Math not meeting pass rate 
proficiency standards (ASCSB Dashboard), the 
area of ELL Math strategies has received 
additional attention in Professional Development 
through compulsory teacher training by a new 
ELL/AZELLA Coordinator who conducts 
AZELLA testing, and trains and monitors staff in 
the development and implementation of Individual 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Beginning of the Year Training Agendas and 
Sign-In Sheets 
 
Staff AIMS Review Meeting Agenda and Sign-In 
Sheets 
 
AZELLA Data 
 
Sample ILLPs 
 
Staff Agenda and Sign in re ILLP Development 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 
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Language Learner Plans (ILLPs).  This new 
Coordinator has significantly more experience in 
staff training, Math content instruction, direct 
instruction of at risk students and has participated 
in extensive Math instruction professional 
development classes (for Math teachers) from 
Northern Arizona University/Coconino County 
Superintendents' Office and ADE. The pass rates 
in the 2 other areas of Math (percent passing and 
Subgroup FRL) are also being addressed in 
Professional Development strategies presented by 
the same Coordinator/Teacher Trainer. Results of 
formative  and summative assessment inform 
Administration and Charter Holders on the effects 
of this strategy on academic Math progress in 
these 3 areas.  
 
In the 4 areas of Reading not meeting pass rate 
proficiency or student growth percentile standards 
(ASCSB Dashboard), the area of ELL strategies 
for developing student reading skills has received 
additional attention in Professional Development 
through compulsory teacher training by a new 
ELL/AZELLA Coordinator who conducts 
AZELLA testing, and trains and monitors staff in 
the development and implementation of Individual 
Language Learner Plans (ILLPs).  This new 
Coordinator has significantly more experience in 
staff training, ELA instruction, direct instruction 
of at risk students and has participated in 
extensive ELA instruction professional 
development. Additionally ELL reading strategies 
are being focused on during pre-school start 
compulsory professional development training by 
our Director/Lead Teacher, Title I Teacher, 
Reading Specialist and School Psychologist. Their 
expertise in explicit vocabulary instruction, RtI 
assessment, and supplemental materials should 
also address the other 3 areas of high importance 


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
Formative Observation Checklist  
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
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in reading identified as below standards on the 
dashboard (SGP, SGP bottom 25%, and subgroup 
FRL). Assessment results of formative and 
summative assessments inform Administration 
and Charter Holders on the effects of this strategy 
on academic progress in these 4 areas.     
 
 


Supporting High Quality Implementation 


5. How does the Charter Holder support high quality implementation of the strategies learned 
in professional development sessions?    


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK school/Charter Holders' approach to 
supporting high quality implementation of the 
strategies learned in professional development 
sessions focus on providing opportunities to 
instructional staff to generalize new information in 
their classroom. When implementation in the 
classroom is attempted, structure for trainer 
follow-up is critical. The follow-up should 
include: modeling of strategies by the trainer (as 
needed), imitation of the modeled strategies by the 
classroom teacher, structured observations that 
address the salient components of the training, 
informal walk-throughs and feedback that 
reinforces what is working and provides ideas on 
how to proceed in areas that need additional 
rehearsal. Tools for successful implementation 
also include a checklist of components describing 
the strategy in detail, collaborative discussion in 
team meetings, assignment of a veteran mentor 
teacher to the teacher in training and planning 
with other staff similarly implementing new 
learning. Teacher support for the implementation 
of the strategy should be backed by expectations 
and accountability. Professional development 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process:  
 
Formative Observation/Implementation Checklist 


Sample Mentoring or Coaching Meeting 
Assignment and Notes 
 
Agenda for Sample Follow-Up Staff Meeting re 
Implementation of Professional Development 


PEAK School Teacher Evaluation Forms  


Proposition 301 Merit Pay requirements 
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implementation plans should be incorporated into 
both the teachers personnel evaluation and 301 
plan. In addition to accountability measures, 
leadership is critical in establishing a school 
community that grows through high quality 
training guiding high quality implementation. 
Personnel (Lead Teacher/Director as an 
instructional leader to provide coaching and a half 
time Title I Teacher/RtI Coordinator/Teacher 
Trainer) is in place and effective in monitoring 
and guiding high quality implementation of 
strategies learned in professional development 
trainings.  


6. How does the Charter Holder provide the resources that are necessary for high quality 
implementation? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The Charter Holders have identified resources 
needed for high quality implementation of 
strategies learned during professional 
development sessions. These resources are 
provided by the Charter Holders and 
Administration’s collaborative process of 
information collection and needs assessment 
including: 


 
• Identification of Staff experts to provide 


training (see staff Vitas and bios listed on 
PEAK School web site); 


 
• Identification of other resources available 


to provide training; 
 


• Providing a full-time Lead 
Teacher/Director as an instructional 
leader; 


 
• Providing a half-time Title I/RtI 


Coordinator/Teacher Trainer; 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


PEAK School Needs Assessment 
 
Agenda and Notes from Title I Team Meeting 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) May 
meeting re Curriculum Evaluation  process 
 
Staff List and Assignments 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's May meeting re Professional 
Development Plan/Identification of Professional 
Development needs utilizing PEAK School's 
Needs Assessment 
 
PEAK School Beginning of the Year Training 
Schedule Before Start of Students 


Sample Mentoring or Coaching Meeting 
Assignment and Notes 
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• Assigning an ELL Coordinator/Trainer 


and Homeless Children and Youth 
(HCY) coordinator with knowledge of 
FRL and bottom 25% proficiency issues; 


 
• A half-time SPED Teacher working 


directly in classrooms with students and 
teachers; and, 


 
 


• Assigning veteran teacher/mentors to new 
or struggling teachers. 


 
Additionally, resources to be provided by the 
Charter Holders for high quality implementation 
are identified and reviewed with a needs 
assessment based on: 
 


• Teachers' needs and areas determined to 
be of high importance; 
 


• The needs of subgroups (Bottom 25%,  
ELL, FRL, SPED);   
 


• The need to support teachers' 
implementation of new learning, and;  
 


• A focus on monitoring and follow-up of 
strategies learned to ensure 
implementation.  
 


This review of resources is completed by the 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team annually at 
the Title I Team meeting. The 
Administrative/Charter Holder Team then 
follows-up with key personnel (Director/Lead 
Teacher, Reading Specialist, RtI Coordinator, 
ELL Coordinator, etc.) regarding implementation. 
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Monitoring Implementation 


7. How does the Charter Holder monitor the implementation of the strategies learned in 
professional development sessions?  


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The key components to the Charter Holders' 
monitoring the implementation of strategies 
learned in Professional Development are: 
 
 


1. Informal classroom observations - 
Observations of classrooms (completed by 
Director/Lead Teacher) where and when 
specific strategies are being applied in 
class to assess what is visibly in use. This 
procedure will follow each Professional 
development activity. 
 


2. Walk throughs/Integrity Checks - The 
walk-through monitoring procedure 
(completed by Director/Lead Teacher, 
Title I/RtI Coordinator, Charter Holders, 
etc.) is an observation of a small "snap 
shot" of the activity occurring in the 
classroom environment that is being 
monitored for strategy implementation.  
When using a walk-through technique, the 
classroom teachers and students are not 
aware in advance of the observer briefly 
coming through for multiple "snapshot" 
observations.  The walk-through observer 
must know the environment and 
specifically what the target of things 
observed is so it may be efficiently 
answered in a short time. 


 
3. Implementation/Monitoring checklists - A 


monitoring checklist guides observers 
(walk-through/student observation) and 
evaluators in the process of knowing who, 
where, when, what, and how to observe . 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Formative Observation/Implementation Checklist 


 


Formal Teacher Evaluation Forms 


Sample Mentoring or Coaching Meeting 
Assignment and Notes 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 


ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
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4. Review of on-going student assessment 


data - Data review of academic progress 
monitoring (Director/Lead Teacher, Title 
I/RtI Coordinator and Charter Holders) 
often provides information on the 
effectiveness of professional development 
as seen in the academic growth of students 
as is occurring using a new strategy 
implemented after professional 
development. 
 


5. Formal Teacher Evaluation - Teacher 
evaluations (completed by the 
Director/Lead Teacher and reviewed by 
the Charter Holders ) occurring every 
semester provide guidance to teachers  
regarding expectations for 
implementation, observation of successful 
implementation and/or plans for 
improvement. 
 


6. Lesson Plan Review - Lesson plan review 
(completed by Director/Lead Teacher) 
identifies the teacher's intent to implement 
the strategy already identified and 
procedures, that may or may not be 
sufficient in successful strategy 
implementation.    


 
Consultation/coaching  before and after 
(observations) is often helpful to guide the teacher 
and observer on the primary focus of attention. 
The aforementioned six components are used on 
an as needed basis with priority to new and 
inexperienced staff. Experienced staff receive 
observation on an intermittent basis. This process 
follows professional development within two 
weeks of new training. 
 
Additionally, throughout the aforementioned six 
step process the Director/Lead Teacher and 
Charter Holders make collaborative decisions 
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when assessing the level of the professional 
development implementation the teachers have 
attained.  They determine if:  a.  More professional 
development is necessary;  b.  A more intensive 
plan for follow-up to ensure implementation 
maintenance is necessary; and/or c. Provide 
teachers with positive feedback.  
 


 


 


 


8. How does the Charter Holder monitor and follow-up with instructional staff to support and 
develop implementation of the strategies learned in professional development? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The Charter Holders monitor and follow-up with 
instructional staff to support and develop 
implementation of strategies learned in 
professional development through their review of 
information collected from key staff (e.g. 
Director/Lead Teacher, Title I Teacher/RtI 
Coordinator, etc.) regarding: Informal classroom 
observations, walk-throughs/integrity checks, 
implementation checklists, review of on-going 
student assessment data, formal teacher evaluation 
and lesson plan review.  Follow-up with 
instructional staff to support and develop 
implementation of strategies takes place on 
Wednesdays during staff meetings or professional 
learning community meetings. Follow-up in 
implementation is focused on the procedures 
needed to maintain implementation with 
development and adaptation issues being 
addressed as needed. Charter Holders provide 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Sample Agenda and Notes from Professional 
Learning Communities 


Sample Staff Training Agenda, Sign In Sheet and 
Notes 


Formative Observation Checklist/Implementation 
Checklist  
 
Sample Taskstream Lesson Plans for Math and 
ELA aligned to Year-Long Curriculum Map and 
ACCRS 
 
Sample Mentoring Meeting/Assignment 
Documentation 
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 
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support to the Director/Lead Teacher in the 
continued monitoring/follow-up needed. 


Additionally, throughout the professional 
development implementation process, the 
Director/Lead Teacher and Charter Holders make 
collaborative decisions when assessing the level of 
the professional development implementation the 
teachers have attained.  They determine if:  a.  
More professional development is necessary;  b.  
A more intensive plan for follow-up to ensure 
implementation maintenance is necessary; and/or 
c. Provide teachers with positive feedback. 


HMH Journeys Weekly Lesson and Benchmark 
Assessment Data (grades 1-6) 
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA 
Benchmark Assessment Data (grades 7-8) 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.) 
 
 


Adapted to Meet the Needs of Subgroups (Address all relevant measures) 


9. How does the Charter Holder provide professional development to ensure instructional 
staff is able to address the needs of students with proficiency in the bottom 25%/non-
proficient students? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


The PEAK School provides or supports 
professional development that is aligned with The 
PEAK School's adopted curriculum and 
Comprehensive Models of School Reform (e.g. 
RtI, Learning Management Systems, Core 
Knowledge) PMP, ADE mandates and training 
that is relevant to teachers serving Bottom 
25%/Non-Proficient Students. These professional 
development activities are conducted through 
summer trainings, beginning of the year trainings, 
trainings throughout the year during common 
planning periods, conference and workshop 
attendance. The PEAK professional development 
plan ensures that instructional staff receives the 
type of professional development required to meet 
the needs of students with proficiency in the 
bottom 25%/non-proficient students. Each new 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Staff Sign in Sheet for Beginning of 
the Year Training re AIMS Analysis and 
Identification of Students in the Bottom 25%  


Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis  
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's May meeting re Professional 
Development Plan/Identification of Professional 
Development needs utilizing PEAK School's 
Needs Assessment: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis      
 - Teacher Surveys 
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teacher is given ongoing training (at the beginning 
of the school year for 3 days, with follow-up in 
each classroom) in the critical components of RtI 
(assessment practices), Learning Management 
technology (use of electronic based individualized 
assessment/instruction) and  instruction of the 
Core Knowledge Sequence (background 
information for language Arts, Math, science and 
History).  Professional development for all PEAK 
School Staff is completed prior to the start of each 
school year. Compulsory topics required for 
training in the areas of supporting bottom 25% 
/non-proficient students include: assessment 
options, teacher intervention, electronic lesson 
planning, instructional strategies and supplemental 
materials. These topics are introduced to all new 
staff along with more intensive training for 
veteran staff. Additional bottom 25% /non-
proficient students topics are suggested by staff on 
an annual staff survey, or by informal requests. 


The PEAK staff has experienced teacher trainers 
working with the general staff during designated 
professional development activities, as well as in 
follow-up to professional development training to 
ensure generalization and transfer of new learning 
by staff in classrooms.  Professional development 
activities are closely tied to personnel evaluation 
goals of growth and improvement. This 
encourages staff to continue to grow in their 
expertise in the area of instruction for bottom 25% 
/non-proficient students and thereby ensure 
progress in each student's academics. The 
professional development support system 
provided in the PEAK Professional Development 
plan connects training experts with teachers 
striving to meet the needs of every student. 


 - Teacher Evaluation Info. 
 -Parent Surveys 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Data Chat Team Summary Sheets (ongoing 
ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My Reading 
Coach, Star Math, etc.)  
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data. 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data STAR Math (Universal Screening Data 
and/or On-going Diagnostic Data) 


 STAR Math Sample Diagnostic Report 


Sample Accelerated Math Library adapted to meet 
individual student needs 


Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  


Photographs of Data Wall data re Students in the 
Bottom 25%/Non-Proficient 
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10. How does the Charter Holder provide professional development to ensure instructional 
staff is able to address the needs of ELLs? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


The PEAK School provides or supports 
professional development that is aligned with The 
PEAK School's adopted curriculum and 
Comprehensive Models of School Reform, PMP, 
ADE mandates and training that is relevant to 
teachers serving ELL Students.  . Professional 
Development activities are scheduled through 
summer trainings, beginning of the year trainings, 
trainings throughout the year during common 
planning periods, conference and workshop 
attendance. Professional Development to support 
PEAK School staff is provided through an 
experienced ELL Coordinator  (see Area V, #4 
above) in interpreting Arizona English Language 
Learner Assessment (AZELLA) results, 
combining this data with other measures of 
language, math and reading, formulation of 
Individual Language Learner Plans (ILLPs), 
application of these plans and review of 
effectiveness based on student achievement 
outcomes. All PEAK classroom teachers and 
administrators (including Charter Holders) possess 
an endorsement in Sheltered English Immersion 
(SEI). 


Professional development for all PEAK School 
Staff is completed prior to the start of each school 
year. Compulsory topics required for training in 
the areas of ELL include: evaluation, 
documentation, law and programs, teacher 
intervention strategies and supplemental materials. 
These topics are introduced to all new staff along 
with more intensive training for veteran staff. 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
AZELLA Testing Data  
 
Sample Individual Language Learner Plans 
(ILLPs) Agenda and Notes of  
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's May meeting re Professional 
Development Plan/Identification of Professional 
Development needs utilizing PEAK School's 
Needs Assessment: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis      
 - Teacher Surveys 
 - Teacher Evaluations 
 -Parent Surveys 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.)  
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Additional ELL topics are suggested by staff on 
an annual staff survey, or by informal requests. 


The PEAK staff has experienced teacher trainers 
working with the general staff during designated 
professional development activities, as well as in 
follow-up to professional development training to 
ensure generalization and transfer of new learning 
by teachers in classrooms.  Professional 
development activities are closely tied to 
personnel evaluation goals of growth and 
improvement. This encourages staff to continue to 
grow in their expertise in the area of instruction 
for ELL students and thereby ensure progress in 
each student's academics. The professional 
development support system provided in the 
PEAK Professional Development Plan connects 
training experts with teachers striving to meet the 
needs of every student.   


 


 


 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 


iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data. 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data STAR Math (Universal Screening Data 
and/or On-going Diagnostic Data) 


STAR Math Sample Diagnostic Report 


Sample Accelerated Math Library adapted to meet 
individual student needs 


Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  


Photographs of Data Wall data re ELL Students 
 


 


11. How does the Charter Holder provide professional development to ensure instructional 
staff is able to address the needs of FRL-eligible students? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


The PEAK Schools serves a population of 80.89% 
Free and Reduced Lunch (FRL) students.  It is 
designated as a Schoolwide Title I school.  
Therefore, the professional development plan is 
developed as a whole to meet the needs of FRL 
Students. The PEAK School provides or supports 
professional development that is aligned with The 
PEAK School's adopted curriculum and 
Comprehensive Models of School Reform, PMP, 
ADE mandates and training that is relevant to 
teachers serving FRL Students. Professional 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's May meeting re Professional 
Development Plan/Identification of Professional 
Development needs utilizing PEAK School's 
Needs Assessment: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis      
 - Teacher Surveys 
 - Teacher Evaluation Info. 
 -Parent Surveys 
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development activities are scheduled through 
summer trainings, beginning of the year trainings, 
trainings throughout the year during common 
planning periods, conference and workshop 
attendance.  Professional development issues 
specific to FRL students are addressed using 
training components specific to a variety of issues 
(e.g. HCY needs, resources available in Flagstaff 
for FRL students and their families, etc.)  
Professional development for all PEAK School 
Staff is completed prior to the start of each school 
year. Compulsory topics required for training in 
the areas of FRL include assessment options for 
RtI, teacher intervention strategies and 
supplemental materials. These topics are 
introduced to all new staff along with more 
intensive training for veteran staff. Additional 
FRL topics are suggested by staff on an annual 
staff survey, or by informal requests. 


The PEAK staff has experienced teacher trainers 
working with the general staff during designated 
professional development activities, as well as in 
follow-up to professional development training to 
ensure generalization and transfer of new learning 
by staff in classrooms.  Professional development 
activities are closely tied to personnel evaluation 
goals of growth and improvement. This 
encourages staff to continue to grow in their 
expertise in the area of instruction for FRL 
students and thereby ensure progress in each 
student's academics. The professional 
development support system provided in the 
PEAK School's Professional Development Plan 
connects training experts with teachers striving to 
meet the needs of every student. 


 


HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Data Chat Team Summary Sheets (ongoing 
ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My Reading 
Coach, Star Math, etc.)  
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 
 
iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data. 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data STAR Math (Universal Screening Data 
and/or On-going Diagnostic Data) 
 
 STAR Math Sample Diagnostic Report 
 
Sample Accelerated Math Library adapted to meet 
individual student needs 
 
Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  
 
Photographs of Data Wall data re FRL Students 
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12. How does the Charter Holder provide professional development to ensure instructional 
staff is able to address the needs of students with disabilities? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


The PEAK School provides or supports 
professional development that is aligned with The 
PEAK School's adopted curriculum and 
Comprehensive Models of School Reform, PMP, 
ADE mandates and training that is relevant to 
teachers serving students with disabilities. 
Professional development activities are scheduled 
through summer trainings, beginning of the year 
trainings, trainings throughout the year during 
common planning periods, conference and 
workshop attendance.  Professional development 
for all PEAK School Staff is completed prior to 
the start of each school year. Compulsory topics 
required for training in the areas of Special 
Education (SPED) include: evaluation, 
documentation, law and programs, teacher 
intervention strategies and supplemental materials. 
These topics are introduced to all new staff along 
with more intensive training for veteran staff. 
Additional topics are suggested by staff on an 
annual staff survey, or by informal requests. The 
Arizona Department of Education's Exceptional 
Student Services (ESS) Department provides 
additional professional development and technical 
support on an on-going basis through local and 
statewide programs along with consultation from 
the ESS Program Specialist assigned to PEAK 
School.  Northern Arizona University's Institute 
for Human Development also provides 
professional development and technical assistance 
for PEAK School staff in the areas of adaptive 
technology for low incident Special Education 
populations. 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's (Adoption Committee) meeting re 
Curriculum Evaluation  process including: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis 
 
Agenda and Notes of Administrative/Charter 
Holder Team's May meeting re Professional 
Development Plan/Identification of Professional 
Development needs utilizing PEAK School's 
Needs Assessment: 
 -Universal Screening Data analysis 
 -AIMS Data Analysis      
 - Teacher Surveys 
 - Teacher Evaluation Info. 
 -Parent Surveys 
 
HMH Journeys Weekly and Benchmark 
Assessment Data  
 
Common Core Performance Coach ELA Strand 
Assessment Data 
 
Accelerated Math Objectives Mastered and/or 
Benchmark Data 
 
Common Core Performance Coach Mathematics 
Benchmark Assessment Data 
 
Sample Data Chat Team Summary Sheets 
(ongoing ISTEEP Progress Monitoring, My 
Reading Coach, Star Math, etc.)  
 
ISTEEP Universal Screening Data - iSCREEN 
Oral Reading Fluency, Reading, Writing, Letter 
Naming, Math Calculation, Number Naming 
Fluency Data 
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The PEAK staff has experienced teacher trainers 
working with the general staff during designated 
professional development activities, as well as in 
follow-up to professional development training to 
ensure generalization and transfer of new learning 
by staff in classrooms. The on staff trainers 
include experienced certified, SPED Teachers, 
teacher trainers previously responsible for 
professional development activities in SPED at 
other charter schools across Arizona (Arizona 
State Improvement Grant), teacher trainers skilled 
in PEAK School's Title 1 comprehensive models 
of school reform who provided professional 
development to other Arizona charter schools 
(U.S. Dept. of Education, Charter School office 
dissemination Grant for 2006),  and a teacher 
trainer in SPED that worked on the adjunct faculty 
at three Arizona Universities.  Professional 
development activities are closely tied to 
personnel evaluation goals of growth and 
improvement. This encourages staff to continue to 
grow in their expertise in the area of instruction 
for students with various disabilities and thereby 
ensure progress in each student's academics. The 
professional development support system 
provided in The PEAK School's Professional 
Development Plan connects training experts with 
teachers striving to meet the needs of every student.  


iSCREEN Oral Reading Fluency ongoing 
assessment data. 
 
ISTEEP Math Fact Fluency ongoing assessment 
data  
 
STAR Math (Universal Screening Data and/or 
On-going Diagnostic Data) 
 
 STAR Math Sample Diagnostic Report 
 
Sample Accelerated Math Library adapted to meet 
individual student needs 
 
Sample My Reading Coach (MRC) Data and 
Weekly Report  


Redacted weekly progress reports on IEP Goals to 
Charter Holder/Program Specialist 
 
Redacted Quarterly Assessments on IEP Goals 
 


 


 


 


 


  







Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report 


 


 Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Report Template v.02/04/15  


128 


Area VI: Graduation Rate (if applicable) 


Ensuring Students in Grades 9-12 Graduate On Time 


1. How does the Charter Holder monitor and follow up on student progress toward 
completing courses to meet graduation requirements?   


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


Not Applicable 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


 


2. How does the Charter Holder identify students that are not successfully progressing through 
required courses? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


Not Applicable 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


3. How does the Charter Holder provide additional academic supports to remediate academic 
problems for struggling students? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


Not Applicable 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


4. What data can the Charter Holder provide to demonstrate that these strategies are 
effective? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


Not Applicable 


 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 
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Area VII: Academic Persistence (if applicable) 


System for Keeping Students Motivated and Engaged in School 


1. How does the Charter Holder identify students who are at risk of dropping out or failing?    


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


Not Applicable 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


2. What strategies does the Charter Holder utilize to address student challenges to 
completing/continuing their education? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words):  


Not Applicable 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


 


3. How does the Charter Holder evaluate these strategies to determine effectiveness? 


Answer (suggested word count is 400 words): 


Not Applicable 


 


List documents that serve as evidence of 
implementation of this process: 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 







