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December 2, 2019 LIBRARY 6:00PM SUMMARY
Sign in — Welcome
Budget Review- Start of . .
the 2019-20 School Year Adjustments EOQY Total Current* % Available*
Balance
M&O $26, 289.00 $4,757.58 $31,046.58 | $18525.29 60%
Capital $15,291.00 $3,381.55 $11,812.87 | $8,431.32 63%
Title I $101,127.00 $101,127.00 | $25,296.42 38%

*a close estimate

AGENDA ITEMS - ‘
The budget will be updated the week of December 16th

e Monthly Monitoring

o Behavior

o Instruction — Not Updated

o Fundations Literacy Data- Not

Updated

o Goals for School -January

o Safety

Quality Instruction -Student

Teacher Interactions & Cognitive

Levels

12-2-19

Reviewed some data on behavior (admin records) and
brought up the prior meeting concerns for the
inconsistency of the district data and admin data. The
admin data is not as relevant as we do not record
100% of the situations that are taken care of in our
planned shared drive. Mr. Vail went through the list
Jrom the school system and we did see some
situations that we did have to take care of. Mostly the
kids who have multiple instances and the time we
have had to deal with the situation. Mentioned that we
are learning some better ways to deal with this data
for the 2019-20 school year. We like it as it is more
specific than the synergy system. Goals for school will
be reviewed in January as by policy and practice of
SLO’s that is when they are due. Fundations data
was not updated due to some missed changes in links
to the data. In January/February we will have better
learning data. From a safety standpoint Dr. Benson
mentioned the idea of a site audit for the relationship
of space and students and even the focus of the school
and how it might be different than others. A report
would be coming to admin more than likely after break
and be shared in January.

We reviewed the second quality instruction practices
that deal with teacher interactions and we reviewed
some of the cognitive levels that might be related.






Audit for School Capacity and
Utilization

21st Century Grant

Interest in Helping with Murals
(Makerspace).

review MQI is very good.. just to ensure some
reliability in the data. It was discussed with the
council about the site visit day that was happening on
Wednesday and the use of these same MQI data
collectors and observations.

Again, brought up earlier, but we did discuss the
review of the site campus, the mechanics, the review
of the physical ground and any updaters needed and
of course the relationships of space and rooms we
have with students to relate to capacity and Utilization
of the school. The committee reviewed the data of the
school enrollment and even to view the previous years
and any trends we see. Apartments have been a
factor in our enrollment and of course the changes in
the area with new buildings, etc.

The topic of the grant went up last year as well and
due to a more organized Title I department, we will
have some more time to plan and work with the ADE
and District to get the grant completed with all of the
required steps. The committee was provided an
overview of the 4 areas that the grant can cover and
some potential programs. We will discuss in January
some ideas as a bigger agenda for the community
feedback for the grant.

The site council present came to the makerspace and
demonstrated some of the CNC mural we have
developed over the Thanksgiving Break. The door was
open to come and help during the break if they desire.
Committee would be called to know some dates that
Dr. Benson planned to be here to do some work.

Further discussion on bullet points

Future agenda items
- 21st Century Idea development.
Communicate early for ideas.

Adjournment 7:20PM (makerspace).

12-2-19
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LIBRARY 6:00PM

AGENDA

Sign in — Welcome

Budget Review- Start of

the 2019-20 School Year Adjustments EOY Total Current* % Available*
Balance
M&O $26, 289.00 $4,757.58 $31,046.58 | $18525.29 60%
Capital $15,291.00 $3,381.55 $11,812.87 | $8,431.32 63%
Title I $101,127.00 $12,500 $101,127.00 | $25,296.42 38%

*a close estimate

AGENDA ITEMS
The budget will be updated the week of December 16th

e Monthly Monitoring

Behavior
Instruction — Not Updated

Fundations Literacy Data- Not Updated

Goals for School -January

O O O O O

Safety

e Quality Instruction -Student Teacher

Interactions & Cognitive Levels

e Audit for School Capacity and Utilization

e 21st Century Grant

e Interest in Helping with Murals

(Makerspace).

e Further discussion on bullet points

e Future agenda items

e Adjournment

12-2-19







12-2-19

FOOTHILLS
SITE COUNCIL MEETING ¥

6:00PM

NAME

SIGNATURE

\ ' \ “'/ \
_ { V\/ \ ‘ \\\ L
, N R f \\_
\,/_/, U LaAd s D







Student/Teacher Interaction Scenarios

Scenario 1
Teacher: Orally giving information to students about reconstruction and the Civil War.

Students: Listening and writing notes about the important points, with some students occasionally
asking clarifying questions.

Scenario 2
Teacher: Sitting at desk and grading papers.

Students: Doing a worksheet in which they practice solving equations.

Scenario 3
Teacher: Providing students with the challenge of preparing a college budget.

Students: Researching expenditures and creating a budget, including necessary expenditures such as
tuition, food, etc.

Scenario 4
Teacher: Monitoring groups and listening in on discussions.

Students: Analyzing the behaviors of two conflicting characters in a novel; students discuss alternate
methods of resolving a conflict and include a justification.

Scenario 5
Teacher: Sitting at desk enjoying a donut.

Students: Eating donuts as a reward.

Scenario 6
Teacher: Walking the room monitoring the students.

Students: Defining key vocabulary from text.






Levels of Cognition

Choose the scenario which best exemplifies a classroom knowledge retrieval activity.

1.
2.
3.

Students write an original short story from a specific point of view.
Students write a paragraph in their own words explaining three different points of view.

Students write down the definitions of first person, third person, and omniscient after being
directed to do so.

Choose the scenario which best exemplifies a classroom comprehension activity.

1.
2.

Students write an original short story from a specific point of view.

Given several different types of graphs, students explain to a partner what each one is and
when they might use it.

Students in PE are shooting baskets the way they were taught last week.

Choose the scenario which best exemplifies a classroom analysis activity.

1.

Advanced culinary students are designing and following their own dessert recipe to enter into
the state fair.

Given a series of measurement problems, students are choosing when to solve for area or
perimeter and are justifying their answers.

Students are reciting the “Rime of the Ancient Mariner”.

Choose the scenario which best exemplifies a classroom analysis activity.

1.
2.

Students are demonstrating their use of Microsoft Word by typing a provided text and printing.

Senior Civics students have been given the task of investigating the zoning needs of their
community to make a written recommendation to the city council.

Students are brainstorming examples of the Law of Eminent Domain for a class report.

Choose the scenario which best exemplifies a classroom knowledge utilization activity.

1.

Students are sorting animals into two groups: those that would be found in a barn and those
that would be found in a circus.

Students are writing a summary of the chapter in the science book.

Students are participating in a simulation where they are legislators and are charged with
developing a policy.

Choose the scenario which best exemplifies a classroom knowledge utilization activity.

1.

Students conduct a study in the classroom to gather information about a variable. They are
to organize and display the descriptive data showing a measure of central tendency.

Students are given five problem cards and five solution cards from stories they have read and
are asked to match up the problem with the correct solution.

Students are describing the differences between mean, median, and mode to a partner.






KHOWLEDGE UTILIZATION __

Appdy or wre knowledge in o new or specific fouthenilc) sifuation:

Problorn sclving, decisionraking planning, exparimental Fquiry, prochcing,
Fnstigating. dedgning, rescling, composing, creating - Students should b
abde bz apply the indormztion in 3 new and unique siuation.

AMNABLYSIS

Exgmiag inpwiedge Aa fine detail and, a5 o resl, geoonmte oW ronclusions:

Classifying, corrparingcontrasting, distirguishing fact/opirion, predicling,
making araloges, spedlying applicatiors or logical consequenoes, corstructng
and defending rew corclusions — Sudents should sxplin ther thinking vsing
thel own cnkena.

COMPREHEMSION

ifendify the kep elemests of dnformaotion - get the essential mpaaing:

Surnman ving, condensing reaning, getiing the maikn iden, exprezzing & a graph
rother ronbnguishs represeniation — Can ihe students egpress content o

tredr o wenrchsy

KMHOWLEDGE RETRIEVAL

Revall o checcdion of inowipdge of previously learmed:

Sefining, reremibering, listicg, snswering questions such as wha, what, where,
hen, fiow; cezcrihing, shawing; practicing a skill {Le. rath probleme, plegsical
actities, pbe.| - Basic (nput/output.

Instructional Practices Inventory

Student/Teacher
Interaction

Painter and Valentine

Studants are doing....

Active Engaped Learning

Students sre erigsged m higher-order
laarning, Students are constructing
Enowledge at utilization or anabysis
levels.

Student-

Engaged Student Learning Conversations
Instruction
Students are enpaged in sctive
corvarsatizns that construct
Enowledge. Higher order thinking is
avidant. Students are constructing
Enowledge at utilization or analysis
Jevels.

Teacher-Led Instruction

Students sre attentive ta teacher-lod
lagrning expariences. Ciscussion may

Teacher- accur, but instrection and ideas came
Directed prirnarily fram the teacher.
Instruction
Stwdent Waork Teacher Engaged

Students ara daing seatwark. Teacher
assistarice or suppart is evideet.

Student Wark) Teacher Disengaged

Students are daing caatwark. Teacher
assistance or support s not avident.

Disenpagement
L Tetal Disengagement

Teachier and studants are nat ergiygad
in learning directly related to the
curriculum.







STUDENT TEACHER INTERACTION Teachers and
students interact in different ways to support

different types of learning.

Active Engaged
Learning

Student Learning
Conversations

Teacher-Led
Instruction

Student
Work/Teacher
Engaged
Student
Work/Teacher
Disengaged

Total
Disengagement

LEVELS of COGNITION represent the level of learning
and the potential deepening understanding of content.

ELS OF COGNITION

Apply ar use knowledye (o a new or speafie fauthentic) situatice:

Proktem selving, decislan cakng, plannng, esperimental inquery, producing,
kwestigating, designing reseldng, camgczing, creaing—Students Zhould be
able to apply the darmation in 3 new and unigue stuaton.

ANALYSIS PSR I
U S
Exenlae kngwdedge lo fine detail and, as a result, generate new conclusions: || /2. J
0 vy

Cassifwng, comearing’cantrastirg, distinguishing fact/opiricn, predicting. [ § 1S
makng araluges, spedfying applications or balcal cansequences, consructeg
and defending rew corddlzcrs — Studants 2hould explin thar theking ung
hew aurn cnceaa,

COPMPREHENSION

Identify the key el of Mf

- pet the f 3 \,

Summaning, candensing reaning, geeting the man 1ded, expressuing 0 3 raph|
ar cther nonknguistic representaticn — Can the students express content In
v cown wards?

KNOWLEDGE RETRIEVAL |

Rexal or of k

.‘c‘v— & y

Defirdng, remembening, lsbing, answening guestians such s whe, what, - -
when, haw; cesaribing, dhcewdng; practicing a skl {le. math pr g
acthatics, ot - Saac inpet/output.

Monitoring Quality Instruction

ke

A Students don’t know the target of the learning.

B Students know what they are learning.

Students know, with some precision and clarity,
c the target of the learning and can state why it is
important to learn.

Student can articulate with a great deal of
precision the target of the learning and tie it with
D personal and emotional connection to its
importance.

COMMUNICATING THE LEARNING OBJECTIVE
Connecting purpose, clarity, and precision in what
students are learning allows them to make

important connections for successful learning.

Evaluation

Adaptation

“Assimilafion’ |

Synthesis
>
Analysis £
i ©
=
o
x i
O
Application :
3
| % Acquisition Application
Comprehension : 3 . R,
f 2 by
Knowledge/
Awareness

Application Model
A ‘:'(2.‘ i

Knowledge  Apply in Apply Apply to Apply lo
inone discipline  across real-world  real-world
discipline Lt

situations  situations

RIGOR AND RELEVANCE is a combination of many
factors but can really break down in some
detail the cognitive levels and the application
of knowledge.
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Additions

School
After

Year

Left the
District

Total
Enrollment

Dayl
Count

Remaining From
Dayl

Withdrawals

Mobility | Attrition

Stability

Dayl

Peoria Unified School District

2017 36,657 4,426 4,053 3,376 33,658 41,083 20.64% 8.22% 91.82%
2018 36,773 3,598 2,570 2,115 34,823 40,371 15.28% 5.24% 94.70%
019 36,968 2,691 1,516 1,243 35,715 39,659 10.61% | 3.13% 96.61%

Additions
School Day1l Left th R ini Total 5
129 S After Withdrawals m. ; $ ematning 2 Mobility | Attrition Stability
Year Count District From Dayl Enrollment
— Dayl e e
FOOTHILLS
2017 627 101 58 49 584 728 21.84% 6.73% 93.14%
2018 631 89 62 53 585 720 20.97% 7.36% 92.71%
2019 639 59 40 33 605 698 14.18% | 4.73% 94.68%




This Year | Last Year

112112020 | 112212019 | DiTTETRCS.

CP* 0 0 18 14| T+4 17 16 | T+ 1
KG 61 61 64 63 | A+ 1 64 61| T+3
01 64 65 | ¥ -1 65 65 64 64

02 65 69| 44 67 71| 44 65 73| 4.8
03 71 61| “r+10 73 60 | 4+13 73 58 | 4+15
04 54 63| ¥+ 9 52 64 | 4 .12 51 63 | ¥-12
05 61 80 | .19 61 82| ¥ 21 61 77| ¥-16
06 87 79| 4+8 86 79| T+7 85 80 | T+5
07 84 86 82 87 | 4.5 80 89 | 4.9
08 85 64 84 66 | I+ 18 85 65| “+20
TOTALS 632 628 | T+4 679 674 | T+5 671 |  o12| 4 -1




Additions
After Withdrawals
Dayl

Left the Remaining From Total
District Day1l Enrollment

School Dayil
Year Count

Stability

Mobility | Attrition

Peoria Unified School District

2017 36,657 4,426 4,053 3,376 33,658 41,083 20.64% 8.22% 91.82%
2018 36,773 3,598 2,570 2,115 34,823 40,371 15.28% 5.24% 94.70%
019 36,968 2,691 1,516 1,243 35,715 39,659 10.61% | 3.13% 96.61%

School Additighs Remainin Total
After Withdrawals : Mobility | Attrition Stability
Year From Day1 Enrollment
S eee - DPayl-—— Apr il IR s Tl AR S e o
FOOTHILLS

2017 627 101 58 49 584 728 21.84% 6.73% 93.14%
2018 631 89 62 53 585 720 20.97% 7.36% 92.71%
2019 639 59 40 33 605 698 14.18% | 4.73% 94.68%




KG 61 61 684 63 | T+1 64 61| 4+3
01 64 65 | -1 65 65 64 64

02 65 69| 44 67 71| 44 65 73| .8
03 71 61| 4+10 73 60 | 4+ 13 73 58 | “4+15
04 54 63| +.9 52 64 | ¥-12 51 63 | ¥ .12
05 61 80 | ¥-19 61 82 | ¥ .21 61 77| ¥ -16
06 87 79| T+8 86 79 h+7 85 80 | F+5
07 84 86 | 42 82 87 | 45 80 89 | 4.9
08 85 64 | T+ 21 84 66 | T+18 85 65| “+20
TOTALS 632 628 | T+4 679 674 | 4+5 671 672 | ¥




Additions

Lef
After eiitne

District

School
Year

DE)VA
Count

Total
Enrollment

Remaining From
Dayl

Withdrawals

Mobility | Attrition

Stability

Dayl

Peoria Unified School District

2017 36,657 4,426 4,053 3,376 33,658 41,083 20.64% 8.22% 91.82%
2018 36,773 3,598 2,570 2,115 34,823 40,371 15.28% 5.24% 94.70%
019 36,968 2,691 1,516 1,243 35,715 39,659 10.61% | 3.13% 96.61%

School Dayil Agdiians Left the Remainin Total
) After Withdrawals s : Mobility | Attrition Stability
Year Count District From Day1 Enrollment
——Dayl B SR b
FOOTHILLS

2017 627 101 58 49 584 728 21.84% 6.73% 93.14%
2018 631 89 62 53 585 720 20.97% 7.36% 92.71%
2019 639 59 40 33 605 698 14.18% | 4.73% 94.68%




1st Day Of School Year 100th Day

This Year | Last Year

This Year | Last Year

This Y Last Y
is Year | Last Year Difference |

81712019 | s/8r2018 | D orence MM 022019 | 107372018 | Dierence M Lo 12020 | 12212019
CP* 0 0 18 14| 4+4 17 16 | 4+1
KG 61 61 64 63 | T+1 64 61| 4+3
01 64 65 | -1 65 65 64 64
02 65 69 | ¥4 67 71| ¥4 65 73| ¥ 8
03 71 61| 4+10 73 60 | 4+13 73 58 | “+15
04 54 63| &9 52 64 | .12 51 63 | ¥-12
05 61 80 | ¥-19 61 82| ¥ 21 61 77| ¥ .16
06 87 79| 1+8 86 79| +7 85 80 | +5
07 84 86 | ¥ .2 82 87 | ¥ 5 80 89 | 4.9
08 85 64 | I+ 21 84 66 | +18 85 65| “4+20
TOTALS 632 628 | T+4 679 674 | T+5 671 672 | ¥ -1




