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District InformationDistrict Information

District Name: ZION ESD 6 District Address: 2200 BETHESDA BLVD

City/State/Zip: ZION,IL,60099 2589 RCDT Number: 340490060020000

Superintendent: Dr. Michael Anderson Superintendent Email*: manderson@zion6.org

District Phone: 8478725455 District Fax: 8477464173

TIP Contact Name*: Phyllis Gendelman TIP Contact Email*: pgendelman@zion6.org

TIP Contact Phone*: 8477464175 TIP Contact Fax*: 8477464173

Original Submission: No

Ammended Submission: Yes

Annual Review
     The plan was reviewed and evaluated on:

Mid Course Correction:
     Mid course correction was needed?  Yes

Vision StatementVision Statement

State the district's vision and then explain how telecommunications, instructional technology and information
technology in instructional and administrative programs support the vision. Incorporate a forward-thinking
process which will identify needs that may emerge during or even beyond the life of the technology plan. It
should demonstrate that the district has planned for actions such as change in funding, student population
growth and building construction, expansion, etc, which may occur beyond the life of the plan.

 A technology plan’s vision may be a separate district vision for technology, or a restatement of the district’s
strategic vision with an explanation of how the technology plan supports the vision.

State the district's vision and then explain how telecommunications, instructional technology and information
technology in instructional and administrative programs support the vision. Incorporate a forward-thinking
process which will identify needs that may emerge during or even beyond the life of the technology plan. It
should demonstrate that the district has planned for actions such as change in funding, student population
growth and building construction, expansion, etc, which may occur beyond the life of the plan.

 A technology plan’s vision may be a separate district vision for technology, or a restatement of the district’s
strategic vision with an explanation of how the technology plan supports the vision.

The vision of technology for Zion Elementary School District #6 is to strive for educational excellence through the
seamless integration of administrative, informational and instructional technology. The success of realizing our vision
will be based on a workable, cooperative plan between our district and our community. We will continue to find ways to
leverage our telecommunicaions to increase communication and access to information with our stakeholders.
Technology should be integrated in every curricular area as a natural tool for research, writing, learning, literacy, and
publication so that we develop lifelong learners. Administrative and instructional support programs will be coordinated to
implement a comprehensive, systematic plan for instructional technology as an effective tool for student learning.

The vision of technology for Zion Elementary School District #6 is to strive for educational excellence through the
seamless integration of administrative, informational and instructional technology. The success of realizing our vision
will be based on a workable, cooperative plan between our district and our community. We will continue to find ways to
leverage our telecommunicaions to increase communication and access to information with our stakeholders.
Technology should be integrated in every curricular area as a natural tool for research, writing, learning, literacy, and
publication so that we develop lifelong learners. Administrative and instructional support programs will be coordinated to
implement a comprehensive, systematic plan for instructional technology as an effective tool for student learning.
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Section I A. Data & Analysis — Report Card Data
 Item 1— 2007 AYP Report

Section I A. Data & Analysis — Report Card Data
 Item 1— 2007 AYP Report

Is this District making Adequate Yearly
Progress (AYP)?

No Has this district been identified for District
Improvement according to the AYP specifications
of the federal No Child Left Behind Act?

No

Is this District making AYP in Reading? No Is this District making AYP in Mathematics? Yes

2007-08 Federal Improvement Status 2007-08 State Improvement Status

Percentage Tested on State
Tests

Percent Meeting/Exceeding Standards* Other Indicators

Reading Mathematics Reading Mathematics Attendance
Rate

Graduation
Rate

Student
Groups

% Met
AYP

% Met
AYP

% Safe**
Harbor
Target

Met
AYP

% Safe**
Harbor
Target

Met
AYP

% Met
AYP

% Met
AYP

State
AYP

Minimu
m

Target

95.0 95.0 55.0 55.0 90.0 72.0

All 100.0 Yes 100.0 Yes 64.8 Yes 77.2 Yes 93.2 Yes

White 100.0 Yes 100.0 Yes 77.7 Yes 89.9 Yes

Black 100.0 Yes 100.0 Yes 54.2 Yes 68.2 Yes

Hispanic 100.0 Yes 100.0 Yes 69.6 Yes 79.0 Yes

Asian/P
acific
Islander

Native
America
n

Multiraci
al
/Ethnic

100.0 Yes 100.0 Yes 70.0 Yes 88.8 Yes

LEP 100.0 Yes 100.0 Yes 64.4 Yes 70.7 Yes

Students
with
Disabiliti
es

100.0 Yes 100.0 Yes 37.4 41.6 No 58.3 Yes 92.9

Economi
cally
Disadva
ntaged

100.0 Yes 100.0 Yes 58.4 Yes 73.8 Yes

Four Conditions Are Required For Making Adequate Yearly Progress
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1.At least 95% tested in reading and mathematics for every student
group. If the current year participation rate is less than 95%, this
condition may be met if the average of the current and preceding year
rates is at least 95%, or if the average of the current and two
preceding years is at least 95%.
Only actual participation rates are printed. If the participation rate
printed is less than 95% and yet this school makes AYP, it means that
the 95%
condition was met by averaging.
%, or if the average of the current year and the two preceding years is
atleast 95%. Only actual participation rates are printed. If the
participation rate printed is less than 95% but 'Met AYP' is 'Yes', it
means the 95% condition was met by averaging.
2.At least 55.0% meeting/exceeding standards in reading and
mathematics for every group. For any group with less than 55.0%
meeting/exceeding standards, a 95% confidence interval was applied.
Subgroups may meet this condition through Safe Harbor provisions.
***
3.For schools not making AYP solely because the IEP group fails to
have 55.0% meeting/exceeding standards, 14% may be added to this
variable in accordance with the federal 2% flexibility provision.

4. At least 89% attendance rate for non-high schools and at least 69%
graduation rate for high schools.

*** Safe Harbor
Subgroups with fewer than 45 students are not reported.
Safe harbor only applies to subgroups 45 or more.

Another way to make AYP is through the 'safe harbor'
calculation, which applies to student subgroups only. A
school has made 'safe harbor' if for any subgroup it can
reduce the performance gap (the difference between the
percentage meets & exceeds from the prior year and 100%)
by 10%.

For example, what does a school achieving 20% meets &
exceeds for a subgroup last year need to achieve this year
in order to make safe harbor?
Step ONE: (100 - 20) = 80% (performance gap)
Step TWO: (10% * 80) = 8%
Step THREE: 20% + 8 % = 28%
Safe Harbor Target = 28%

In this case, a school that makes at least 28% meets &
exceeds is making AYP under 'safe harbor' even if it did not
achieve the mandated 47.5%. 'Safe harbor', in other words,
gives credit for improvement.

* Includes only students enrolled as of 5/01/2006.
** Safe Harbor Targets of 55.0% or above are not printed.
*** Subgroups with fewer than 45 students are not reported. Safe Harbor only applies to subgroups of 45 or more. In order for Safe
Harbor to apply, a subgroup must decrease by 10% the percentage of scores that did not meet state standards from the previous
year plus meet the other indicators (attendance rate for non-high schools and graduation rate for high schools) for the subgroup. For
subgroups that do not meet their Safe Harbor Targets, a 75% confidence interval is applied. Safe Harbor allows schools an
alternate method to meet subgroup minimum targets on achievement.

1.At least 95% tested in reading and mathematics for every student
group. If the current year participation rate is less than 95%, this
condition may be met if the average of the current and preceding year
rates is at least 95%, or if the average of the current and two
preceding years is at least 95%.
Only actual participation rates are printed. If the participation rate
printed is less than 95% and yet this school makes AYP, it means that
the 95%
condition was met by averaging.
%, or if the average of the current year and the two preceding years is
atleast 95%. Only actual participation rates are printed. If the
participation rate printed is less than 95% but 'Met AYP' is 'Yes', it
means the 95% condition was met by averaging.
2.At least 55.0% meeting/exceeding standards in reading and
mathematics for every group. For any group with less than 55.0%
meeting/exceeding standards, a 95% confidence interval was applied.
Subgroups may meet this condition through Safe Harbor provisions.
***
3.For schools not making AYP solely because the IEP group fails to
have 55.0% meeting/exceeding standards, 14% may be added to this
variable in accordance with the federal 2% flexibility provision.

4. At least 89% attendance rate for non-high schools and at least 69%
graduation rate for high schools.

*** Safe Harbor
Subgroups with fewer than 45 students are not reported.
Safe harbor only applies to subgroups 45 or more.

Another way to make AYP is through the 'safe harbor'
calculation, which applies to student subgroups only. A
school has made 'safe harbor' if for any subgroup it can
reduce the performance gap (the difference between the
percentage meets & exceeds from the prior year and 100%)
by 10%.

For example, what does a school achieving 20% meets &
exceeds for a subgroup last year need to achieve this year
in order to make safe harbor?
Step ONE: (100 - 20) = 80% (performance gap)
Step TWO: (10% * 80) = 8%
Step THREE: 20% + 8 % = 28%
Safe Harbor Target = 28%

In this case, a school that makes at least 28% meets &
exceeds is making AYP under 'safe harbor' even if it did not
achieve the mandated 47.5%. 'Safe harbor', in other words,
gives credit for improvement.

* Includes only students enrolled as of 5/01/2006.
** Safe Harbor Targets of 55.0% or above are not printed.
*** Subgroups with fewer than 45 students are not reported. Safe Harbor only applies to subgroups of 45 or more. In order for Safe
Harbor to apply, a subgroup must decrease by 10% the percentage of scores that did not meet state standards from the previous
year plus meet the other indicators (attendance rate for non-high schools and graduation rate for high schools) for the subgroup. For
subgroups that do not meet their Safe Harbor Targets, a 75% confidence interval is applied. Safe Harbor allows schools an
alternate method to meet subgroup minimum targets on achievement.

Section I A. Data & Analysis — Report Card Data
 Item 2 —2007 AMAO Report

Section I A. Data & Analysis — Report Card Data
 Item 2 —2007 AMAO Report

Is this district meeting Annual Measurable Achievement Objectives (AMAO) ?:  Yes

English Proficiency Test Type  :  ACESS for ELLs
Minimum Target :

Attaining
English

Language
Proficienc
y Target

Making
Progress
in English

Target

Criterion 3:AYP-LEP Subgroup Is this district meeting
English Proficiency target?

Yes

AYP-Participation Rate AYP-Percent
Meeting/Exceeding

AYP-Other Indicators
percent

Is this district meeting
Progress in English
Target?

Yes

Reading Mathematics Reading Mathematics Attendance Graduations Is this district meeting
AYP for LEP Subgroup
target?

Yes

10 85 95 95 55 55 90 72

ANNUAL MEASURABLE ACHIEVEMENT OBJECTIVES(AMAO) PERFORMANCE

Criterion 1:Attaining Proficiency Criterion 2: Making Progress in English

Total Number of
Students Tested

Number Attaining
Proficiency

Percent Attaining
Proficiency

Total Number of Students
Tested

Number Making
Progress

Percent
Making

Progress

382 99 25.9 242 237 97.9

There are no AMAO Status determinations for AMAO-Attaining Proficiency (Criterion 1) and AMAO-Progress (Criterion 2) if there are
less than 30 students tested. A 95% confidence interval was applied to calculations of Criteria 1 and 2.

Criterion 3: Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP for LEP Subgroup)
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Percent Tested on State Tests Percent Meeting/Exceeding Standards Other
Indicators

(When Safe
Harbor is
Applied)

Reading Mathematics Reading Mathematics Attenda
nce
Rate

Grad
uatio

n
Rate

% Met AYP % Met AYP % Safe Harbor
Target

Met AYP % Safe
Harbor
Target

Met
AYP

100 Yes 100 Yes 64.4 Yes 70.7 Yes

Three Conditions Are Required For Making Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) for LEP Subgroup.

 1. At least 95.0% tested for Reading and Mathematics for the LEP Subgroup. If the current year's participation rates are less than
95%, the participation rate for AYP will be considered sufficient if the average of the current year and the preceding year is at least
95%, or if the average of the current year and the two preceding years is at least 95%. Only actual participation rates are printed. If
the participation rate printed is less than 95% but 'Met AYP' is 'Yes', it means the 95% condition was met by averaging.

 2. At least 55.0% Meeting/Exceeding Standards for Reading and Mathematics for the LEP subgroup. For LEP subgroup under the
55.0% Meeting/Exceeding requirement, a 95% confidence interval has been applied; or meet Safe Harbor requirements.

 3. At least 90.0% Attendance Rate for elementary school districts or at least 72.0% Graduation Rate for high school districts. Unit
districts must meet both criteria.

AYP for LEP subgroup includes only students enrolled as of 5/1/06.

 Safe Harbor Targets of 55.0% or above are not printed

 LEP Subgroups with fewer than 45 students are not reported. Safe harbor only applies to subgroups. In order for safe harbor to
apply, a subgroup must decrease by 10% the percentage of scores that did not meet state standards from the previous year plus
meet the other indicators (attendance rate for non-high school districts, graduation rate for high school districts, and attendance and
graduation rates for unit school districts) for the subgroup. Safe harbor allows school districts an alternate method to meet subgroup
minimum targets on achievement.

Percent Tested on State Tests Percent Meeting/Exceeding Standards Other
Indicators

(When Safe
Harbor is
Applied)

Reading Mathematics Reading Mathematics Attenda
nce
Rate

Grad
uatio

n
Rate

% Met AYP % Met AYP % Safe Harbor
Target

Met AYP % Safe
Harbor
Target

Met
AYP

100 Yes 100 Yes 64.4 Yes 70.7 Yes

Three Conditions Are Required For Making Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) for LEP Subgroup.

 1. At least 95.0% tested for Reading and Mathematics for the LEP Subgroup. If the current year's participation rates are less than
95%, the participation rate for AYP will be considered sufficient if the average of the current year and the preceding year is at least
95%, or if the average of the current year and the two preceding years is at least 95%. Only actual participation rates are printed. If
the participation rate printed is less than 95% but 'Met AYP' is 'Yes', it means the 95% condition was met by averaging.

 2. At least 55.0% Meeting/Exceeding Standards for Reading and Mathematics for the LEP subgroup. For LEP subgroup under the
55.0% Meeting/Exceeding requirement, a 95% confidence interval has been applied; or meet Safe Harbor requirements.

 3. At least 90.0% Attendance Rate for elementary school districts or at least 72.0% Graduation Rate for high school districts. Unit
districts must meet both criteria.

AYP for LEP subgroup includes only students enrolled as of 5/1/06.

 Safe Harbor Targets of 55.0% or above are not printed

 LEP Subgroups with fewer than 45 students are not reported. Safe harbor only applies to subgroups. In order for safe harbor to
apply, a subgroup must decrease by 10% the percentage of scores that did not meet state standards from the previous year plus
meet the other indicators (attendance rate for non-high school districts, graduation rate for high school districts, and attendance and
graduation rates for unit school districts) for the subgroup. Safe harbor allows school districts an alternate method to meet subgroup
minimum targets on achievement.

Section I A. Data & Analysis — Report Card Data
 Item 3 — District Information

Section I A. Data & Analysis — Report Card Data
 Item 3 — District Information

Basic Information 2001-2002 2002-2003 2003-2004 2004-2005 2005-2006 2006-2007

Attendance rate (%) 93.7 93.9 94.1 93.6 94 93.2

Truancy rate (%) 3.9 2.6 3.5 3.4 5 5.1

Mobility rate (%) 25.4 33.8 35 30.9 35.6 35.6

Expulsion rate (%)

Retention rate, if applicable (%)

HS graduation rate, if applicable (%) 0 0 0 0 0

HS dropout rate, if applicable (%) 0 0 0 0 0

Teachers working out-of-field (#)

Paraprofessionals in Title I funded programs and/or
schools designated as school-wide with less than 2
years of training and/or education degree (#)

District Population (#) 2856 2828 2787 2684 2768 2675

Economically disadvantaged (%) 57.5 58.4 61.8 73 69.3 72.7

Limited Englidh proficient (LEP) (%) 6 8.8 9.3 10.1 13 14.1

Students with disabilities (%)

White, non-Hispanic (%) 29.2 25.5 22.7 19.4 18.7 16.2
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Basic Information 2001-2002 2002-2003 2003-2004 2004-2005 2005-2006 2006-2007

Black, non-Hispanic (%) 48.6 47 48.4 46.6 43 43.5

Hispanic (%) 20.9 25.9 27.5 28.3 31.9 33.3

Native American or Alaskan Native (%) 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.3

Asian/Pacific Islander (%) 1.2 1.5 1.1 0.3 0.5 0.5

Basic Information 2001-2002 2002-2003 2003-2004 2004-2005 2005-2006 2006-2007

Black, non-Hispanic (%) 48.6 47 48.4 46.6 43 43.5

Hispanic (%) 20.9 25.9 27.5 28.3 31.9 33.3

Native American or Alaskan Native (%) 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.3

Asian/Pacific Islander (%) 1.2 1.5 1.1 0.3 0.5 0.5

Section I-A. Data & Analysis — Report Card Data
 Item 4 — Student Race/Ethnicity

Section I-A. Data & Analysis — Report Card Data
 Item 4 — Student Race/Ethnicity

Year

White
(%)

Black
(%)

Hispanic
(%)

Asian
(%)

Native American
(%)

Multi
racial
/Ethnic
(%)

D
I
S
T
R
I
C
T

1999 39.7 44.6 13.8 1.7 0.2

2000 36.3 45.9 15.9 1.8 0.0

2001 33.2 47.0 18.1 1.6 0.1

2002 29.2 48.6 20.9 1.2 0.1

2003 25.5 47.0 25.9 1.5 0.1

2004 22.7 48.4 27.5 1.1 0.2

2005 19.4 46.6 28.3 0.3 0.1 5.2

2006 18.7 43.0 31.9 0.5 0.3 5.6

2007 16.2 43.5 33.3 0.5 0.3 6.3

S
T
A
T
E

1999 62.0 20.8 13.9 3.2 0.2

2000 61.1 20.9 14.6 3.3 0.2

2001 60.1 20.9 15.4 3.4 0.2

2002 59.3 20.8 16.2 3.5 0.2

2003 58.6 20.7 17.0 3.6 0.2

2004 57.7 20.8 17.7 3.6 0.2

2005 56.7 20.3 18.3 3.7 0.2 0.7

2006 55.7 19.9 18.7 3.8 0.2 1.8

2007 54.9 19.6 19.3 3.8 0.2 2.2

Year

White
(%)

Black
(%)

Hispanic
(%)

Asian
(%)

Native American
(%)

Multi
racial
/Ethnic
(%)

D
I
S
T
R
I
C
T

1999 39.7 44.6 13.8 1.7 0.2

2000 36.3 45.9 15.9 1.8 0.0

2001 33.2 47.0 18.1 1.6 0.1

2002 29.2 48.6 20.9 1.2 0.1

2003 25.5 47.0 25.9 1.5 0.1

2004 22.7 48.4 27.5 1.1 0.2

2005 19.4 46.6 28.3 0.3 0.1 5.2

2006 18.7 43.0 31.9 0.5 0.3 5.6

2007 16.2 43.5 33.3 0.5 0.3 6.3

S
T
A
T
E

1999 62.0 20.8 13.9 3.2 0.2

2000 61.1 20.9 14.6 3.3 0.2

2001 60.1 20.9 15.4 3.4 0.2

2002 59.3 20.8 16.2 3.5 0.2

2003 58.6 20.7 17.0 3.6 0.2

2004 57.7 20.8 17.7 3.6 0.2

2005 56.7 20.3 18.3 3.7 0.2 0.7

2006 55.7 19.9 18.7 3.8 0.2 1.8

2007 54.9 19.6 19.3 3.8 0.2 2.2
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Section I A. Data & Analysis — Report Card Data
 Item 5 — Education Environment

Section I A. Data & Analysis — Report Card Data
 Item 5 — Education Environment

Year
LEP
 (%)

Low
Income
 (%)

Parental
Involvemen
t
 (%)

Attendance
 (%)

Mobility
 (%)

Chronic
Truants
(N)

Chronic
Truants
 (%)

HS
Dropout
Rate
 (%)

HS
Graduation
Rate
 (%)

D
I
S
T
R
I
C
T

1999 3.8 52.0 94.8 92.7 30.5 36.0 1.3

2000 3.7 53.3 99.8 93.4 31.5 31.0 1.1 0.0 0.0

2001 4.7 50.6 96.9 93.8 26.4 17.0 0.6

2002 6.0 57.5 95.8 93.7 25.4 112.0 3.9

2003 8.8 58.4 96.1 93.9 33.8 72.0 2.6 0.0 0.0

2004 9.3 61.8 96.1 94.1 35.0 95.0 3.5 0.0 0.0

2005 10.1 73.0 97.6 93.6 30.9 93.0 3.4 0.0 0.0

2006 13.0 69.3 88.1 94.0 35.6 138.0 5.0 0.0 0.0

2007 14.1 72.7 97.5 93.2 35.6 137.0 5.1 0.0 0.0

S
T
A
T
E

1999 6.4 36.1 96.1 93.6 18.1 43332.0 2.3 5.9 81.9

2000 6.1 36.7 97.2 93.9 17.5 45109.0 2.4 5.8 82.6

2001 6.3 36.9 94.5 93.7 17.2 42813.0 2.2 5.7 83.2

2002 6.7 37.5 95.0 94.0 16.5 39225.0 2.0 5.1 85.2

2003 6.3 37.9 95.9 94.0 16.4 37525.0 1.9 4.9 86.0

2004 6.7 39.0 96.3 94.2 16.8 40764.0 2.1 4.6 86.5

2005 6.6 40.0 95.7 93.9 16.1 43152.0 2.2 4.0 87.4

2006 6.6 40.0 96.6 94.0 16.0 44836.0 2.2 3.5 87.8

2007 7.2 40.9 96.1 93.7 15.2 49056.0 2.5 3.5 85.9

Year
LEP
 (%)

Low
Income
 (%)

Parental
Involvemen
t
 (%)

Attendance
 (%)

Mobility
 (%)

Chronic
Truants
(N)

Chronic
Truants
 (%)

HS
Dropout
Rate
 (%)

HS
Graduation
Rate
 (%)

D
I
S
T
R
I
C
T

1999 3.8 52.0 94.8 92.7 30.5 36.0 1.3

2000 3.7 53.3 99.8 93.4 31.5 31.0 1.1 0.0 0.0

2001 4.7 50.6 96.9 93.8 26.4 17.0 0.6

2002 6.0 57.5 95.8 93.7 25.4 112.0 3.9

2003 8.8 58.4 96.1 93.9 33.8 72.0 2.6 0.0 0.0

2004 9.3 61.8 96.1 94.1 35.0 95.0 3.5 0.0 0.0

2005 10.1 73.0 97.6 93.6 30.9 93.0 3.4 0.0 0.0

2006 13.0 69.3 88.1 94.0 35.6 138.0 5.0 0.0 0.0

2007 14.1 72.7 97.5 93.2 35.6 137.0 5.1 0.0 0.0

S
T
A
T
E

1999 6.4 36.1 96.1 93.6 18.1 43332.0 2.3 5.9 81.9

2000 6.1 36.7 97.2 93.9 17.5 45109.0 2.4 5.8 82.6

2001 6.3 36.9 94.5 93.7 17.2 42813.0 2.2 5.7 83.2

2002 6.7 37.5 95.0 94.0 16.5 39225.0 2.0 5.1 85.2

2003 6.3 37.9 95.9 94.0 16.4 37525.0 1.9 4.9 86.0

2004 6.7 39.0 96.3 94.2 16.8 40764.0 2.1 4.6 86.5

2005 6.6 40.0 95.7 93.9 16.1 43152.0 2.2 4.0 87.4

2006 6.6 40.0 96.6 94.0 16.0 44836.0 2.2 3.5 87.8

2007 7.2 40.9 96.1 93.7 15.2 49056.0 2.5 3.5 85.9

Section I A. Data & Analysis — Report Card Data
 Item 6 — Enrollment Trends

Section I A. Data & Analysis — Report Card Data
 Item 6 — Enrollment Trends

Year School
 (N)

Grade 3
 (N)

Grade 4
 (N)

Grade 5
 (N)

Grade 7
 (N)

Grade 8
 (N)

Grade 11
 (N)

D
I
S
T
R
I
C
T

1999 2709.0

2000 2815.0

2001 2843.0 366.0 308.0 330.0 296.0 280.0

2002 2856.0 328.0 326.0 300.0 317.0 293.0 0.0

2003 2828.0 317.0 311.0 332.0 322.0 315.0 0.0

2004 2787.0 342.0 318.0 302.0 294.0 311.0 0.0

2005 2684.0 273.0 329.0 298.0 305.0 267.0 0.0

2006 2768.0 292.0 276.0 316.0 297.0 362.0 0.0

2007 2675.0 296.0 301.0 268.0 300.0 298.0 0.0
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Year School
 (N)

Grade 3
 (N)

Grade 4
 (N)

Grade 5
 (N)

Grade 7
 (N)

Grade 8
 (N)

Grade 11
 (N)

S
T
A
T
E

1999 1962026.0

2000 1983991.0

2001 2007170.0 164791.0 161546.0 162001.0 151270.0 148194.0 123816.0

2002 2029821.0

2003 2044539.0

2004 2060048.0

2005 2062912.0

2006 2075277.0 136123.0 139619.0 146935.0 153566.0 154856.0

2007 2077856.0

Year School
 (N)

Grade 3
 (N)

Grade 4
 (N)

Grade 5
 (N)

Grade 7
 (N)

Grade 8
 (N)

Grade 11
 (N)

S
T
A
T
E

1999 1962026.0

2000 1983991.0

2001 2007170.0 164791.0 161546.0 162001.0 151270.0 148194.0 123816.0

2002 2029821.0

2003 2044539.0

2004 2060048.0

2005 2062912.0

2006 2075277.0 136123.0 139619.0 146935.0 153566.0 154856.0

2007 2077856.0

Section I A. Data & Analysis — Report Card Data
 Item 7 — Educator Data

Section I A. Data & Analysis — Report Card Data
 Item 7 — Educator Data

Year
Total
Teacher
FTE
 (N)

Av.
Teacher
Experience
(Years)

Av.
Teacher
Salary
($)

Teachers
with
Bachelor's
Degree
(%)

Teachers
with
Master's
Degree
 (%)

Pupil-Teac
her Ratio
(Elementar
y)

Pupil-Teac
her Ratio
(HighScho
ol)

Tchrs w/
Emgncy or
Prvsnl.
Creds
 (%)

Cls not
taught by
Hi Qual
Tchrs
 (%)

D
I
S
T
R
I
C
T

1999 156.0 14.3 52410.0 40.6 59.4 21.7

2000 161.0 13.8 52851.0 41.7 58.3 22.1

2001 162.0 14.0 54626.0 41.4 58.6 22.8

2002 173.0 13.7 52745.0 39.4 60.6 21.0 0.6 0.0

2003 177.0 13.2 53863.0 40.7 59.3 20.2 0.0 0.6 0.0

2004 152.0 14.0 59156.0 36.3 63.7 23.4 0.0 0.7 0.0

2005 163.0 13.5 59712.0 39.9 60.1 21.1 0.0 1.8 0.0

2006 165.0 13.0 59609.0 41.2 58.8 21.7 0.0 2.4 0.0

2007 170.0 12.9 59624.0 40.0 60.0 20.1 0.0 4.7 0.0

S
T
A
T
E

1999 119718.0 15.0 45337.0 53.1 46.7 19.6 18.1

2000 122671.0 14.8 45766.0 53.2 46.6 19.3 18.1

2001 125735.0 14.5 47929.0 53.8 46.0 19.1 18.0

2002 126544.0 14.2 49702.0 53.9 46.0 19.1 18.3 2.4 2.3

2003 129068.0 13.9 51672.0 53.9 46.0 18.4 18.2 2.5 2.1

2004 125702.0 13.8 54446.0 51.3 48.6 19.4 18.8 1.7 1.8

2005 128079.0 13.6 55558.0 50.1 49.1 18.9 18.4 1.9 1.9

2006 127010.0 13.0 56685.0 49.3 50.6 19.1 18.9 1.6 1.4

2007 127010.0 12.9 58275.0 47.6 52.3 18.8 18.8 1.5 3.2

Year
Total
Teacher
FTE
 (N)

Av.
Teacher
Experience
(Years)

Av.
Teacher
Salary
($)

Teachers
with
Bachelor's
Degree
(%)

Teachers
with
Master's
Degree
 (%)

Pupil-Teac
her Ratio
(Elementar
y)

Pupil-Teac
her Ratio
(HighScho
ol)

Tchrs w/
Emgncy or
Prvsnl.
Creds
 (%)

Cls not
taught by
Hi Qual
Tchrs
 (%)

D
I
S
T
R
I
C
T

1999 156.0 14.3 52410.0 40.6 59.4 21.7

2000 161.0 13.8 52851.0 41.7 58.3 22.1

2001 162.0 14.0 54626.0 41.4 58.6 22.8

2002 173.0 13.7 52745.0 39.4 60.6 21.0 0.6 0.0

2003 177.0 13.2 53863.0 40.7 59.3 20.2 0.0 0.6 0.0

2004 152.0 14.0 59156.0 36.3 63.7 23.4 0.0 0.7 0.0

2005 163.0 13.5 59712.0 39.9 60.1 21.1 0.0 1.8 0.0

2006 165.0 13.0 59609.0 41.2 58.8 21.7 0.0 2.4 0.0

2007 170.0 12.9 59624.0 40.0 60.0 20.1 0.0 4.7 0.0

S
T
A
T
E

1999 119718.0 15.0 45337.0 53.1 46.7 19.6 18.1

2000 122671.0 14.8 45766.0 53.2 46.6 19.3 18.1

2001 125735.0 14.5 47929.0 53.8 46.0 19.1 18.0

2002 126544.0 14.2 49702.0 53.9 46.0 19.1 18.3 2.4 2.3

2003 129068.0 13.9 51672.0 53.9 46.0 18.4 18.2 2.5 2.1

2004 125702.0 13.8 54446.0 51.3 48.6 19.4 18.8 1.7 1.8

2005 128079.0 13.6 55558.0 50.1 49.1 18.9 18.4 1.9 1.9

2006 127010.0 13.0 56685.0 49.3 50.6 19.1 18.9 1.6 1.4

2007 127010.0 12.9 58275.0 47.6 52.3 18.8 18.8 1.5 3.2
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Section I A. Data & Analysis — Report Card Data
 Item 8a — Assessment Data (Reading)

Section I A. Data & Analysis — Report Card Data
 Item 8a — Assessment Data (Reading)

ISAT - % Meets + Exceeds for Reading By Grades 3-5-8, 2003-2007

GR3 Reading GR5 Reading GR8 Reading

Groups 2003-
2004

2004-
2005

2005-
2006

2006-
2007

2003-
2004

2004-
2005

2005-
2006

2006-
2007

2003-
2004

2004-
2005

2005-
2006

2006-
2007

All 0 0 0 0 39.6 51.1 64.1 76.2 63.2 68.2

White 0 0 0 0 57.5 57.5 82 88.9 88.2 90.7

Black 0 0 0 0 35.9 44.2 58.4 69.7 52.3 60.3

Hispanic 0 0 0 0 38 58.8 60.3 78.1 67.6 64.7

Asian/Pacific
Islander

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Native American 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Multiracial/Ethnic 0 0 0 0 16.2 58.4 70.9 81.8 64.3 75

LEP 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55 46.4

Students with
Disabilities

0 0 0 0 8.2 13.2 21.6 41.7 26.8 38.6

Economically
Disadvantaged

0 0 0 0 33 45.8 60.3 71.4 59.4 62.3

ISAT - % Meets + Exceeds for Reading all Grades 2006-2007

Groups GR3 GR4 GR5 GR6 GR7 GR8

2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007

AYP Benchmark
 % Meets +
Exceeds

47.5 55.0 47.5 55.0 47.5 55.0 47.5 55.0 47.5 55.0 47.5 55.0

All 0 0 58.8 55 64.1 76.2 52 60.1 59.4 59.3 63.2 68.2

White 0 0 81.9 63.1 82 88.9 60.4 77.7 74.5 60.7 88.2 90.7

Black 0 0 37.8 36.5 58.4 69.7 42.6 55.3 41.9 51.1 52.3 60.3

Hispanic 0 0 74.7 75.3 60.3 78.1 68.5 56.9 73.8 78.9 67.6 64.7

Asian/Pacific
Islander

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Native American 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Multiracial/Ethnic 0 0 59.1 72 70.9 81.8 30 60 68 62.5 64.3 75

LEP 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 90 0 55 46.4

Students with
Disabilities

0 0 27.8 25.6 21.6 41.7 22 43.9 48.7 30 26.8 38.6

Economically
Disadvantaged

0 0 52.6 49.1 60.3 71.4 45.8 51.6 51.2 53.8 59.4 62.3

ISAT - % Meets + Exceeds for Reading By Grades 3-5-8, 2003-2007

GR3 Reading GR5 Reading GR8 Reading

Groups 2003-
2004

2004-
2005

2005-
2006

2006-
2007

2003-
2004

2004-
2005

2005-
2006

2006-
2007

2003-
2004

2004-
2005

2005-
2006

2006-
2007

All 0 0 0 0 39.6 51.1 64.1 76.2 63.2 68.2

White 0 0 0 0 57.5 57.5 82 88.9 88.2 90.7

Black 0 0 0 0 35.9 44.2 58.4 69.7 52.3 60.3

Hispanic 0 0 0 0 38 58.8 60.3 78.1 67.6 64.7

Asian/Pacific
Islander

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Native American 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Multiracial/Ethnic 0 0 0 0 16.2 58.4 70.9 81.8 64.3 75

LEP 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55 46.4

Students with
Disabilities

0 0 0 0 8.2 13.2 21.6 41.7 26.8 38.6

Economically
Disadvantaged

0 0 0 0 33 45.8 60.3 71.4 59.4 62.3

ISAT - % Meets + Exceeds for Reading all Grades 2006-2007

Groups GR3 GR4 GR5 GR6 GR7 GR8

2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007

AYP Benchmark
 % Meets +
Exceeds

47.5 55.0 47.5 55.0 47.5 55.0 47.5 55.0 47.5 55.0 47.5 55.0

All 0 0 58.8 55 64.1 76.2 52 60.1 59.4 59.3 63.2 68.2

White 0 0 81.9 63.1 82 88.9 60.4 77.7 74.5 60.7 88.2 90.7

Black 0 0 37.8 36.5 58.4 69.7 42.6 55.3 41.9 51.1 52.3 60.3

Hispanic 0 0 74.7 75.3 60.3 78.1 68.5 56.9 73.8 78.9 67.6 64.7

Asian/Pacific
Islander

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Native American 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Multiracial/Ethnic 0 0 59.1 72 70.9 81.8 30 60 68 62.5 64.3 75

LEP 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 90 0 55 46.4

Students with
Disabilities

0 0 27.8 25.6 21.6 41.7 22 43.9 48.7 30 26.8 38.6

Economically
Disadvantaged

0 0 52.6 49.1 60.3 71.4 45.8 51.6 51.2 53.8 59.4 62.3
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Section I A. Data & Analysis — Report Card Data
 Item 8b — Assessment Data (Mathematics)

ISAT - % Meets + Exceeds for Mathematics By Grades 3-5-8, 2003-2007

GR3 Mathematics GR5 Mathematics GR8 Mathematics

Groups 2003-
2004

2004-
2005

2005-
2006

2006-
2007

2003-
2004

2004-
2005

2005-
2006

2006-
2007

2003-
2004

2004-
2005

2005-
2006

2006-
2007

All 0 0 0 0 22.2 22.4 61.4 66.3 75.9 85

White 0 0 0 0 43.9 38.2 80 92.5 88 96.3

Black 0 0 0 0 17.1 14 54.7 56.3 66.4 74.1

Hispanic 0 0 0 0 18.3 27.5 63.7 61.6 85.7 92.1

Asian/Pacific
Islander

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Native American 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Multiracial/Ethnic 0 0 0 0 0 20.8 58.4 81.8 85.7 90

LEP 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 75 89.3

Students with
Disabilities

0 0 0 0 0 12.7 23.7 33.3 58.5 61.4

Economically
Disadvantaged

0 0 0 0 18.9 19.2 57.8 59.7 74.3 81.8

ISAT - % Meets + Exceeds for Mathematics all Grades 2006-2007

Groups GR3 GR4 GR5 GR6 GR7 GR8

2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007

AYP Benchmark
 % Meets +
Exceeds

47.5 55.0 47.5 55.0 47.5 55.0 47.5 55.0 47.5 55.0 47.5 55.0

All 0 0 68.2 77.2 61.4 66.3 76.9 80 79.9 80.9 75.9 85

White 0 0 85.2 86.5 80 92.5 83 88.9 87 76.4 88 96.3

Black 0 0 51.2 65.5 54.7 56.3 71.8 72.4 69.5 77.4 66.4 74.1

Hispanic 0 0 80 86.9 63.7 61.6 87.7 84.5 89.2 92.3 85.7 92.1

Asian/Pacific
Islander

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Native American 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Multiracial/Ethnic 0 0 77.2 88 58.4 81.8 50 95.6 84 87.6 85.7 90

LEP 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 75 89.3

Students with
Disabilities

0 0 46.3 62.5 23.7 33.3 57.1 68.2 71.1 68 58.5 61.4

Economically
Disadvantaged

0 0 64.9 74.5 57.8 59.7 73.4 76.2 75.3 78.6 74.3 81.8

ISAT - % Meets + Exceeds for Mathematics By Grades 3-5-8, 2003-2007

GR3 Mathematics GR5 Mathematics GR8 Mathematics

Groups 2003-
2004

2004-
2005

2005-
2006

2006-
2007

2003-
2004

2004-
2005

2005-
2006

2006-
2007

2003-
2004

2004-
2005

2005-
2006

2006-
2007

All 0 0 0 0 22.2 22.4 61.4 66.3 75.9 85

White 0 0 0 0 43.9 38.2 80 92.5 88 96.3

Black 0 0 0 0 17.1 14 54.7 56.3 66.4 74.1

Hispanic 0 0 0 0 18.3 27.5 63.7 61.6 85.7 92.1

Asian/Pacific
Islander

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Native American 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Multiracial/Ethnic 0 0 0 0 0 20.8 58.4 81.8 85.7 90

LEP 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 75 89.3

Students with
Disabilities

0 0 0 0 0 12.7 23.7 33.3 58.5 61.4

Economically
Disadvantaged

0 0 0 0 18.9 19.2 57.8 59.7 74.3 81.8

ISAT - % Meets + Exceeds for Mathematics all Grades 2006-2007

Groups GR3 GR4 GR5 GR6 GR7 GR8

2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007

AYP Benchmark
 % Meets +
Exceeds

47.5 55.0 47.5 55.0 47.5 55.0 47.5 55.0 47.5 55.0 47.5 55.0

All 0 0 68.2 77.2 61.4 66.3 76.9 80 79.9 80.9 75.9 85

White 0 0 85.2 86.5 80 92.5 83 88.9 87 76.4 88 96.3

Black 0 0 51.2 65.5 54.7 56.3 71.8 72.4 69.5 77.4 66.4 74.1

Hispanic 0 0 80 86.9 63.7 61.6 87.7 84.5 89.2 92.3 85.7 92.1

Asian/Pacific
Islander

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Native American 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Multiracial/Ethnic 0 0 77.2 88 58.4 81.8 50 95.6 84 87.6 85.7 90

LEP 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 75 89.3

Students with
Disabilities

0 0 46.3 62.5 23.7 33.3 57.1 68.2 71.1 68 58.5 61.4

Economically
Disadvantaged

0 0 64.9 74.5 57.8 59.7 73.4 76.2 75.3 78.6 74.3 81.8
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Section I A. Data & Analysis — Report Card DataSection I A. Data & Analysis — Report Card Data

Summarize the Data – This box should include a summary and analysis of the significant data.Summarize the Data – This box should include a summary and analysis of the significant data.

The district has made huge gains in academic performance since the 2002 school year.  All elementary schools have
made AYP, and the junior high school has made AYP for two consecutive years  in 2006 and 2007.  As a result no
schools are under any NCLB sanctions.  Despite this improvement however, there are various pockets of concern.  Due
to high mobility in the district, all students results are not as good as AYP-counted student results.  Of particular
concern is the special education subgroup in the area of reading where 37.4% met or exceeded state standards.  Even
though all schools made AYP, when this group is combined district-wide, the district did not make AYP with this
subgroup.  In addition, the black and low-income subgroups lag behind the other subgroups in most areas of
reading. 54.2% of our black subgroup met or exceeded standards.  58.4% of our low income students met or exceeded
standards in reading.

The district has made huge gains in academic performance since the 2002 school year.  All elementary schools have
made AYP, and the junior high school has made AYP for two consecutive years  in 2006 and 2007.  As a result no
schools are under any NCLB sanctions.  Despite this improvement however, there are various pockets of concern.  Due
to high mobility in the district, all students results are not as good as AYP-counted student results.  Of particular
concern is the special education subgroup in the area of reading where 37.4% met or exceeded state standards.  Even
though all schools made AYP, when this group is combined district-wide, the district did not make AYP with this
subgroup.  In addition, the black and low-income subgroups lag behind the other subgroups in most areas of
reading. 54.2% of our black subgroup met or exceeded standards.  58.4% of our low income students met or exceeded
standards in reading.

Key Factors  - The information in this box is directly aligned to the data analysis and identifies probable
causes or contributing factors to the identified needs/gaps that can be influenced by the objectives and
strategies in this plan.

Key Factors  - The information in this box is directly aligned to the data analysis and identifies probable
causes or contributing factors to the identified needs/gaps that can be influenced by the objectives and
strategies in this plan.

The mobility factor is the single most powerful variable that negatively affects results because  of the disruption of the
learning process.  Not only are large numbers of students not counted toward the AYP ranking, district data indicate
that upwards of 40% of our students move within and out of the district several times during their elementary schooling
years.  This ratio is directly correlated to homes of poverty and students of color, which are clearly our most mobile
groups.  Another factor that begs serious attention is the under performance of the special education sub-group.  The
district failed to meet AYP in the 06-07 school year primarily due to the reading performance of this sub-group.  In
addition, since these students count across multiple subgroups, i.e. ethnicity, low-income, gender, overall AYP scores
are down for all sub-groups.  Specialized intervention and support is required to meet these students where they are
and to devise instructional plans which meet their various targeted needs with comprehensive, systematic and intense
instruction and assessment programs. 

The mobility factor is the single most powerful variable that negatively affects results because  of the disruption of the
learning process.  Not only are large numbers of students not counted toward the AYP ranking, district data indicate
that upwards of 40% of our students move within and out of the district several times during their elementary schooling
years.  This ratio is directly correlated to homes of poverty and students of color, which are clearly our most mobile
groups.  Another factor that begs serious attention is the under performance of the special education sub-group.  The
district failed to meet AYP in the 06-07 school year primarily due to the reading performance of this sub-group.  In
addition, since these students count across multiple subgroups, i.e. ethnicity, low-income, gender, overall AYP scores
are down for all sub-groups.  Specialized intervention and support is required to meet these students where they are
and to devise instructional plans which meet their various targeted needs with comprehensive, systematic and intense
instruction and assessment programs. 

Conclusions – The information in this box will include one or two solid conclusion statements drawn from
data and information stated above. The statements should be relevant to the development of the Action
Plan. The data collected in this box will focus on student achievement.

Conclusions – The information in this box will include one or two solid conclusion statements drawn from
data and information stated above. The statements should be relevant to the development of the Action
Plan. The data collected in this box will focus on student achievement.

The high mobility factor causes a gap due to the  disruption of the learning process.  Special attention must be given
to  students falling within the targeted subgroups.  Reading performance requires attention particularly for district
special education, black, and low-income subgroups.  Comprehensive, integrated, and systematic programs must be
developed to address the reading gap demonstrated by special education, black, and low income subgroups within the
district.

The high mobility factor causes a gap due to the  disruption of the learning process.  Special attention must be given
to  students falling within the targeted subgroups.  Reading performance requires attention particularly for district
special education, black, and low-income subgroups.  Comprehensive, integrated, and systematic programs must be
developed to address the reading gap demonstrated by special education, black, and low income subgroups within the
district.
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Section I B. Data & Analysis — Local Assessment DataSection I B. Data & Analysis — Local Assessment Data

Description -  Provide a description of other data collected during the development of the Action Plan. It
may include existing data considered in the writing of this plan. This is a list of tools and, when appropriate,
dates administered. All data used to develop the Action Plan must be made available to ISBE, the United
States Department of Education, the Universal Services Administrative Company, and the local community
upon request.

Description -  Provide a description of other data collected during the development of the Action Plan. It
may include existing data considered in the writing of this plan. This is a list of tools and, when appropriate,
dates administered. All data used to develop the Action Plan must be made available to ISBE, the United
States Department of Education, the Universal Services Administrative Company, and the local community
upon request.

The district has a comprehensive assessment plan geared toward using data to adjust instruction. Students in grades
K-8 are involved in a variety of monthly, quarterly and annual assessments in all the core content areas. These tests
include chapter and unit test tied to the basal series, DIBELS (3 times per year), DIAL (once a year), NWEA-MAP (3
times per year), running records (3 times per year), ISAT (yearly) , and IAA assessment (yearly). These results along
with other informal measures are used to determine district instructional needs.

The district has a comprehensive assessment plan geared toward using data to adjust instruction. Students in grades
K-8 are involved in a variety of monthly, quarterly and annual assessments in all the core content areas. These tests
include chapter and unit test tied to the basal series, DIBELS (3 times per year), DIAL (once a year), NWEA-MAP (3
times per year), running records (3 times per year), ISAT (yearly) , and IAA assessment (yearly). These results along
with other informal measures are used to determine district instructional needs.

Summarize the Data  -  This box should include a summary and analysis of the significant data.Summarize the Data  -  This box should include a summary and analysis of the significant data.

The district data as detailed above provides a summary of our underperforming student subgroups, IEP and
African-American. Each school maintains a database that is used to review student progress and target students for
specialized help and additional support. Reading performance is lacking at all grade levels for our special education
subgroup, and primarily at the intermediate grades for our low income and black subgroups.

The district data as detailed above provides a summary of our underperforming student subgroups, IEP and
African-American. Each school maintains a database that is used to review student progress and target students for
specialized help and additional support. Reading performance is lacking at all grade levels for our special education
subgroup, and primarily at the intermediate grades for our low income and black subgroups.

Key Factors  - The information in this box is directly aligned to the data analysis and identifies probable
causes or contributing factors to the identified needs/gaps that can be influenced by the objectives and
strategies in this plan.

Key Factors  - The information in this box is directly aligned to the data analysis and identifies probable
causes or contributing factors to the identified needs/gaps that can be influenced by the objectives and
strategies in this plan.

The local data aligns with the state and nationally standardized data which indicate a correlation between low
performance and high student mobility. Further, as our special education students progress to higher grade levels, there
is a decline in their academic performance, particularly in the area of reading.

The local data aligns with the state and nationally standardized data which indicate a correlation between low
performance and high student mobility. Further, as our special education students progress to higher grade levels, there
is a decline in their academic performance, particularly in the area of reading.

Conclusions  - The information in this box will include one or two solid conclusion statements drawn from
data and information stated above. The statements should be relevant to the development of the Action
Plan. The data collected in this box will focus on student achievement.

Conclusions  - The information in this box will include one or two solid conclusion statements drawn from
data and information stated above. The statements should be relevant to the development of the Action
Plan. The data collected in this box will focus on student achievement.

Reading and Math performance requires attention particularly for district special education, black, and low-income
subgroups.
Comprehensive, integrated, and systematic programs must be developed to address the gap demonstrated by special
education, black, and low income subgroups within the district.

Reading and Math performance requires attention particularly for district special education, black, and low-income
subgroups.
Comprehensive, integrated, and systematic programs must be developed to address the gap demonstrated by special
education, black, and low income subgroups within the district.
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 and Community That Have Affected Student Learning

Section I C. Data & Analysis – Other Data
 Item 1 – Attributes and Challenges of the District

 and Community That Have Affected Student Learning

Description -  Provide a description  of other data collected during the development of this plan. It may
include existing data considered in the writing of this plan. This is a list of tools and, where appropriate, dates
administered. All data used to develop the action plan must be made available to ISBE, the United State
Department of Education, the Universal Services Administrative Company, and the local community upon
request.

Description -  Provide a description  of other data collected during the development of this plan. It may
include existing data considered in the writing of this plan. This is a list of tools and, where appropriate, dates
administered. All data used to develop the action plan must be made available to ISBE, the United State
Department of Education, the Universal Services Administrative Company, and the local community upon
request.

We analyzed additional data collected from SIS (Illinois Student Information System) as shown in the Illinois 2007 State
Report Card.
We analyzed additional data collected from SIS (Illinois Student Information System) as shown in the Illinois 2007 State
Report Card.

Summarize the Data -  This box should include a summary and analysis of the significant data concerning
attributes and challenges of the district.
Summarize the Data -  This box should include a summary and analysis of the significant data concerning
attributes and challenges of the district.

Zion District 6 experiences a higher mobility rate than most school districts in the state.The data indicates a 35.6%
mobility rate in Zion District 6 compared to a 15.2% mobility rate statewide.  Our low income rate is 72.7% compared to
40.9 % statewide. The challenge this poses is the lack of continuous and fluid instruction over the course of a school
year for approximately one third of our student body. We theorize there is a connection between low income status and
the mobility rate. Therefore many of our low income students are not adequately prepared for success.
The majority of our students with IEPs failed to meet AYP. 37.4% of students with IEPs either met or exceeded the
State Standards for the reading portion of the ISATs. 
 

Zion District 6 experiences a higher mobility rate than most school districts in the state.The data indicates a 35.6%
mobility rate in Zion District 6 compared to a 15.2% mobility rate statewide.  Our low income rate is 72.7% compared to
40.9 % statewide. The challenge this poses is the lack of continuous and fluid instruction over the course of a school
year for approximately one third of our student body. We theorize there is a connection between low income status and
the mobility rate. Therefore many of our low income students are not adequately prepared for success.
The majority of our students with IEPs failed to meet AYP. 37.4% of students with IEPs either met or exceeded the
State Standards for the reading portion of the ISATs. 
 

Key Factors  - The information in this box is directly aligned to the data analysis and identifies probable
causes or contributing factors to the identified needs/gaps that can be influenced by the objectives and
strategies in this plan.

Key Factors  - The information in this box is directly aligned to the data analysis and identifies probable
causes or contributing factors to the identified needs/gaps that can be influenced by the objectives and
strategies in this plan.

One of the most significant factors that influence meeting the objectives of  Zion District 6 is the high mobility rate.
Combined with our low income percentage, students are not adequately prepared.  Another important factor is the
special education group, which did not make AYP.  Therefore, the district did not make AYP.
 

One of the most significant factors that influence meeting the objectives of  Zion District 6 is the high mobility rate.
Combined with our low income percentage, students are not adequately prepared.  Another important factor is the
special education group, which did not make AYP.  Therefore, the district did not make AYP.
 

Conclusions  - The information in this box will include one or two solid conclusion statements drawn from
data and information stated above. The statements should be relevant to the development of the Action
Plan. The data collected in this box will focus on student achievement.

Conclusions  - The information in this box will include one or two solid conclusion statements drawn from
data and information stated above. The statements should be relevant to the development of the Action
Plan. The data collected in this box will focus on student achievement.

ISAT Reading and Math scores are directly affected by our high mobility rate and student low income percentage.
Students with IEPs struggled to meet state standards.  Dedicated resources should include multiple strategies to
assess student academic deficiencies, which will help staff teach students immediately upon enrolling at their
instructional level.

ISAT Reading and Math scores are directly affected by our high mobility rate and student low income percentage.
Students with IEPs struggled to meet state standards.  Dedicated resources should include multiple strategies to
assess student academic deficiencies, which will help staff teach students immediately upon enrolling at their
instructional level.
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Section I C. Data & Analysis – Other Data
 Item 2 – Educator Qualifications and Professional

 Growth and Development Data

Section I C. Data & Analysis – Other Data
 Item 2 – Educator Qualifications and Professional

 Growth and Development Data

Description -  Provide a description of other data collected during the development of the Action Plan. It
may include existing data considered in the writing of this plan. This is a list of tools and, when appropriate,
dates administered. All data used to develop the action plan must be made available to ISBE, the United
States Department of Education, the Universal Services Administrative Company, and the local community
upon request.

Description -  Provide a description of other data collected during the development of the Action Plan. It
may include existing data considered in the writing of this plan. This is a list of tools and, when appropriate,
dates administered. All data used to develop the action plan must be made available to ISBE, the United
States Department of Education, the Universal Services Administrative Company, and the local community
upon request.

There is no data which indicates a correlation between educator qualifications/professional growth data and student
performance. All staff in the district are highly qualified and required to meet the areas of certification for which they are
employed.
Data on Professional Development needs was collected in the following ways. Technology Usage Self Evaluation
Survey  http://www.quia.com/sv/169189.html was administered in February 2008 asking comfort levels in various areas
of technology integration. Data was also gathered from discussions and feedback from the following:

    District Technology Committee - minutes recorded.  (12/4/07, 3/13/08, 4/8/08, 5/6/08)
    Meetings with  Computer Lab Assistants - discussion and informal feedback (8/20/07, 8/21/07, 10/24/07, 2/5/08,
2/20/08)
    Weekly General Leadership meetings with principals and district administrators - minutes recorded (Every Thursday)
    Technology Professional Development Evaluation Forms (July and August 2007)
    Other technology professional development workshops - discussion and informal feedback -  9/5/07,9/10/07,
9/19/07, 10/3/07, 10/16/07,10/29/07, 11/5/07, 11/7/07, 11/8/07, 11/26/07, 12/12/07, 12/19/07,1/7/08, 1/8/08,1/9/08,
1/15/08, 1/18/08,  2/5/08,(Internet Safety), 2/13/08, 2/27/08,3/10/08, 3/12,/08, 3/17/08, 3/31/08, 4/2/08

There is no data which indicates a correlation between educator qualifications/professional growth data and student
performance. All staff in the district are highly qualified and required to meet the areas of certification for which they are
employed.
Data on Professional Development needs was collected in the following ways. Technology Usage Self Evaluation
Survey  http://www.quia.com/sv/169189.html was administered in February 2008 asking comfort levels in various areas
of technology integration. Data was also gathered from discussions and feedback from the following:

    District Technology Committee - minutes recorded.  (12/4/07, 3/13/08, 4/8/08, 5/6/08)
    Meetings with  Computer Lab Assistants - discussion and informal feedback (8/20/07, 8/21/07, 10/24/07, 2/5/08,
2/20/08)
    Weekly General Leadership meetings with principals and district administrators - minutes recorded (Every Thursday)
    Technology Professional Development Evaluation Forms (July and August 2007)
    Other technology professional development workshops - discussion and informal feedback -  9/5/07,9/10/07,
9/19/07, 10/3/07, 10/16/07,10/29/07, 11/5/07, 11/7/07, 11/8/07, 11/26/07, 12/12/07, 12/19/07,1/7/08, 1/8/08,1/9/08,
1/15/08, 1/18/08,  2/5/08,(Internet Safety), 2/13/08, 2/27/08,3/10/08, 3/12,/08, 3/17/08, 3/31/08, 4/2/08

Summarize the Data  - This box should include a summary and analysis of the significant data.Summarize the Data  - This box should include a summary and analysis of the significant data.

Compared to prior surveys, staff has shown an increase in comfort levels in using technology. However, much work still
needs to be done to create an environment where integrating technology is seemless. Survey data and anectodal
feedback from committee meetings indicate that there are teachers at various proficiency levels. Many of the
professional development workshops provided  revolve around available resources such as Portal training, Easy Tech,
Grolier online, Bookflix, NWEA Map testing, Compass Learning as well as workshops teaching strategies using
technology.
Portal usage has increased since it was introduced last year but is still not being used to full capacity. All teachers have
created a portal site, but many teachers still see the portal as a personal website, not as a tool for learning. Teachers
also view the expectation to use the portal as something "extra" they have to do.

Compared to prior surveys, staff has shown an increase in comfort levels in using technology. However, much work still
needs to be done to create an environment where integrating technology is seemless. Survey data and anectodal
feedback from committee meetings indicate that there are teachers at various proficiency levels. Many of the
professional development workshops provided  revolve around available resources such as Portal training, Easy Tech,
Grolier online, Bookflix, NWEA Map testing, Compass Learning as well as workshops teaching strategies using
technology.
Portal usage has increased since it was introduced last year but is still not being used to full capacity. All teachers have
created a portal site, but many teachers still see the portal as a personal website, not as a tool for learning. Teachers
also view the expectation to use the portal as something "extra" they have to do.

Key Factors  - The information in this box is directly aligned to the data analysis and identifies probable
causes or contributing factors to the identified needs/gaps that can be influenced by the objectives and
strategies in this plan.

Key Factors  - The information in this box is directly aligned to the data analysis and identifies probable
causes or contributing factors to the identified needs/gaps that can be influenced by the objectives and
strategies in this plan.

Many teachers see portal usage as something added to their already heavy workload. Not enough teachers see it as a
tool oriented to instruction and communication.
 

Many teachers see portal usage as something added to their already heavy workload. Not enough teachers see it as a
tool oriented to instruction and communication.
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Conclusions  - The information in this box will include one or two solid conclusion statements drawn from
data and information stated above. The statements should be relevant to the development of the Action
Plan. The data collected in this box will focus on student achievement.

Conclusions  - The information in this box will include one or two solid conclusion statements drawn from
data and information stated above. The statements should be relevant to the development of the Action
Plan. The data collected in this box will focus on student achievement.

District 6 needs to continue to provide workshops on strategies integrating technology into curricular areas.  The portal
is a great tool and all teachers have been taught how to create their own sites. Every teacher has a site. We need to
build on those skills and take the portal to the next level, which will provide each classroom with an online learning
environment, using web 2.0 strategies.

District 6 needs to continue to provide workshops on strategies integrating technology into curricular areas.  The portal
is a great tool and all teachers have been taught how to create their own sites. Every teacher has a site. We need to
build on those skills and take the portal to the next level, which will provide each classroom with an online learning
environment, using web 2.0 strategies.

Section I C. Data & Analysis – Other Data
 Item 3 – Parent/Community Involvement Data

 (such as adult literacy providers, public library services and district emergency crisis planning)

Section I C. Data & Analysis – Other Data
 Item 3 – Parent/Community Involvement Data

 (such as adult literacy providers, public library services and district emergency crisis planning)

 Description  -  Provide a description of data concerning parent/community involvement collected during the
development of the Action Plan. It may include existing data considered in the writing of this plan. This is a
list of tools and, when appropriate, dates administered. All data used to develop the action plan must be
made available to ISBE, the United States Department of Education, the Universal Services Administrative
Company, and the local community upon request.

 Description  -  Provide a description of data concerning parent/community involvement collected during the
development of the Action Plan. It may include existing data considered in the writing of this plan. This is a
list of tools and, when appropriate, dates administered. All data used to develop the action plan must be
made available to ISBE, the United States Department of Education, the Universal Services Administrative
Company, and the local community upon request.

Several types of data were collected to assess the parent/community involvement component.  These include parent
contacts for all schools, parent surveys, family technology surveys, and a community survey. Zion District 6 requires
every student to have a Zion-Benton library card. Zion District 6 holds onsite higher education cohorts (National Louis
University and American College of Education), which take advantage of our technology.

Several types of data were collected to assess the parent/community involvement component.  These include parent
contacts for all schools, parent surveys, family technology surveys, and a community survey. Zion District 6 requires
every student to have a Zion-Benton library card. Zion District 6 holds onsite higher education cohorts (National Louis
University and American College of Education), which take advantage of our technology.

Summarize the Data - This box should include a summary and analysis of the significant data concerning
parent/community involvement.
Summarize the Data - This box should include a summary and analysis of the significant data concerning
parent/community involvement.

Parent involvement needs much attention in the district.  Each school has a parent group but they report minimal
involvement by parents. According to the community survey given in October 2007, the community has a basically fair
perception of the schools. According to our family technology usage survey 30% of our families have internet access at
home.

Parent involvement needs much attention in the district.  Each school has a parent group but they report minimal
involvement by parents. According to the community survey given in October 2007, the community has a basically fair
perception of the schools. According to our family technology usage survey 30% of our families have internet access at
home.

Key Factors  - The information in this box is directly aligned to the data analysis and identifies probable
causes or contributing factors to the identified needs/gaps that can be influenced by the objectives and
strategies in this plan.

Key Factors  - The information in this box is directly aligned to the data analysis and identifies probable
causes or contributing factors to the identified needs/gaps that can be influenced by the objectives and
strategies in this plan.

High mobility, unemployment, and household concerns are often listed as the reasons that parents are not involved in
their school. While our parents do usually come to parent teacher conferneces, sporting events, and various specialized
activities, this support is not long-term and sustainable for most parents.

High mobility, unemployment, and household concerns are often listed as the reasons that parents are not involved in
their school. While our parents do usually come to parent teacher conferneces, sporting events, and various specialized
activities, this support is not long-term and sustainable for most parents.

Conclusions  - The information in this box will include one or two solid conclusion statements drawn from
data and information stated above. The statements should be relevant to the development of the Action
Plan. The data collected in this box will focus on student achievement.

Conclusions  - The information in this box will include one or two solid conclusion statements drawn from
data and information stated above. The statements should be relevant to the development of the Action
Plan. The data collected in this box will focus on student achievement.

The district needs a proactive, comprehensive parental involvement plan. This should involve using technology and
family activities as a means of getting more parents involved in the schools.
The district needs a proactive, comprehensive parental involvement plan. This should involve using technology and
family activities as a means of getting more parents involved in the schools.
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Section I D. Data & Analysis — Technology Deployment DataSection I D. Data & Analysis — Technology Deployment Data

Please complete the Technology Inventory Spreadsheet so it can be included in this plan (click on
“Technology Inventory” to open the spreadsheet). When finished, please complete the following
information:

Description– Provide a description of other data collected during the development of the Action Plan. It may
include existing data considered in the writing of Action Plan. This is a list of tools and, when appropriate,
dates administered. All data used to develop the action plan must be made available to ISBE, the United
States Department of Education, the Universal Services Administrative Company, and the local community
upon request.

Please complete the Technology Inventory Spreadsheet so it can be included in this plan (click on
“Technology Inventory” to open the spreadsheet). When finished, please complete the following
information:

Description– Provide a description of other data collected during the development of the Action Plan. It may
include existing data considered in the writing of Action Plan. This is a list of tools and, when appropriate,
dates administered. All data used to develop the action plan must be made available to ISBE, the United
States Department of Education, the Universal Services Administrative Company, and the local community
upon request.

Technology Inventory Autumn 2007
Technology Survey - Winter 2008
Help Desk ticket management system—daily
Infrastructure maps and summaries—annually
Electrical capability reports—as needed
Annual reviews on telecommunications and technology equipment/services

Technology Inventory Autumn 2007
Technology Survey - Winter 2008
Help Desk ticket management system—daily
Infrastructure maps and summaries—annually
Electrical capability reports—as needed
Annual reviews on telecommunications and technology equipment/services

Summarize the Data  - This box should include a summary and analysis of the significant data.Summarize the Data  - This box should include a summary and analysis of the significant data.

Infrastructure summary—Our network is a Fiber 14Mb IP WAN with Ethernet network LAN with in buildings, with Gigabit
Ethernet (1000Mbps) on the backbone, and Fast Ethernet (100Mbps) within each location. Where a location has one or
more IDFs (secondary wiring closet) multi-mode fiber connects each IDF with the MDF (main wiring closet). All end
devices (workstations, printers, etc..) connect via Cat5 copper. 

Telecommunications summary— See inventory for Details

Hardware summary—
All classrooms are be equipped with a teacher station, and 2 Student workstations.
The district is responsible for choosing the exact models of computers that are purchased and will make all necessary
purchases.
The district will also make all arrangements for necessary installations that may be needed, including those funded by
the buildings.
All computers will be financially supported by the district.
 
District is developing a Desktop replacement program, as part of the program is the inclusion of Thin Client technology
which will add longevity to the future purchased equipment.
 
The district has also outsourced the management and monitoring and support for the Districts WAN, Desktops and
Severs.

Infrastructure summary—Our network is a Fiber 14Mb IP WAN with Ethernet network LAN with in buildings, with Gigabit
Ethernet (1000Mbps) on the backbone, and Fast Ethernet (100Mbps) within each location. Where a location has one or
more IDFs (secondary wiring closet) multi-mode fiber connects each IDF with the MDF (main wiring closet). All end
devices (workstations, printers, etc..) connect via Cat5 copper. 

Telecommunications summary— See inventory for Details

Hardware summary—
All classrooms are be equipped with a teacher station, and 2 Student workstations.
The district is responsible for choosing the exact models of computers that are purchased and will make all necessary
purchases.
The district will also make all arrangements for necessary installations that may be needed, including those funded by
the buildings.
All computers will be financially supported by the district.
 
District is developing a Desktop replacement program, as part of the program is the inclusion of Thin Client technology
which will add longevity to the future purchased equipment.
 
The district has also outsourced the management and monitoring and support for the Districts WAN, Desktops and
Severs.

Key Factors  - The information in this box is directly aligned to the data analysis and identifies probable
causes or contributing factors to the identified needs/gaps that can be influenced by the objectives and
strategies in this plan.

Key Factors  - The information in this box is directly aligned to the data analysis and identifies probable
causes or contributing factors to the identified needs/gaps that can be influenced by the objectives and
strategies in this plan.

    Access to the internet is readily available.
    Response time to tech support needs is satisfactory.
    Acceptable use policies and copyright and ethics policies have been written and implemented.
    Filter/server installation in place.
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    District participates in e-rate.
    Network can support instructional practices and more advanced levels of use.
    Funding for technology purchases has been restored to district budget.
    According to the District Survey teachers indicated they would feel more comfortable integrating technology into the
curriculum if they had more access to hardware such as projectors and more computers.

 
 
 

    District participates in e-rate.
    Network can support instructional practices and more advanced levels of use.
    Funding for technology purchases has been restored to district budget.
    According to the District Survey teachers indicated they would feel more comfortable integrating technology into the
curriculum if they had more access to hardware such as projectors and more computers.

 
 
 

Conclusions  – The information in this box will include one or two solid conclusion statements drawn from
data and information stated above. The statements should be relevant to the development of the Action
Plan. The data collected in this box will focus on student achievement.

Conclusions  – The information in this box will include one or two solid conclusion statements drawn from
data and information stated above. The statements should be relevant to the development of the Action
Plan. The data collected in this box will focus on student achievement.

    To continue to maintain and improve technology support to ensure successful instruction/learning practices;

    To expand training for teachers in the use of technology available in instructional practice;

    To continue to provide access to up-to-date technology (investigate student laptop programs and teacher laptop
programs) for information access and productivity

    To continue to maintain and improve technology support to ensure successful instruction/learning practices;

    To expand training for teachers in the use of technology available in instructional practice;

    To continue to provide access to up-to-date technology (investigate student laptop programs and teacher laptop
programs) for information access and productivity

District InformationDistrict Information

Number Item

2538 Number of K-12 self-contained regular classroom students. This includes any student that is counted for purposes of
Average Daily Attendance(ADA). It also refers to students that the district is responsible for in the Student Information
System (SIS).

122 Number of K-12 special education self-contained classroom students

182 Number of Teachers (FTE - this does not include teacher aides)

10 Number of Administrators

7 Number of instructional school buildings with high speed internet access

0 Number of instructional school buildings with low speed internet access

0 Number of instructional school buildings with no internet access

0 Number of non-instructional school buildings with high speed internet access

0 Number of non-instructional school buildings with low speed internet access

0 Number of non-instructional school buildings with no internet access

Number Item

2538 Number of K-12 self-contained regular classroom students. This includes any student that is counted for purposes of
Average Daily Attendance(ADA). It also refers to students that the district is responsible for in the Student Information
System (SIS).

122 Number of K-12 special education self-contained classroom students

182 Number of Teachers (FTE - this does not include teacher aides)

10 Number of Administrators

7 Number of instructional school buildings with high speed internet access

0 Number of instructional school buildings with low speed internet access

0 Number of instructional school buildings with no internet access

0 Number of non-instructional school buildings with high speed internet access

0 Number of non-instructional school buildings with low speed internet access

0 Number of non-instructional school buildings with no internet access
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Internet AccessInternet Access

Location Type Number of Rooms

Instructional Classroom 10 mg Ethernet 0

100+ mg Ethernet 150

Dedicated Cable 0

DSL 0

Wireless 0

Other (Dial-up modem, etc.) 0

None (no internet access) 0

Dedicated Computer Lab 10 mg Ethernet 0

100+ mg Ethernet 7

Dedicated Cable 0

DSL 0

Wireless 0

Other (Dial-up modem, etc.) 0

None (no internet access) 0

Media Center/Library 10 mg Ethernet 0

100+ mg Ethernet 6

Dedicated Cable 0

DSL 0

Wireless 0

Other (Dial-up modem, etc.) 0

None (no internet access) 0

Mobile Computer Lab 10 mg Ethernet 0

100+ mg Ethernet 0

Dedicated Cable 0

DSL 0

Wireless 0

Other (Dial-up modem, etc.) 0

None (no internet access) 0

Administrative Offices 10 mg Ethernet 0

100+ mg Ethernet 1

Dedicated Cable 0

DSL 0

Wireless 0

Other (Dial-up modem, etc.) 0

None (no internet access) 0

Teacher Offices 10 mg Ethernet 0

100+ mg Ethernet 0

Dedicated Cable 0

DSL 0

Wireless 0

Other (Dial-up modem, etc.) 0

None (no internet access) 0
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Location Type Number of Rooms

Other Locations 10 mg Ethernet 0

100+ mg Ethernet 0

Dedicated Cable 0

DSL 0

Wireless 0

Other (Dial-up modem, etc.) 0

None (no internet access) 0

Location Type Number of Rooms

Other Locations 10 mg Ethernet 0

100+ mg Ethernet 0

Dedicated Cable 0

DSL 0

Wireless 0

Other (Dial-up modem, etc.) 0

None (no internet access) 0

Computer InventoryComputer Inventory

Desktop computers

Total Desktop High Speed
Access  56k

Low Speed
Access < 56k

No Internet
Access

Location Computer Age PC Mac Total PC Mac Total PC Mac Total PC Mac Total

Instructional Classroom Under 2 years 45 0 45 45 0 45 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 245 5 250 245 5 250 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 40 0 40 40 0 40 0 0 0 0 0 0

Dedicated Computer Lab Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 210 0 210 210 0 210 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Media Center/Library Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 10 0 10 10 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Mobile Computer Lab Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Administrative Offices Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 25 0 25 25 0 25 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Teacher Offices Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 10 0 10 10 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Other Locations Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Computer InventoryComputer Inventory

Laptop computers

Total Desktop High Speed
Access  56k

Low Speed
Access < 56k

No Internet
Access

Location Computer Age PC Mac Total PC Mac Total PC Mac Total PC Mac Total

Instructional Classroom Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Dedicated Computer Lab Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Media Center/Library Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Mobile Computer Lab Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Administrative Offices Under 2 years 5 0 5 5 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Teacher Offices Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Other Locations Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 10 0 10 10 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Computer InventoryComputer Inventory

Tablet computers

Total Desktop High Speed
Access  56k

Low Speed
Access < 56k

No Internet
Access

Location Computer Age PC Mac Total PC Mac Total PC Mac Total PC Mac Total

Instructional Classroom Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Dedicated Computer Lab Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Media Center/Library Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Mobile Computer Lab Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Tablet computers

Total Desktop High Speed
Access  56k

Low Speed
Access < 56k

No Internet
Access

Location Computer Age PC Mac Total PC Mac Total PC Mac Total PC Mac Total

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Administrative Offices Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Teacher Offices Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Other Locations Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Computer InventoryComputer Inventory

Servers

Total Desktop High Speed
Access  56k

Low Speed
Access < 56k

No Internet
Access

Location Computer Age PC Mac Total PC Mac Total PC Mac Total PC Mac Total

Instructional Classroom Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Dedicated Computer Lab Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 8 0 8 8 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Media Center/Library Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Mobile Computer Lab Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Administrative Offices Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Teacher Offices Under 2 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Other Locations Under 2 years 19 0 19 19 0 19 0 0 0 0 0 0

2-5 years 3 0 3 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0

5+ years 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Operating SystemsOperating Systems

PC

Location Operating System Number

Instructional Classroom Windows Vista 0

Windows XP (any version) 290

Windows 2000 (any version) 35

Windows 98 15

Windows 95 0

Other PC 30

Dedicated Computer Lab Windows Vista 0

Windows XP (any version) 210

Windows 2000 (any version) 0

Windows 98 0

Windows 95 0

Other PC 0

Media Center/Library Windows Vista 0

Windows XP (any version) 10

Windows 2000 (any version) 0

Windows 98 0

Windows 95 0

Other PC 0

Mobile Computer Lab Windows Vista 0

Windows XP (any version) 0

Windows 2000 (any version) 0

Windows 98 0

Windows 95 0

Other PC 0

Administrative Offices Windows Vista 0

Windows XP (any version) 30

Windows 2000 (any version) 0

Windows 98 0

Windows 95 0

Other PC 0

Teacher Offices Windows Vista 0

Windows XP (any version) 10

Windows 2000 (any version) 0

Windows 98 0

Windows 95 0

Other PC 0

Other Locations Windows Vista 0

Windows XP (any version) 0

Windows 2000 (any version) 0

Windows 98 0

Windows 95 0
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Other PC 0

Macintosh

Location Operating System Number

Instructional Classroom MAC System 10.x 5

MAC System 9.x 0

MAC System 8.x 0

MAC System 7.x 0

Other MAC 0

Dedicated Computer Lab MAC System 10.x 0

MAC System 9.x 0

MAC System 8.x 0

MAC System 7.x 0

Other MAC 0

Media Center/Library MAC System 10.x 0

MAC System 9.x 0

MAC System 8.x 0

MAC System 7.x 0

Other MAC 0

Mobile Computer Lab MAC System 10.x 0

MAC System 9.x 0

MAC System 8.x 0

MAC System 7.x 0

Other MAC 0

Administrative Offices MAC System 10.x 0

MAC System 9.x 0

MAC System 8.x 0

MAC System 7.x 0

Other MAC 0

Teacher Offices MAC System 10.x 0

MAC System 9.x 0

MAC System 8.x 0

MAC System 7.x 0

Other MAC 0

Other Locations MAC System 10.x 0

MAC System 9.x 0

MAC System 8.x 0

MAC System 7.x 0

Other MAC 0

Other Operating Systems (including Linux)

Location Operating System Number

Instructional Classroom 0

Dedicated Computer Lab 0

Media Center/Library 0

Mobile Computer Lab 0
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Administrative Offices 0

Teacher Offices 0

Other Locations 0

Administrative Offices 0

Teacher Offices 0

Other Locations 0

Network EquipmentNetwork Equipment

Location Equipment Number

Instructional Classroom Hubs 0

Routers 0

Switches 60

Wireless Access Points 0

Firewall 0

Spam Filter 0

Content Filter 0

Intrusion Detector 0

Dedicated Computer Lab Hubs 0

Routers 0

Switches 0

Wireless Access Points 0

Firewall 0

Spam Filter 0

Content Filter 0

Intrusion Detector 0

Media Center/Library Hubs 0

Routers 0

Switches 0

Wireless Access Points 0

Firewall 0

Spam Filter 0

Content Filter 0

Intrusion Detector 0

Mobile Computer Lab Hubs 0

Routers 0

Switches 0

Wireless Access Points 0

Firewall 0

Spam Filter 0

Content Filter 0

Intrusion Detector 0

Administrative Offices Hubs 0

Routers 0

Switches 0

Wireless Access Points 0

Firewall 0
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Location Equipment Number

Spam Filter 0

Content Filter 0

Intrusion Detector 0

Teacher Offices Hubs 0

Routers 0

Switches 0

Wireless Access Points 0

Firewall 0

Spam Filter 0

Content Filter 0

Intrusion Detector 0

Other Locations Hubs 0

Routers 0

Switches 40

Wireless Access Points 14

Firewall 0

Spam Filter 0

Content Filter 0

Intrusion Detector 0

Location Equipment Number

Spam Filter 0

Content Filter 0

Intrusion Detector 0

Teacher Offices Hubs 0

Routers 0

Switches 0

Wireless Access Points 0

Firewall 0

Spam Filter 0

Content Filter 0

Intrusion Detector 0

Other Locations Hubs 0

Routers 0

Switches 40

Wireless Access Points 14

Firewall 0

Spam Filter 0

Content Filter 0

Intrusion Detector 0

Licensed SoftwareLicensed Software

Software Type

Yes Networking

Yes Utility Programs (Service Programs, File Compression, Disk Optimizers, etc.)

Yes Personal Productivity Tools (Word Processing, Spreadsheet, Database, Communications)

Yes Graphics (Business, Illustration, CAD, Animation, etc.)

Yes Desktop Publishing

Yes Business Software (Accounting, Mapping, Project Management, Desktop Organizers, etc.)

Yes Programming packages (Computer Programming)

Yes Student Information Management Systems

Yes Filtering/Blocking Software

Yes Anti-Virus

Yes Other

Software Type

Yes Networking

Yes Utility Programs (Service Programs, File Compression, Disk Optimizers, etc.)

Yes Personal Productivity Tools (Word Processing, Spreadsheet, Database, Communications)

Yes Graphics (Business, Illustration, CAD, Animation, etc.)

Yes Desktop Publishing

Yes Business Software (Accounting, Mapping, Project Management, Desktop Organizers, etc.)

Yes Programming packages (Computer Programming)

Yes Student Information Management Systems

Yes Filtering/Blocking Software

Yes Anti-Virus

Yes Other
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Inventory of Other TechnologiesInventory of Other Technologies

Technology Type Instructional Administrative Total

Networked Printers 40 12 52

Stand-alone Printers 10 20 30

Scanners 7 0 7

Digital Cameras 60 0 60

Camcorders/Movie Cameras 10 0 10

Satellite Dishes 0 0 0

Televisions 30 0 30

Video Microscopes 0 0 0

LCD Panels/Projection Devices 40 0 40

Fax Machines 0 15 15

Graphing Calculators 0 0 0

PDAs 0 15 15

Assistive/Adaptive Devices 0 0 0

GPS Devices 0 0 0

Science Probeware 0 0 0

Modems (below 28.8 kbps) 0 0 0

Modems (28.8 kbps or above) 0 0 0

Electronic Whiteboards 3 0 3

Whiteboard Capture Devices 0 0 0

Document Cameras 0 0 0

MP3 Players 0 0 0

Technology Type Instructional Administrative Total

Networked Printers 40 12 52

Stand-alone Printers 10 20 30

Scanners 7 0 7

Digital Cameras 60 0 60

Camcorders/Movie Cameras 10 0 10

Satellite Dishes 0 0 0

Televisions 30 0 30

Video Microscopes 0 0 0

LCD Panels/Projection Devices 40 0 40

Fax Machines 0 15 15

Graphing Calculators 0 0 0

PDAs 0 15 15

Assistive/Adaptive Devices 0 0 0

GPS Devices 0 0 0

Science Probeware 0 0 0

Modems (below 28.8 kbps) 0 0 0

Modems (28.8 kbps or above) 0 0 0

Electronic Whiteboards 3 0 3

Whiteboard Capture Devices 0 0 0

Document Cameras 0 0 0

MP3 Players 0 0 0

TelecommunicationsTelecommunications

Telecommunication Type Instructional Administrative Total

Landline Service (How many phone numbers - this
should reflect phone service put into the E-Rate 471
application, and Blackberries)

0 28 28

Mobile Phone Service (How many phone numbers - this
should reflect mobile phone service put into the E-Rate
471 application and  Blackberries)

0 27 27

Classrooms with Telephones

Number

Classrooms with telephones 150

Telecommunication Type Instructional Administrative Total

Landline Service (How many phone numbers - this
should reflect phone service put into the E-Rate 471
application, and Blackberries)

0 28 28

Mobile Phone Service (How many phone numbers - this
should reflect mobile phone service put into the E-Rate
471 application and  Blackberries)

0 27 27

Classrooms with Telephones

Number

Classrooms with telephones 150
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Distance LearningDistance Learning

Distance Learning Number of Access Points

Satellite 0

Cable/Broadcast 0

Internet Services for Distance Learning 0

Phone line/v-tel systems 0

Other 0

Distance Learning Number of Access Points

Satellite 0

Cable/Broadcast 0

Internet Services for Distance Learning 0

Phone line/v-tel systems 0

Other 0

Section I D Data & Analysis — District Technology Inventory ReportSection I D Data & Analysis — District Technology Inventory Report

District Information

Number of K-12 self-contained regular
classroom students. This includes any
student that is counted for purposes of
Average Daily Attendance(ADA). It also
refers to students that the district is
responsible for in the Student Information
System (SIS).

Number of K-12 special education
self-contained classroom students

Number of Teachers
(FTE - this does not
include teacher aides)

Number of
Administrators

2538 122 182 10

District Information

Number of K-12 self-contained regular
classroom students. This includes any
student that is counted for purposes of
Average Daily Attendance(ADA). It also
refers to students that the district is
responsible for in the Student Information
System (SIS).

Number of K-12 special education
self-contained classroom students

Number of Teachers
(FTE - this does not
include teacher aides)

Number of
Administrators

2538 122 182 10

Number of
instructional school
buildings with high
speed internet
access

Number of
instructional school
buildings with low
speed internet
access

Number of
instructional school
buildings with no
internet access

Number of non-
instructional school
buildings with high
speed internet access

Number of non-
instructional school
buildings with low
speed internet access

Number of non-
instructional school
buildings with no
internet access

7 0 0 0 0 0

Number of
instructional school
buildings with high
speed internet
access

Number of
instructional school
buildings with low
speed internet
access

Number of
instructional school
buildings with no
internet access

Number of non-
instructional school
buildings with high
speed internet access

Number of non-
instructional school
buildings with low
speed internet access

Number of non-
instructional school
buildings with no
internet access

7 0 0 0 0 0
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Instructional School Building Internet Access (Chart) : Non-Instructional Buildings Internet Access (Chart) :Instructional School Building Internet Access (Chart) : Non-Instructional Buildings Internet Access (Chart) :

Total Desktop Computers

Type and Location Classrooms
Instructional

Dedicated
Computer

Lab

Media
Center/
Library

Mobile
Computer

Lab

Adminstrative
Offices

Teachers
Offices

Other
Locations

Computers PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac

Desktops 330 5 210 0 10 0 0 0 25 0 10 0 0 0

Laptops 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 10 0

Tablets 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Servers 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 22 0

330 5 218 0 10 0 0 0 30 0 10 0 32 0

Total Computers
in Each Location

Combined PC
and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined PC
and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

335 218 10 0 30 10 32

Students per Computer 4.19

Total Desktop Computers

Type and Location Classrooms
Instructional

Dedicated
Computer

Lab

Media
Center/
Library

Mobile
Computer

Lab

Adminstrative
Offices

Teachers
Offices

Other
Locations

Computers PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac

Desktops 330 5 210 0 10 0 0 0 25 0 10 0 0 0

Laptops 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 10 0

Tablets 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Servers 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 22 0

330 5 218 0 10 0 0 0 30 0 10 0 32 0

Total Computers
in Each Location

Combined PC
and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined PC
and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

335 218 10 0 30 10 32

Students per Computer 4.19

Computers with High Speed Internet Access:

Type and Location Classrooms
Instructional

Dedicated
Computer

Lab

Media
Center/
Library

Mobile
Computer

Lab

Adminstrative
Offices

Teachers
Offices

Other
Locations

Computers PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac

Desktops 330 5 210 0 10 0 0 0 25 0 10 0 0 0

Laptops 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 10 0

Tablets 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Servers 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 22 0

330 5 218 0 10 0 0 0 30 0 10 0 32 0
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Computers with High Speed Internet Access:

Type and Location Classrooms
Instructional

Dedicated
Computer

Lab

Media
Center/
Library

Mobile
Computer

Lab

Adminstrative
Offices

Teachers
Offices

Other
Locations

Computers PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac

Total Computers
in Each Location

Combined PC
and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined PC
and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

335 218 10 0 30 10 32

Students per Computer 4.19

Computers with High Speed Internet Access:

Type and Location Classrooms
Instructional

Dedicated
Computer

Lab

Media
Center/
Library

Mobile
Computer

Lab

Adminstrative
Offices

Teachers
Offices

Other
Locations

Computers PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac

Total Computers
in Each Location

Combined PC
and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined PC
and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

335 218 10 0 30 10 32

Students per Computer 4.19

Computers with Low Speed Internet Access:

Type and Location Classrooms
Instructional

Dedicated
Computer

Lab

Media
Center/
Library

Mobile
Computer

Lab

Adminstrative
Offices

Teachers
Offices

Other
Locations

Computers PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac

Desktops 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Laptops 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Tablets 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Servers 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total Computers
in Each Location

Combined PC
and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined PC
and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Students per Computer 0

Computers with Low Speed Internet Access:

Type and Location Classrooms
Instructional

Dedicated
Computer

Lab

Media
Center/
Library

Mobile
Computer

Lab

Adminstrative
Offices

Teachers
Offices

Other
Locations

Computers PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac

Desktops 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Laptops 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Tablets 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Servers 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total Computers
in Each Location

Combined PC
and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined PC
and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Students per Computer 0

Computers with No Internet Access:

Type and Location Classrooms
Instructional

Dedicated
Computer

Lab

Media
Center/
Library

Mobile
Computer

Lab

Adminstrative
Offices

Teachers
Offices

Other
Locations

Computers PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac

Desktops 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Laptops 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Tablets 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Servers 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total Computers
in Each Location

Combined PC
and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined PC
and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Students per Computer 0

Computers with No Internet Access:

Type and Location Classrooms
Instructional

Dedicated
Computer

Lab

Media
Center/
Library

Mobile
Computer

Lab

Adminstrative
Offices

Teachers
Offices

Other
Locations

Computers PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac PC Mac

Desktops 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Laptops 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Tablets 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Servers 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total Computers
in Each Location

Combined PC
and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

Combined PC
and Mac

Combined
PC and Mac

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Students per Computer 0

Computer Ages

Number of
desktop
computers
under 2
years old

Number of
laptop
computers
under 2
years old

Number of
tablet PCs
under 2 years
old

Number of
desktop
computers 2 -
5 years old

Number of
laptop
computers 2 -
5 years old

Number of
tablet PCs
2 - 5 years
old

Number of
desktop
computers
older than 5
years

Number of
laptop
computers
older than 5
years

Number of
tablet PCs
older than 5
years

45 5 0 505 10 0 40 0 0

Computer Ages

Number of
desktop
computers
under 2
years old

Number of
laptop
computers
under 2
years old

Number of
tablet PCs
under 2 years
old

Number of
desktop
computers 2 -
5 years old

Number of
laptop
computers 2 -
5 years old

Number of
tablet PCs
2 - 5 years
old

Number of
desktop
computers
older than 5
years

Number of
laptop
computers
older than 5
years

Number of
tablet PCs
older than 5
years

45 5 0 505 10 0 40 0 0
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Internet Access

Number of Rooms Type

0 10 mg Ethernet

164 100+ mg Ethernet

0 Dedicated Cable

0 DSL

0 Wireless

0 Other (Dial-up modem, etc.)

0 None (no internet access)

Internet Access

Number of Rooms Type

0 10 mg Ethernet

164 100+ mg Ethernet

0 Dedicated Cable

0 DSL

0 Wireless

0 Other (Dial-up modem, etc.)

0 None (no internet access)

Number of
Rooms

Type

0 Windows Vista

550 Windows XP (any version)

35 Windows 2000 (any version)

15 Windows 98

0 Windows 95

30 Other PC

5 MAC System 10.x

0 MAC System 9.x

0 MAC System 8.x

0 MAC System 7.x

0 Other MAC

Number of
Rooms

Type

0 Windows Vista

550 Windows XP (any version)

35 Windows 2000 (any version)

15 Windows 98

0 Windows 95

30 Other PC

5 MAC System 10.x

0 MAC System 9.x

0 MAC System 8.x

0 MAC System 7.x

0 Other MAC

Other Technologies

Total Type

52 Number of Networked Printers

30 Number of Stand-alone Printers

7 Number of Scanners

60 Number of Digital Cameras

10 Number of Camcorders/Movie Cameras

0 Number of Satellite Dishes

30 Number of Televisions

0 Number of Video Microscopes

40 Number of LCD Panels/Projection Devices

15 Number of Fax Machines

0 Number of Graphing Calculators

15 Number of PDAs

0 Number of Assistive/Adaptive Devices

0 Number of GPS Devices

0 Number of Science Probeware
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Other Technologies

Total Type

0 Number of Modems (below 28.8 kbps)

0 Number of Modems (28.8 kbps or above)

3 Number of Electronic Whiteboards

0 Number of Whiteboard Capture Devices

0 Number of Document Cameras

0 Number of MP3 Players

Other Technologies

Total Type

0 Number of Modems (below 28.8 kbps)

0 Number of Modems (28.8 kbps or above)

3 Number of Electronic Whiteboards

0 Number of Whiteboard Capture Devices

0 Number of Document Cameras

0 Number of MP3 Players

Distance Learning

Number of Access
points

Distance Learning

0 Satellite

0 Cable/Broadcast

0 Internet Services for Distance Learning

0 Phone line/v-tel systems

0 Other

Distance Learning

Number of Access
points

Distance Learning

0 Satellite

0 Cable/Broadcast

0 Internet Services for Distance Learning

0 Phone line/v-tel systems

0 Other

Section I E. Data & Analysis — Meta AnalysisSection I E. Data & Analysis — Meta Analysis

S.M.A.R.T. Goal(s) - Drawing on the above conclusions, define your S.M.A.R.T. (Specific, Measurable,
Attainable, Realistic, and Tangible) goal(s)  in the box below.  These goals will be addressed in your
strategies and activities in Section II.

S.M.A.R.T. Goal(s) - Drawing on the above conclusions, define your S.M.A.R.T. (Specific, Measurable,
Attainable, Realistic, and Tangible) goal(s)  in the box below.  These goals will be addressed in your
strategies and activities in Section II.

The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations on the ISAT Reading
test will increase from 65% to 80%.over the 3 year period of this technology plan. The percent of all Zion
Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations improving ISAT Math Test will increase
from 77% to 92% over the 3 year period of this technology plan.

The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations on the ISAT Reading
test will increase from 65% to 80%.over the 3 year period of this technology plan. The percent of all Zion
Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations improving ISAT Math Test will increase
from 77% to 92% over the 3 year period of this technology plan.

Goal 1 for Phase I : 2008-2009

The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations on the ISAT Reading Test will increase
from 65% to 70%. The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations  improving
ISAT Math Test will increase from 77% to 82%. To be reached by the 2009 ISAT test cycle.

Section II B. Action Plan — Curriculum and Instruction

Strategy1

Students will continue to have opportunities to use a variety of tools in their learning.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

NWEA - MAP 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 20000 20000 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Compass Learning Odyssey 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 20000 20000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Grolier Online 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 10000 10000 0 0 0 0 0 0

United Streaming 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 3000 3000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Study Island 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 8000 8000 0 0 0 0 0 0

BookFlix 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 4000 4000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Learninng.com 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 12000 12000 0 0 0 0 0 0

District SharePoint Portal 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Read180 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 1700 1700 0 0 0 0 0 0

InfoCentre 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 1250 1250 0 0 0 0 0 0

Reading Counts 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy2

Teachers will have access to tools and curriculum support materials aligned to NETS standards and Illinois Assessment Framework.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

Learning.com 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 8000 8000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Reading A-Z 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 7500 7500 0 0 0 0 0 0

InfoCentre 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 1250 1250 0 0 0 0 0 0

Quia.com 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 500 500 0 0 0 0 0 0

District SharePoint Portal 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy3

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Goal 1 for Phase I : 2008-2009

The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations on the ISAT Reading Test will increase
from 65% to 70%. The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations  improving
ISAT Math Test will increase from 77% to 82%. To be reached by the 2009 ISAT test cycle.

Section II C. Action Plan — Professional Development

Strategy1

Develop and implement a professional development program that addresses the needed changes in instructional practices with a
sustained effort focused on measureable student results.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

Summer Professional
Development related to SIP

07/01/2008 06/30/2009 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Monthly ongoing Professional
Development related to SIP

07/01/2008 06/30/2009 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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ILTCE Conferences 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 3000 3000 0 0 0 0 0 0

NSLS Professional Development
Course

07/01/2008 06/30/2009 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy2

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy3

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Goal 1 for Phase I : 2008-2009

The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations on the ISAT Reading Test will increase
from 65% to 70%. The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations  improving
ISAT Math Test will increase from 77% to 82%. To be reached by the 2009 ISAT test cycle.

Section II D. Action Plan — Parental/Community Involvement
(such as adult literacy providers, public library services and district emergency crisis planning)

Strategy1

Continue to implement and expand electronic communication efforts between the school/home/community.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

Local and long distance phone
service

07/01/2008 06/30/2009 15000 15000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Provide employees with remote
access to District Applications.

07/01/2008 06/30/2009 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Distrcit SharePoint Portal 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

PowerSchool Parent Access 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 2000 2000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Parent Notification System 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 3000 3000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy2

Create and implement parent training to offer opportunities for parents to learn how use technology to support reading and math at
home.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other
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Develop Training for Parents for
use online tools for home.

07/01/2008 06/30/2009 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy3

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Goal 1 for Phase I : 2008-2009

The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations on the ISAT Reading Test will increase
from 65% to 70%. The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations  improving
ISAT Math Test will increase from 77% to 82%. To be reached by the 2009 ISAT test cycle.

Section II E. Action Plan — Technology Deployment

Strategy1

Continue to maintain technology, to support  instruction/learning practices.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

Outsourced On-Site Engineer 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 0 0 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Help Desk 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 0 0 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

On Going Professional
Development

07/01/2008 06/30/2009 1500 1500 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

General Supplies and repairs 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 60000 60000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy2

Purchase hardware/software/resouces to ensure teacher and student access to up-to-date technology tools that will promote best
teaching and learning practices based on current research and support adapting and transforming learning opportunities for students.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

 Classroom Computer Deployment
According to Schedule

07/01/2008 06/30/2009 50000 50000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Thin Client Deployment 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 2000 2000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Multi-Media Classroom Expansion 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 5000 5000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Maintain Current and Required
Network Software Licensing

07/01/2008 06/30/2009 8000 8000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy3
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Maintain reliable network access.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

Outsourced Network Management
Fees

07/01/2008 06/30/2009 270000 250000 20000 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Rotational cycle for network
hardware

07/01/2008 06/30/2009 75000 75000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Wireless LAN Expansion 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 10000 10000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Fiber Network Budget 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 140000 120000 20000 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Maintain reliable network access.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

Outsourced Network Management
Fees

07/01/2008 06/30/2009 270000 250000 20000 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Rotational cycle for network
hardware

07/01/2008 06/30/2009 75000 75000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Wireless LAN Expansion 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 10000 10000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Fiber Network Budget 07/01/2008 06/30/2009 140000 120000 20000 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Goal 1 for Phase II : 2009-2010

The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations on the ISAT Reading Test will increase
from 70% to 75%. The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations  improving
ISAT Math Test will increase from 82% to 87%. To be reached by the 2010 ISAT test cycle.

Section II B. Action Plan — Curriculum and Instruction

Strategy1

Students will continue to have opportunities to use a variety of tools in their learning.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

NWEA - MAP 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 20000 20000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Compass Learning Odyssey 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 20000 20000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Grolier Online 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 10000 10000 0 0 0 0 0 0

United Streaming 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 3000 3000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Study Island 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 8000 8000 0 0 0 0 0 0

BookFlix 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 4000 4000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Learninng.com 07/01/2009 06/03/2010 12000 12000 0 0 0 0 0 0

District SharePoint Portal 07/01/2009 06/03/2010 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Read180 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 1700 1700 0 0 0 0 0 0

InfoCentre 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 1250 1250 0 0 0 0 0 0

Reading Counts 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy2

Teachers will have access to tools and curriculum support materials aligned to NETS standards and Illinois Assessment Framework.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

Learning.com 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 8000 8000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Reading A-Z 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 7500 7500 0 0 0 0 0 0
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InfoCentre 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 1250 1250 0 0 0 0 0 0

Quia.com 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 500 500 0 0 0 0 0 0

District SharePoint Portal 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy3

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Goal 1 for Phase II : 2009-2010

The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations on the ISAT Reading Test will increase
from 70% to 75%. The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations  improving
ISAT Math Test will increase from 82% to 87%. To be reached by the 2010 ISAT test cycle.

Section II C. Action Plan — Professional Development

Strategy1

Develop and implement a professional development program that addresses the needed changes in instructional practices with a
sustained effort focused on measureable student results.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

Summer Professional
Development related to SIP

07/01/2009 06/30/2010 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Monthly ongoing Professional
Development related to SIP

07/01/2009 06/30/2010 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

ILTCE Conferences 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 3000 3000 0 0 0 0 0 0

NSLS Professional Development
Course

07/01/2009 06/30/2010 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy2

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy3

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other
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0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Goal 1 for Phase II : 2009-2010

The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations on the ISAT Reading Test will increase
from 70% to 75%. The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations  improving
ISAT Math Test will increase from 82% to 87%. To be reached by the 2010 ISAT test cycle.

Section II D. Action Plan — Parental/Community Involvement
 (such as adult literacy providers, public library services and district emergency crisis planning)

Strategy1

Continue to implement and expand electronic communication efforts between the school/home/community.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

Local and long distance phone
service

07/01/2009 06/30/2010 15000 15000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Provide employees with remote
access to District Applications.

07/01/2009 06/30/2010 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Distrcit SharePoint Portal 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

PowerSchool Parent Access 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 2000 2000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Parent Notification System 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 3000 3000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy2

Create and implement parent training to offer opportunities for parents to learn how use technology to support reading and math at
home.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

Develop Training for Parents for
use online tools for home.

07/01/2009 06/30/2010 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy3

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Goal 1 for Phase II : 2009-2010

The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations on the ISAT Reading Test will increase
from 70% to 75%. The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations  improving
ISAT Math Test will increase from 82% to 87%. To be reached by the 2010 ISAT test cycle.

Section II E. Action Plan — Technology Deployment
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Strategy1

Continue to maintain technology, to support  instruction/learning practices.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

Outsourced On-Site Engineer 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 0 0 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Help Desk 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 0 0 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

On Going Professional
Development

07/01/2009 06/30/2010 1500 1500 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

General Supplies and repairs 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 60000 60000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy2

Purchase hardware/software/resouces to ensure teacher and student access to up-to-date technology tools that will promote best
teaching and learning practices based on current research and support adapting and transforming learning opportunities for students.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

  Classroom Computer Deployment
According to Schedule

07/01/2009 06/30/2010 50000 50000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Thin Client Deployment 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 2000 2000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Multi-Media Classroom Expansion 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 5000 5000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Maintain Current and Required
Network Software Lic.

07/01/2009 06/30/2010 8000 8000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy3

Maintain reliable network access.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

Outsourced Network Management
Fees

07/01/2009 06/30/2010 270000 250000 20000 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Rotational cycle for network
hardware

07/01/2009 06/30/2010 75000 75000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Wireless LAN Expansion 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 10000 10000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Fiber Network Budget 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 140000 120000 20000 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy1

Continue to maintain technology, to support  instruction/learning practices.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

Outsourced On-Site Engineer 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 0 0 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Help Desk 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 0 0 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

On Going Professional
Development

07/01/2009 06/30/2010 1500 1500 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

General Supplies and repairs 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 60000 60000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy2

Purchase hardware/software/resouces to ensure teacher and student access to up-to-date technology tools that will promote best
teaching and learning practices based on current research and support adapting and transforming learning opportunities for students.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

  Classroom Computer Deployment
According to Schedule

07/01/2009 06/30/2010 50000 50000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Thin Client Deployment 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 2000 2000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Multi-Media Classroom Expansion 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 5000 5000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Maintain Current and Required
Network Software Lic.

07/01/2009 06/30/2010 8000 8000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy3

Maintain reliable network access.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

Outsourced Network Management
Fees

07/01/2009 06/30/2010 270000 250000 20000 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Rotational cycle for network
hardware

07/01/2009 06/30/2010 75000 75000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Wireless LAN Expansion 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 10000 10000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Fiber Network Budget 07/01/2009 06/30/2010 140000 120000 20000 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Goal 1 for Phase III : 2010-2011

The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations on the ISAT Reading Test will increase
from 75% to 80%. The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations  improving
ISAT Math Test will increase from 87% to 92%. To be reached by the 2011 ISAT test cycle.

Section II B. Action Plan — Curriculum and Instruction

Strategy1
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Students will continue to have opportunities to use a variety of tools in their learning.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

NWEA - MAP 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 20000 20000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Compass Learning Odyssey 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 20000 20000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Grolier Online 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 10000 10000 0 0 0 0 0 0

United Streaming 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 3000 3000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Study Island 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 8000 8000 0 0 0 0 0 0

BookFlix 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 4000 4000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Learninng.com 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 12000 12000 0 0 0 0 0 0

District SharePoint Portal 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Read180 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 1700 1700 0 0 0 0 0 0

InfoCentre 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 1250 1250 0 0 0 0 0 0

Reading Counts 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy2

Teachers will have access to tools and curriculum support materials aligned to NETS standards and Illinois Assessment Framework.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

Learning.com 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 8000 8000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Reading A-Z 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 7500 7500 0 0 0 0 0 0

InfoCentre 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 1250 1250 0 0 0 0 0 0

Quia.com 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 500 500 0 0 0 0 0 0

District SharePoint Portal 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy3

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Goal 1 for Phase III : 2010-2011

The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations on the ISAT Reading Test will increase
from 75% to 80%. The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations  improving
ISAT Math Test will increase from 87% to 92%. To be reached by the 2011 ISAT test cycle.

Section II C. Action Plan — Professional Development

Strategy1
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Develop and implement a professional development program that addresses the needed changes in instructional practices with a
sustained effort focused on measureable student results.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

Summer Professional
Development related to SIP

07/01/2010 06/30/2011 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Monthly ongoing Professional
Development related to SIP

07/01/2010 06/30/2011 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

ILTCE Conferences 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 3000 3000 0 0 0 0 0 0

NSLS Professional Development
Course

07/01/2010 06/30/2011 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy2

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy3

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Goal 1 for Phase III : 2010-2011

The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations on the ISAT Reading Test will increase
from 75% to 80%. The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations  improving
ISAT Math Test will increase from 87% to 92%. To be reached by the 2011 ISAT test cycle.

Section II D. Action Plan — Parental/Community Involvement
  (such as adult literacy providers, public library services and district emergency crisis planning)

Strategy1

Continue to implement and expand electronic communication efforts between the school/home/community.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

Local and long distance phone
service

07/01/2010 06/30/2011 15000 15000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Provide employees with remote
access to District Applications.

07/01/2010 06/30/2011 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Distrcit SharePoint Portal 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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PowerSchool Parent Access 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 2000 2000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Parent Notification System 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 3000 3000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy2

Create and implement parent training to offer opportunities for parents to learn how use technology to support reading and math at
home.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

Develop Training for Parents for
use online tools for home.

07/01/2010 06/30/2011 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy3

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Goal 1 for Phase III : 2010-2011

The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations on the ISAT Reading Test will increase
from 75% to 80%. The percent of all Zion Elementary District 6 students meeting or exceeding state expectations  improving
ISAT Math Test will increase from 87% to 92%. To be reached by the 2011 ISAT test cycle.

Section II E. Action Plan — Technology Deployment

Strategy1

Continue to maintain technology, to support  instruction/learning practices.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

Outsourced On-Site Engineer 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 50000 50000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Help Desk 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 10000 10000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

On Going Professional
Development

07/01/2010 06/30/2011 1500 1500 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

General Supplies and repairs 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 60000 60000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy2

Purchase hardware/software/resouces to ensure teacher and student access to up-to-date technology tools that will promote best
teaching and learning practices based on current research and support adapting and transforming learning opportunities for students.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

 Classroom Computer Deployment
According to Schedule

07/01/2010 06/30/2011 50000 50000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Thin Client Deployment 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 2000 2000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Multi-Media Classroom Expansion 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 5000 5000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Maintain Current and Required
Network Software Lic.

07/01/2010 06/30/2011 8000 8000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy3

Maintain reliable network access.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

Outsourced Network Management
Fees

07/01/2010 06/30/2011 270000 250000 20000 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Rotational cycle for network
hardware

07/01/2010 06/30/2011 75000 75000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Wireless LAN Expansion 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 10000 10000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Fiber Network Budget 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 140000 120000 20000 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Thin Client Deployment 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 2000 2000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Multi-Media Classroom Expansion 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 5000 5000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Maintain Current and Required
Network Software Lic.

07/01/2010 06/30/2011 8000 8000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Strategy3

Maintain reliable network access.

Activities StartDate EndDate Total District E-Rate R or
D

Title I-A Title II-D Title III-D Title IV Title V Other

Outsourced Network Management
Fees

07/01/2010 06/30/2011 270000 250000 20000 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Rotational cycle for network
hardware

07/01/2010 06/30/2011 75000 75000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Wireless LAN Expansion 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 10000 10000 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Fiber Network Budget 07/01/2010 06/30/2011 140000 120000 20000 D 0 0 0 0 0 0

Section II - Action Plan
 Phase I F. Action Plan - Monitoring Prompt

Section II - Action Plan
 Phase I F. Action Plan - Monitoring Prompt

District 6's Office of Curriculum and Instruction will monitor the quality of teaching and learning. The district will integrate
both theory and practice to systematically create a more effective, data driven approach to show and sustain continuous
improvement. This process will be used by various committees to evaluate overall achievement of the technology goals.
Various processes/tools will be used to collect and analysis data to evaluate growth each year.
The findings will be reported to the Board of Education and to the community through various media including the use of
the District Portal.

District 6's Office of Curriculum and Instruction will monitor the quality of teaching and learning. The district will integrate
both theory and practice to systematically create a more effective, data driven approach to show and sustain continuous
improvement. This process will be used by various committees to evaluate overall achievement of the technology goals.
Various processes/tools will be used to collect and analysis data to evaluate growth each year.
The findings will be reported to the Board of Education and to the community through various media including the use of
the District Portal.

Monitoring Tools Progress Indicators Evaluation Frequency Person(s) Responsible

C & I Strategy ISAT Results and School
Report Card Data

Local Assessment Results

ISAT Scores - % of
students meeting AYP

MAPS Testing
DIBELS

Running Records
SAM

Yearly

End of Each Cycle

District Level Administrator
Dr. Maurice Byrd

Building Level
Administrators

Joseph Kent - East
Chris Comella - Elmwood
Yvonne Brown - Central

Lynn Butera - Beulah Park
Keely Roberts - Shiloh

Park
Pat Reynolds - West

Above Administrators

Phyllis Gendelman -
Technology Coord.

Classroom Teachers

Above Administrators

Literacy Coaches -
Rhonda Johnson,
Stacy Williams,
Val Lampinen
















































