LEXINGTON SCHOOL COMMITTEE MEETING
Tuesday, June 8, 2010
Lexington Town Office Building, Selectmen's Meeting Room
1625 Massachusetts Avenue

. 7:30 pm.  Election of Officers:
The first order of business is the election of officers for the School Committee.

7:40 p.m.  Call to Order and Welcome:

Public Comment — (Written comments to be presented to the School Committee;
oral presentations not to exceed three minutes.)

7:50 p.m.  Superintendent’s Announcements:

8:00 pm. Members’ Reports / Members’ Concerns:

8:10 p.m.  Discussion:

1. Recommendations Report of the Best Practices for School, Family, and Community
Engagement Subcommittee (15 minutes)

Final Report of the Mathematics Curriculum Review Committee (20 minutes)
Update: Year 3 Science Curriculum Review (45 minutes)

Superintendent's Report on 2009-2010 System Goals (15 minutes)

Training for Newly Appointed Administrators (5 minutes)

RS

9:50 p.m.  Action Items:

\ Al . Vote to Approve Estabrook PTA Request to Purchase Tables and a Bench for the
Estabrook Playground (5 minutes)

2. Vote to Approve Changes to the Performing Arts Revolving Fund (5 minutes)
3. Vote to Approve 2011-2012 School Calendar (15 minutes)
4. Vote to Approve New Rates for Facility Rentals (5 minutes)

10:20 p.m. [Executive Session: I

The next meeting of the School Committee is to be determined.






Update on Year Three+ of the
Mathematics Curriculum Review

Lexington Public Schools
June 8, 2010 o
Carol A. Pilarski

Assistant Superintendent for
Curriculum, Instruction, and
Professional Development
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In Recognition and Appreciation

* All Principals
* All K-5 Classroom Teachers i
* All Secondary Mathematics Teachers%
= Special thanks to the leadership g

— Karen Tripoli, K-5

- Josh Frost, 6-8, Clarke MS

"~ Kent Findell, 6-8 Diamond MS

— Gary Simon, 9-1
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Curriculum Reviews . . . should
never be “over”

¢ On-going review and analysis of the data
= Convergence of PLC work

~ Data collection & analysis (looking at student S
work) Y

— Identification of Priority Standards/Essential g §

I Y 4
— Creation of formative & summative cé@

assessments

—_

» Convergence of Equity & Excellence Action Plan-
s NI s S S




““The Mission”

The goal of the Lexington Public Schools mathematics program is
too;ertoall dents a rich gaging math ics curric
that focuses on important and essential mathematics, learned with
understanding and depth. The program’s aim is to enable every
student to achieve fuﬁ potential as a mathematics learner, based on
a conviction that everyone can succeed when challenged by high
expectations and offered strong support. The program takes a
balanced approach to developing proficient skills, conceptual
understanding, and mathematical habits of mind. Students are
given opportunities to eaiplore and discover mathematical ideas, 10
uild their mathematical knowledge, and to cultivate their thinking,
creativity, reasoning, and problem solving capabilities. Teachers
seek to create learning experiences that are developmentally
appropriate; to address varied learning styles, anJ use a variety of
mathematical approaches and representations. Students are
encouraged to ( icate their mathematical ideas, to b
confident and perseverant in using mathematics, and to appreciate
the power, relevance, and beauty of mathematics.

NCTM Standards

« CONTENT

— Numbers & Operations
— Algebra

— Geometry
- Measurement
— Data Analysis & Probability . TR
o 5 Eg”
» PROCESS
— Problem Solving

— Reasoning & Proof .
— Communications f
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The CHALLENGE

» Mathematics Instruction cannet be effective if it
is based on either extreme . . .

Content or Process

« “Students become more proficient when they ™% &
understand the underlying concepts 2 A
P
of g(ﬁl and they understand the underlying ﬁj
coricepts more easily if they are skilled at S|
computational procedures.”
N
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“Students entering Kindergarten in 2010
will graduate from HS in 2023. Educators
can only guess at the problems those
graduates will face and the corresponding
mathematical competencies they will need. ..
Still, educators must define and h 9
implement a K-12 Mathematics 5
curriculum that will prepare students
for the uncertain demands of 2023.”

T et Nt i

‘What Mathematics should then be
taught?

Lexington’s geal: to strive continuously to
find the balance that will assist students in S,
Wan

[=%

mastering the standards AND in creating™= |
those mathematical “habits of mind” that |~
will allow them to think, apply, and discover _;ié ‘
the mathematics they need to know in e
real-life applications.
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What is a “Habits of Mind”
Curriculum?

¢ Gives students the tools they need to use
and understand what they have learned and

not yet learned. |
* Lets students “in” on the process of f

creating, inventing, conjecturing, and
experimenting.
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District-wide . . . our sustained focus

» Upload all completed K-12 documents onto Atlas Rubicon

» Continue district-wide Professional Development efforts to
increase both content and instructional capacity for ALL
teachers in ALL disciplines

» Continue targeted PLC work, collaborative

efforts with special education, ELL, and the A Yy
disenfranchised o

¢ Continue to work on the development of a tiered i’i Y
intervention mode! (RTI) - ,;f"

= Provide regular opportunities for K-12 department {-13“"
members to converse, share, and visit each others’ s

classes and schools (Collaboration is essential)

i W g NP e, N

Deiil o

Accomplishments. . . Elementary, K-5

— Curriculum Document completed K-5
— Purchase & Implementation of ancillary materials
for targeted instruction & differentiation
— End-of-Year summative assessments at each grade
level
‘- Differentiated Guides distributed to ﬁl

each grade level teacher to enhance and extend
instruction
— Training in Assessing Math Concepts (AMC)
for K-2 and special education teachers 5
—-MELP.
— Mathpath — EDCO initiative — Summer 2010 |5 Shedad]
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K-5 Accomplishments. . continued
» Grade 3 implementation of FASTT math software to
increase automaticity and recall of basic facts
* Grade 5 “pilot” implementation of Fraction Nation
* RTI study group for mathematics
* New teacher summer workshops potos
» Approval of 1.0 FTE for K-5 Mai:ematlcs E"‘](g £
specialist/coach 3 ¢ :
« Participation in the devElopment ofa
standards-based report card

» Continued publication of communication F
document: “Math Matters” 'Si\; K@&L\ M/ﬂ'q
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Accomplishments ... Middle School, 6-8

« Development of a Scope & Sequence: 6,7,8

« Creation of a Resource Binder for each course, each level

¢ Continuing Work of Mathematics Intervention Specialists hired
in 2007 yields tremendous impact

¢ Improved 2009 MCAS scores: 35% of students in the Warning

category increased one level to Needs Improvement and 40% of <=
students in N.I increased one level to Proficieat - F
¢ Continuation of Executive Functioning class now in its 3™ year ) 4
« Regular & Special Education co-teaching yields multiple i} > &

benefits in content & instruction
= Purchase of new textbooks for the 8™ grade Algebra Iprogram &7

to support the revised curriculum in FY 11 BT
« Introduction of new 8® grade course,
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6-8 Accomplishments. . continued

¢ Creation of common and formative assessments

« Joint meeting of 5 grade faculty with both
middle school principals

» Implementation of “Fraction Nation” as a,pilot
in the Math Intervention class at Clarke |

* On-going professional development: review
- and discussion of current literature
(See attached article)
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Middle School Math Highlights

= Tremendous opportunities for students to engage
in math-related activities outside the classroom

¢ More than 100 students at each school are eager to
participate and “try out” for these events

 Numerous awards and 1% place finishes by both
schools in 19 different annual compet.itions;'

* The 1* Annual Lexington Mathematics
Tournament (LMT) sponsored by the LHS
students to “give back” to their middle school
math experience
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Accomplishments ... LHS, 9-12

¢ Creation of CORE curriculum for each course and level
of instruction

« Development of Summative Assessments for each
course based on “agreed to” priority standards — PLC
work
Collaborative review of these results at the begi_gpingsf’ T
§

—

of the new academic year to further refine the work

* Purchase of new textbooks for the Level 1 pre-c}ajculus
and calculus courses in FY11 &

« Performance records of 9% grade students shared with'."_-"’:_, S0
previous year’s 8% grade teachers :

iy e R
« On-going examination of course standards
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Research & Literature
Research & Literature should consistently and

continuously remain the “backdrop” for any
programmatic decisions

¢ Collaboration and networking increases
student achievement s%,
« Effort, NOT just inherent talent, counts in [
achievement i

« Children’s goals and beliefs about

learning are related to their academic |
performance
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Research & Literature . . . continued

* Informative assessment improves
student learning; it provides data that
informs “next step” instruction.

» Research on the relationship between
teachers’ mathematical knowledge
and students’ achievement confirms
importance of teachers’ content
knowledge and instructional capacity
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Most Importantly!

‘When children BELIEVE that their efforts

to learn make them “smarter,” they show
greater persistence and desire

to learn.”

It is our job to help them believe this!
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Lexington Public Schoolis
146 Maple Street < Lexington, Massachusetts 02420

Carol A. Pilarski (781) 861-2558
Assistant Superintendent Jor Curriculum, Instruction, email: cpilarski@sch.ci.lexington, ma.us
and Professional Development fax: (781) 863-5829

To: Dr. Paul Ash
Members of the Lexington School Committee

From: Carol A. Pilarski /Af P

Re: Summary:
Update/Status Report on the Mathematics Curriculum Review

Date:  June 8, 2010

I. Introduction

In June of 2009, I presented an end-of-year report summarizing the work of Years 1, 2, and 3 of the
Mathematics Curriculum review process. The Mathematics Curriculum Review Committee had
completed the 3" and “final’ year of its work; however, while last year was “technically” the concluding
year of the three-year process and the essence of the committee’s work was close to complete, I had
reported that some projects and details remained outstanding and were scheduled to be addressed during
the summer months of 2009 and in the fall semester of the 2009-2010 academic year.

Those projects did, in fact, occur over the course of the past year and decisions were made around
certain curricular matters that had remained unresolved at that time. The purpose of this report s to
update you on the current status. Several summer workshops were scheduled in J uly and August with
additional meeting times set aside in the fall to finalize curriculum documents and some decisions
regarding the district’s Mathematics program. I will elaborate further on the details of these workshops
and subsequent meetings in the ensuing sections of this report.

It is important to note that while the central goal of any curriculum review is to complete the majority of
the identified objectives over the course of the three-year cycle dedicated to this effort, Curriculum,
Instruction, and Assessment should Iepresent a continuous cycle of on-going and ever-evolving scrutiny.
To this end, and most significantly, the curriculum review process has served to enhance the efforts of
the district in formulating and furthering the work of Professional Learning Communities (PLCs). It has
served to bring every school and teacher together to look at the inherent value of collaboration,
informative assessment, and data driven decision-making in looking at student performance in meeting
the standards. In addition to the PLC initiative, the creation of the Achievement Gap Task Force and the
resultant Action Plan for Equity and Excellence has emphatically raised the focus on instructional
interventions designed to appropriately and effectively advance the performance levels of students of
color, of English Language Learners, and struggling students. These district-wide efforts coupled with {
each curriculum review process have served to augment our mutually beneficial goals and outcomes and '
have demonstrated the importance of collaboration and acknowledged interdependence.

Page 1 i
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1I. Philosophical Framework

Before discussing the details of this past year’s work, 1 feel compelled to re-state the guiding principles
represented in the Mission Statement that was developed in Year 1. The principles contained in this
mission consistently provide the backdrop and cornerstone for the district’s Mathematics program:

The goal of the Lexington Public Schools mathematics progran is to offer to all students
a rich and engaging mathematics curriculum that focuses on important and essential
mathematics, learned with understanding and depth. The program’s aim is to enable
every student 1o achieve full potential as a mathematics learner, based on a conviction
that everyone can succeed when challenged by high expectations and offered strong
support. The program takes a balanced approach to developing proficient skills,
conceptual understanding, and mathematical habits of mind. Students are given
opportunities 10 explore and discover mathematical ideas, to build their mathematical
knowledge, and to cultivate their thinking, creativity, reasoning, and problem solving
capabilities. Teachers seek to create learning experiences that are developmentally
appropriate; 10 address varied learning styles, and use a variety of mathematical
approaches and representations. Students are encouraged to communicate their
mathematical ideas, to become confident and perseverant in using mathematics, and to
appreciate the power, relevance, and beauty of mathematics.

Our collective commitment to these convictions is pivotal to the success of our Mathematics program as
we strive to assure mathematical success and engagement for ALL students.

111 The On-Going Challenge:

The focus of our continued work rests in finding the balance and sometimes the necessary imbalance in
offering a program that successfully combines both Content Standards (skills/benchmarks) AND Process
Standards that emphasize thinking, questioning, experimenting, inventing, and visualizing. Mathematics
instruction cannot be effective if it is based on either extreme . . . content or process. “‘Students become
more proficient when they understand the underlying concepts of math and they understand the concepts
more easily if they are skilled at computational procedures” (N ational Research Council — 2002 -
Helping Children Learn Mathematics). I thought it would be important to give you a “taste” of our many
discussions, by asking that you ponder an excerpt from an NSF (National Science Foundation) paper
published by the Educational Development Center, Inc. (EDC) and authored by Al Cuoco, E. Paul
Goldenberg, and June Mark (http://main.edc.org). 1tis exactly this kind of thinking that our
mathematics teachers pay a great deal of attention to while grappling with decisions around the kind of
mathematics program we need to offer Lexington’s students.

Students entering Kindergarten in 2010 will graduate from high school in 2023.
Educators can only guess at the problems that those graduates will face and the
corresponding mathematical competencies that they will need. Still, educators must
define and implement a K-12 mathematics curriculum in 2010 that will prepare students
for the uncertain demands of 2023.

Mathematics curriculum standards documents — whether prepared by states, districts, or
the publishers of instructional materials — often focus upon, or are limited to,
consideration of what students are 10 learn. Some are grade specific; others are course
specific. Some go SO far as to address expectations for specific student groups or
programs of study. Despite these varied efforts, the resulting (current) K-12 curriculum
has been characterized as being “eight years of 11 th century arithmetic followed by two
years of 1 6™ century algebra and a year of 3" Century BCE geometry. 7 At the
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secondary school level, students perceive it as a smorgasbord of facts and procedures to
be acquired one-by-one, applied to “types” of problems, and demonstrated successfully

on a variety of tests (end-of-unit, end-of-course, statewide proficiency, scholarship, and

college entrance/placement). Upon graduation, those students often find that they don’t
have access to the mathematics that they need.

The fundamental difference in the instructional emphases outlined above is most simply
represented by these two questions:

e Should instructional emphasis in mathematics courses be on developing
“mathematical apprentices” who are prepared to use specific mathematical
formulas and techniques?

OR

e Should instructional emphasis in mathematics courses be on developing
“mathematical practitioners” who are able to select and apply a wide array of
mathematical tools in order to solve unfamiliar problems?

What Lexington’s Mathematics program is striving to do is to find the appropriate balance that will assist students
in creating those mathematical “habits of mind” that will allow them to think, apply, and discover the
mathematics they need to know and use in real life applications.

“Organizing the mathematics curriculum around Habits of Mind gives students the tools they will need
to use, understand, and even ‘make’ mathematics that doesn’t yet exist. Such a curriculum lets students
“in” on the process of creating, inventing, conjecturing, and experimenting. Itis a curriculum that
encourages false starts, calculations, experiments, and special cases. A Habits of Mind curriculum is
devoted to giving students a genuine research experience and values how a particular piece of
mathematics typifies an important research technique as much as it values the importance of the result
itself.”” (Developing Mathematical Habits of Mind — Contemporary Curriculum Issues by June Mark, Al
Cuoco, E. Paul Goldenberg, and Sarah Sword) (Appendix A)

IV. Mathematics Curriculum Review . . . the on-going process

Implementation of newly articulated curriculum.

Collection of data using benchmark outcomes/assessments around the curriculum.

Sharing and discussion of data based on outcomes.

Determination of student academic growth using data analysis.

Based on data analysis results, making projections for any necessary updates and additional supports
Identification of professional development needs so as to ensure effective implementation of
curriculum and accompanying instructional strategies.

ﬁ)istrict-Wide Update and Sustained Focus:

e Upload all curriculum documents, including all available resources, and assessments onto the newly
adopted web-based program, Arlas Rubicon. This program is designed to provide a coherent way to
represent a district’s horizontal and vertical curriculum alignment and promises to be an invaluable
tool for us as we move forward in placing all of our curriculum “on-line” for teachers to access. The
program also allows teachers to be able to share implementation strategies and activities across grade
levels. Certain “privileges” and access to this site will also be made available to parents, once the
work of uploading and refining the information is complete. Continuing training is planned for this
summer in the use of this program. (A snapshot presentation of this program will be demonstrated at
Tuesday evening’s LSC meeting.)

Page 3
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o Teachers will collate the results of these summative assessments and compare
learning across sections of the same course at the beginning of the next
academic year in order to further refine their work.

o New textbooks have been reviewed and selected for purchase for the Level 1
pre-calculus and calculus courses for implementation in the FY'11 academic
year.

o The performance records at mid-year of 9® grade students are sent to the 8"
grade teachers so that they may see how their previous year’s students are doing
in their recommended mathematics courses. - This exchange of information
assists teachers in making future recommendations for placement and
encourages face-to-face communication between teachers.

e Professional Development:

o The design of summative assessments for each course at the high school has
been guided and highly influenced by the work of nationally renowned
assessment experts Larry Ainsworth and Mike Wasta in keeping with the
collaborative philosophy of PLCs which focuses teacher attention on student
data and the appropriate instructional response to the data. Four full-days of
training were provided by these 2 individuals to the high school Leadership
Team.

VI. Research and Liferature:

It should be noted that the “backdrop” of the district’s work in any domain must be and should continue to be
informed by research and studies at regional, national and international levels. In other words, the research review
never ends. As we continue our local work, we concurrently remain focused on on-going studies that serve to
inform our decision-making and thinking. Even where there exist differing points of view, research from multiple
studies consistently agree and underscore the importance of the following essential ingredients in an effective
mathematics curriculum:
e Increased collaboration and networking among teaching professionals at all levels and
researchers (local PLCs) increases student achievement.

e Effort, NOT just inherent talent, counts in mathematical achievement.

e Research on the relationship between teachers’ mathematical knowledge and students’
achievement confirms the importance of teachers’ content knowledge. Consequently,
continuous professional development and training for teachers is imperative.

e Teachers’ regular use of formative assessment improves their students’ learning.

e Children’s goals and beliefs about learning are related to their academic performance.
When children believe that their efforts to learn make them “smarter,” they show greater
persistence in mathematics learning. (We need to strive daily in our classrooms to defeat
the erroneous idea that success is largely a matter of inherent talent or ability, not effort.)

e Finally, the CONTENT and PROCESS standards evoke the essential elements of a
highly effective program that includes: mastery of skills and concepts, mathematical
communication and thinking, positive attitudes towards mathematics, and critical views
of teaching and learning. In other words, curriculum MUST simultaneously develop
conceptual understanding, computational fluency, and problem-solving skills. These
capabilities should be taught as mutually supportive, each facilitating the learning of the
others. “Teachers should emphasize these interrelations; taken together, conceptual
understanding of mathematical operations, fluent execution of procedures and fast
access to number combinations jointly support effective and efficient problem solving.”
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Concluding Remarks:

I believe I speak on behalf of the entire group when I say that our review process continues to be
an exhilarating experience for all. As part of our many discussions, there was one principle that
never wavered and that was the group’s commitment to do what was in the best interest of the
students and their success and constant growth in field of mathematics. Since, as stated earlier
in this report, curriculum is ever-evolving and instructional interventions for the wide range of
diverse needs must be continuously assessed to respond to changing needs, the committee has
resolved that the district should commit to offering continuing opportunities to maintain these
important discussions on a regular basis and never again let a decade pass in between “formal”
review cycles. The work of improving and modifying curriculum and the accompanying
instruction must remain on-going in order to be the most current, the most powerful, and the
most effective, for these are the standards of excellence to which the Lexington Public Schools
has always aspired. :

In sumumary, our work has helped to clarify grade-level expectations, has helped to inform instruction, and
have led to more consistency of mathematics instruction across grades and across schools at all levels.
End-of-year assessments have been established, common Informative assessments have been created at
all grade levels as a result of focused PLC work, emphatic attention has been placed on instructional
interventions designed to improve learning in all programs, and our MCAS have demonstrated that
student performance/achievement has improved, as a result. Our work has taught us that the “work” is
never truly over; instead it has emphasized the need to consistently and regularly review what we teach,
how we teach, and what to do to continuously improve.

I look forward to answering any questions you might have when we meet next week Tuesday,
June 8.
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e Highlights:

o Both middle schools offer tremendous opportunities for students to engage in
mathematical experiences outside of the classroom. After-school Math Teams
are a popular activity at both Diamond and Clarke. Each school participates in
nineteen (19) mathematics contests each academic year. Some of the
competitions include: The Intermediate Math League of Eastern Massachusetts,
Math Counts, the Continental Math League, the New England Math League, the
American Math Competitions, Purple Comet, the Lexington Math Tournament,
American Scholastic Math Association, and the Exeter, NH Math Club
Competition.

o Awards by Lexington students and teams are annually numerous for the above
stated competitions. Both Clarke and Diamond are top scorers nearly every
year. Clarke MS placed 1* for the last 4 years and Diamond was consistently in
1% place for the 9 years prior to that. Both schools have top scoring teams in
MATHCOUNTS (1* place for 4 years running for Clarke MS). Seven out of
sixteen students who have won trips to MATHCOUNTS nationals in the last 4
years have come from Clarke and Diamond; Both middle schools have
consistently come in the top 3 at the state level for the New England Math
League competition; Clarke MS has placed 1* in the Purple Comet for the last 3
years.

o The most impressive piece of information that bears mentioning here is that
EACH school has more than 100 students who are eager to participate and try
out for these events. This level of interest clearly speaks to the amount of
engagement our students have in the mathematics program. This interest is
undoubtedly fueled by the passion and instruction provided by the department.

o The First Annual Lexington Mathematics Tournament (LMT) is a contest that
Lexington High School students organized and ran on a Saturday this year in an
effort to “give back” to the middle school math programs that nurtured their
own growth and development in this field. TheLHS students wrote ALL the
questions, administered all the testing, graded all the tests, designed a website,
pursued the necessary funding, purchased awards, and ran an overall excellent
competition at which Lexington middle schools had 5 participating teams who
placed j L 4% and 5% this year. Ten other districts entered their middle school
teams in the competition. Generally, only one team per district attended, but
Lexington had 5 teams representing both middle schools.

[ High School, 9-12: j

e Curriculum:

o An essential common core curriculum for each course and level of instruction
has been created. The program is aligned to the NCTM Standards and
Massachusetts Frameworks. All teachers have explicitly agreed to ensure their
students would receive instruction in all identified topics, thereby establishing
strong horizontal articulation.

0 As part of the professional learning community (PLC) work this year, each
course team developed a summative assessment that will be administered at the
end of the year to evaluate whether students can demonstrate their
understandings of the “agreed to” priority standards. The resulting discussions
about teaching and learning, assessment, and standards-based instruction have
been substantive and have fostered a mutual accountability.
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o Teachers will collate the results of these summative assessments and compare
learning across sections of the same course at the beginning of the next
academic year in order to further refine their work.

o New textbooks have been reviewed and selected for purchase for the Level 1
pre-calculus and calculus courses for implementation in the FY11 academic
year.

o The performance records at mid-year of 9® grade students are sent to the 8*
grade teachers so that they may see how their previous year’s students are doing
in their recommended mathematics courses. - This exchange of information
assists teachers in making future recommendations for placement and
encourages face-to-face communication between teachers.

e Professional Development:

o The design of summative assessments for each course at the high school has
been guided and highly influenced by the work of nationally renowned
assessment experts Larry Ainsworth and Mike Wasta in keeping with the
collaborative philosophy of PLCs which focuses teacher attention on student
data and the appropriate instructional response to the data. Four full-days of
training were provided by these 2 individuals to the high school Leadership
Team.

VI Research and Literature:

It should be noted that the “backdrop” of the district’s work in any domain must be and should continue to be
informed by research and studies at regional, national and international levels. In other words, the research review
never ends. As we continue our local work, we concurrently remain focused on on-going studies that serve to
inform our decision-making and thinking. Even where there exist differing points of view, research from multiple
studies consistently agree and underscore the importance of the following essential ingredients in an effective
mathematics curriculum:
e Increased collaboration and networking among teaching professionals at all levels and
researchers (local PLCs) increases student achievement.

e Effort, NOT just inherent talent, counts in mathematical achievement.

e Research on the relationship between teachers” mathematical knowledge and students’
achievement confirms the importance of teachers’ content knowledge. Consequently,
continuous professional development and training for teachers is imperative.

e Teachers’ regular use of formative assessment improves their students’ learning.

e Children’s goals and beliefs about learning are related to their academic performance.
‘When children believe that their efforts to learn make them *“smarter,” they show greater
persistence in mathematics learning. (We need to strive daily in our classrooms to defeat
the erroneous idea that success is largely a matter of inherent talent or ability, not effort.)

e Finally, the CONTENT and PROCESS standards evoke the essential elements of a
highly effective program that includes: mastery of skills and concepts, mathematical
communication and thinking, positive attitudes towards mathematics, and critical views
of teaching and learning. In other words, curriculum MUST simultaneously develop
conceptual understanding, computational fluency, and problem-solving skills. These
capabilities should be taught as mutually supportive, each facilitating the learning of the
others. “Teachers should emphasize these interrelations; taken together, conceptual
understanding of mathematical operations, fluent execution of procedures and fast
access to number combinations jointly support effective and efficient problem solving.”
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VIL

Concluding Remarks:

I believe I speak on behalf of the entire group when I say that our review process continues to be
an exhilarating experience for all. As part of our many discussions, there was one principle that
never wavered and that was the group’s commitment to do what was in the best interest of the
students and their success and constant growth in field of mathematics. Since, as stated earlier
in this report, curriculum is ever-evolving and instructional interventions for the wide range of
diverse needs must be continuously assessed to respond to changing needs, the committee has
resolved that the district should commit to offering continuing opportunities to maintain these
important discussions on a regular basis and never again let a decade pass in between “formal”
review cycles. The work of improving and modifying curriculum and the accompanying
instruction must remain on-going in order to be the most current, the most powerful, and the
most effective, for these are the standards of excellence to which the Lexington Public Schools
has always aspired. :

In summary, our work has helped to clarify grade-level expectations, has helped to inform instruction, and
have led to more consistency of mathematics instruction across grades and across schools at all levels.
End-of-year assessments have been established, common Informative assessments have been created at

all grade levels as a result of focused PLC work, emphatic attention has been placed on instructional
interventions designed to improve learning in all programs, and our MCAS have demonstrated that
student performance/achievement has improved, as a result. Our work has taught us that the “work” is
never truly over; instead it has emphasized the need to consistently and regularly review what we teach,
how we teach, and what to do to continuously improve.

I look forward to answering any questions you might have when we meet next week Tuesday,
June 8.
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Lexington Public Schools
Office of the Superintendent of Schools

MEMORANDUM

To: School Committee

From: Paul B. Ash, Ph.D.
Superintendent of Schools

Re: Report on 2009-2010 System Goals
Date:  June 8, 2010

I am very pleased to report that the faculty and administration made significant progress on all of the
2009-2010 system goals. Some of the major accomplishments this past year have included:

» Selected by the Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education as
the only K-12 school district that was designated as a school district with high
achievement and high growth on the grade 3 through 10 mathematics MCAS
examinations. In addition, all Lexington schools scored near the top of the state on the
English Language Arts MCAS examinations;

=  Completed K-12 curriculum reviews in three departments;

= Expanded the use of professional learning communities to improve the quality of
teaching and learning;

= Provided a research-based professional development program to 211 teachers,
instructional assistants, and administrators to improve the quality of teaching and
learning;

» Enhanced the district's capacity to utilize technology both as an instructional and
administrative tool;

= Received Town Meeting approval to develop bid documents for Bridge and Bowman
renovation projects;

= Reduced special education transportation costs by $400,000 through inter-district =~
routing; )

= Continued to lower energy consumption in all schools; and

» In collaboration with the Town Manager, negotiated a coalition agreement with all
sixteen unions that will reduce the Town's cost for health insurance.

My sincerest thanks to everyone that helped us achieve our goals and improve learning for all
students.
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The following three core purposes represent the essential and enduring commitments of
the Lexington school community:

Academic excellence

Respectful and caring relationships

A culture of reflection, conversation, collaboration and commitment

to continuous improvement

As such, these three core purposes serve as the basis for the district's 2009-2010 System Goals.

1. Ensure that the academic, social, and emotional needs of ALL students are identified and
matched with appropriate and effective curriculum and instructional experiences.

Key Indicators:

A. Conduct Year 1 of the K-12 curriculum review process for the English Language Arts
program.

In order to provide high quality curriculum and instruction in each of our programs,
curriculum must meet the highest national and state standards in content, concepts, and best
pedagogical practices. Lexington has worked diligently and rigorously over the course of
the past four years to conduct program reviews based on a three-year review cycle. To date,
three curriculum committees have completed the three-year cycle: Mathematics, Physical
Education/Wellness, and Science. The English Language Arts (ELA) review committee
completed the first year of the review process and presented its report to the School
Committee on May 25. The Year 1 program goals and accomplishments for this committee
were:

Assembled three vertical K-12 subcommittees: Standards, Research and Literature,
Student Performance and Assessment, to answer essential questions.

Identified the best practices and programs for English language arts instruction.
Identified what students will know and be able to do at the end of each school year.
Identified what is and is not working in the existing curriculum.

Developed a survey given to ALL teachers K-12 and worked in grade spans to
analyze survey results.

Organized MCAS and other data trends by grade span.
Developed a vision and mission for the curriculum.

Learned to use the Atlas Rubicon Curriculum Mapping Tool, a web-based program
adopted by the district to assist in the development of all curricula reviews. English
language arts will be the first review committee to use Atlas Rubicon to develop an
interactive and accessible curriculum.

The entire committee read and discussed the research and standards that will
influence the on-going work of the committee.

The ELA committee is scheduled to begin Year 2 of the process on two summer workshop
dates: August 25 and 26, 2010.
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The curriculum review process for Mathematics required an additiona] half-year in ordexy o
complete the details of the three-year review. In addition to the work completed at the eryd of
Year 3 and reported to the School Committee on June 2, 2009, a Scope and Sequence fox-

appropriate instructional Iesponse to the data.

This past year, the district took steps to share student and program information with teacher-g
in the next grade. For example, last year’s K-5 end-of-year assessments for each grade
yielded valuable data for teachers and mathematics specialists to provide appropriate

Services for students as we entered the 2009-2010 academic year. In order to encourage and
Promote common understandings of the 6t grade program of studies among the 5" grade
faculty members in the six elementary schools, a joint meeting was held to share

information aboyt middle school programming and to provide clarity around matters of
Tecommendations for course levels,

The key to continued success in the curricular development process is regularly scheduled
Conversation and discussion among all mathematics teachers, particularly at the critica]
transition junctures. Reports from ot grade teachers on the performance of previous 8t
graders will be sent to 8t grade teachers so that they may validate the appropriateness of
their student course recommendations, The 5% grade end-of-year assessment results will be
Sent to each midd]e school so that 6t grade teachers will have more information at the

beginning of the year regarding those skills mastered or in need of reinforcement for their
entering 6™ graders,

This past year, a Strong focus has been placed on the need to use technology as an
tStructional tool to address the varied learning needs of students and to reinforce those
skills that are required in a 21 Century environment. Specifically, two new programs were
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The district-wide adoption of Atlas Rubicon, a web-based program for curriculum
articulation, promises to be a valuable tool for us as we move forward in placing all of our
curriculum “on-line” for teachers to access and to be able to share implementation strategies
and activities across grade levels. Certain “privileges” and access to this site will also be
provided to parents, once the work of uploading and refining our information is complete.
Further training is planned for this summer in the use of this program.

C. Complete Year 3 of the Science, Technology and Engineering Curriculum review.

The science curriculum review process has been a successful endeavor with products and
processes in place that will impact the program in future years. The science and engineering
concepts and skills identified in the Lexington document are aligned with the Massachusetts
Science and Technology/Engineering Framework at all grade levels. In several areas,
Lexington standards have been developed that are more rigorous than state standards.

A summary of the work, by level, is described below:

Elementary

a. Completed curriculum document (materials alignment, vocabulary, common
assessments).

b. Revised science section of K-5 report cards, to follow a standards-based reporting
format.

c. Fully implemented new units in grade 3, Water Cycle in Massachusetts; grade 4, Sun,
Moon and Stars; and grade 5, Weather and Climate. Provide professional
development, as necessary.

d. Offered Science Notebooks workshops for all K-5 classroom teachers and literacy
specialists.

e. Provided a selection of technology/engineering design challenges for each grade level
K-5, including “Engineering Is Elementary” units (at least 1 per year required).

f. Included lessons on the application of technologies such as recycling and energy
conservation.

Middle School

a. Completed curriculum documents with accompanying activities associated with
standards, the development of common assessments, the development of the climate
change strand, and the design of activities for using the Vernier Probeware System.

b. Evaluated and chose textbooks and student reference materials to support the
curriculum.

c. Collaborated with Review Team members to develop Technology/Engineering
program. This involved identifying student objectives that will enable the
achievement of state standards in technology/engineering.

d. Continued to identify common vocabulary to coordinate with common assessments
using the Classroom Performance System (personal response “clickers”).

e. Offered workshops to ensure that all teachers are trained to use new equipment.
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H!'gh School

2. Reformatted curriculum documents using NEASC work as a base, including the
identification of essential vocabulary.

b. Implemented new curriculum/labs using the Vemnier Probeware System and collecw ed
data (student assessments) to compare student achievement before and after
implementation.

¢. Collected and reviewed data about the impact of the new ecology unit in the Earth
Science course.

technology/engineering standards to the four comprehensive courses, Earth Science,
Biology, Chemistry and Physics, all students will be exposed to the essential
technology /engineering standards 2

f. Identified opportunities for students to learn additiona] technology/engineering skills
through after-school programs, electives, and courses taught in other departments.

D. Implement Year 3 of the Equity and Excellence Report.

There is much to laud, much to assess, much to learn, and a great distance still to go. Five
major areas of focus this past year included:
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3. Intervention: Intervention Block Scheduling, Leveled Literacy Intervention System,
RTI (Response 10 Intervention), Three-Tiered Mathematics Intervention System,
Intervention RAVE-O, Re-Grouping Math Stations, Culturally Relevant Instruction,
and Freshmen Academic Club, to name a few

4. Extended Learning: MELP (METCO Extended Learning Program), MASC (METCO
After School Club), Math Path, and After School Homework Clubs, to name a few

5 Professional Development: Spring Professional Development Courses (funded with
federal stimulus dollars), Multiple Assessments Training, EDCO, PLC Development,
RTI Study Groups, Multi-School PD Meetings, Common Assessment Conferences and

Training, Data Team Development, and Harvard’s Achievement Gap Initiative, to
name a few

E. Develop a K-5 report card that more accurately communicates student achievement and
progress.

A committee of twenty-nine teachers, administrators, and program leaders representing all
curricular areas and all K-5 grade levels, including special education and ELL teachers,
began work in September to develop a K-5 report card that will more accurately
communicate student achievement and progress. The first several meetings focused on
recent standards-based research, in order to develop a common understanding of what is
meant by a standards-based approach to assessment. Multiple samples of other districts’
reporting tools were collected, shared, and reviewed. In addition to the goal of identifyin £
the power standards related to each curriculum area, it was equally essential that we agre<
on those standards related to student work habits, personal development, and

classroom/community skills.

This summer, Work is scheduled to refine and prepare this draft document for distributioxx
and review to all K-5 teachers and specialists in September. Next year, the report card
committee will develop rubrics that will be used to assess cach identified skill. A clear
understanding of the meaning of the rubrics is essential to ensure inter-rater reliability.

The Director of Educational Technology is currently exploring the role of X2 in the final
implementation of the report card so that all information regarding student performance
can be entered electronically by teachers via a series of drop-down menus designed to fit
the needs of each grade level. A plan will be developed to educate teachers and parents ©1l
the new report card once it is ready for pilot implementation.

F. Expand the district's capacity to use data to assess programs and student work.

In order to further increase student performance, W€ continued to expand the district's
capacity to use data to assess student work. At the high school, consultant Mike Wasta.
worked with PLC teams to develop meaningful formative and summative assessments -
Teams at the middle schools met regularly to create common assessments and begin t©
analyze the student data that was collected. PLC teams at the elementary schools focussed on
assessing student work in math and/or ELA.
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Other initiatives to use data included:

» Data Warehousing — Elementary principals, elementary curriculum leaders, and
selected high school and middle school educators were trained to use the state’s Data
Warehouse to access and analyze MCAS data. These educators provided MCAS data
to teachers in their respective schools, to the ELA Curriculum Review Committee,
and to METCO Extended Learning teachers.

= AIMSweb progress monitoring system — In order to monitor reading fluency and to
provide data for determining reading intervention strategies, AIMSweb tests were
incorporated for all K-2 students (and Grades 3-5 at Bowman).

= FASTT Math and InspireData — Math specialists and Grade 3 teachers (Grade 4 at
Fiske) were trained to understand the student data on math automaticity being
provided by the FASTT Math software. In addition all elementary math specialists as
well as selected elementary teachers were trained on using InspireData (a visual
database analysis tool) to analyze formative math test data.

G. Expand opportunities to improve student social and emotional supports.

The Guidance Department formed a K-12 committee whose goal was to align the LPS
guidance program with national guidance standards and Massachusetts guidance standards,
with a particular focus on expanding opportunities to improve student social and emotional
supports and resiliency.

For our purposes, resiliency was defined as experiencing and managing difficult situations
by utilizing effective coping skills while maintaining emotional and physical health.

The K-12 Guidance Department is researching the possibility of developing a program
focused on Teaching Resiliency to Promote Academic Success. Guidance counselors
worked with classroom teachers, implemented classroom interventions and activities,
formed counseling groups, and worked with individual students in the area of resiliency.
Skill development was also provided in the areas of conflict management, coping strategies,
stress management, and positive peer relationships. The guidance department is currently
gathering data from different sources to identify student, parent, and faculty concerns, and to
develop a more formalized program based on student needs. A comprehensive teacher
survey was developed and administered. Teachers were asked to assess the following:

= Healthy and unhealthy student coping strategies

= Student stress “triggers”

= How stress manifests itself in students

= The degree to which managing stress is a significant student issue

In late June, counselors will analyze the teacher survey data, finalize corresponding student
and parent surveys, and establish a time table for their administration. Counselors will then
incorporate their findings into future work implementing responsive as well as preventive
school-based interventions.

A second district-wide guidance committee worked on the development of a pilot Response
to Intervention (RTI) system to identify, respond, and monitor students with
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emotional/behavioral needs. The pilot is scheduled to be implemented at the Bridge School
during the 2010-2011 school year. After examining numerous screening and assessment
tools, the committee chose a screening tool, the BASC-2 Behavioral and Emotional
Screening System, which will be used to help identify students at risk. In addition, the
eCove data collection system will be used as part of the screening process. The 3™ grade
students at Bridge have been selected as the target grade for this pilot. The Bridge School
also created the Behavior Assistance Committee made up of counselors and teachers who
will review the results of the screening and then recommend intervention strategies to be
implemented for those students identified. This year, the Behavior Assistance Team (BAT)
began developing intervention strategies for each tier. The committee also researched
progress monitoring tools to assess the effectiveness of the intervention strategies. The
BAT met on a regular basis and recommended intervention strategies for specific students
referred to the team, even though the formal screening process was not in place. This
screening process is slated to begin in September 2010. While the Bridge School has been
selected for the pilot, other schools across the district, including both middle schools, have
volunteered to participate in implementing this RTI system.

During the 2009-2010 school year, various high school departments examined the
population of students served in the Multidisciplinary Support Team (MST) program and
the population of students who have been hospitalized for emotional crisis. The level of
academic and social/emotional support provided for students hospitalized is not adequate.
Given the needs of these students and the difficulties transitioning back to school, the LHS
guidance and special education staff, in collaboration with administration, developed the
Alpha Program that will support students who have been hospitalized for an emotional
crisis. During the 2010-2011 school year, the Alpha program will consist of academic
support, social emotional support and case management for general education students who
experience psychiatric hospitalizations. While the MST will continue to provide support in
the academic and psychosocial domains, it is a special education program and services only
those students on an individualized education program (IEP). The Alpha Program is needed
to support students in general education. By restructuring services and reassigning existing
staff, a .8 FTE social worker will be hired to provide services to general education students
upon returning from hospitalization. Academic tutoring and case-management will be
provided to students. The Alpha Program will assist students in the transition back to school
and provide families with community resource assistance. The Alpha program can also
serve to be a hospital diversion program in the future, providing support to help stabilize
students with the hopes of preventing hospitalization.

Members of the Lexington Public Schools staff and administration will be attending a
conference on the new anti-bullying legislation on June 23, 2010. Additional planning and
program development will take place once regulatory requirements are known.

2. Ensure that the faculty and staff are of high quality and are enabled and supported to perform
at the highest professional level.

Key Indicators:

A. Support teacher professional development that increases learning and student achievement.
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The joint LEA/LPS Administration Professional Development Committee was organized in
June 2009 for the purpose of recommending the most effective ways to create job
embedded, capacity building, professional development, utilizing stimulus funds, to support
the long-term educational goals of the school system. The committee was charged with
“Identifying the short- and long-term ways in which, together, we can create a self-
sustaining, job-embedded professional development program that supports the ongoing
needs of teachers and students.”

The seventeen members of the K-12 Professional Development Committee began their work
by reviewing the current abstracts, articles, and literature on establishing high quality,
effective professional development. The committee reviewed the National Staff
Development Council’s recommendations for staff development and published standards,
the Lexington Public Schools’ system-wide goals and individual school improvement plans,
and the system-wide curriculum review and Equity and Excellence reports on the LPS
website.

The committee identified key principles for effective professional development; drafted a
Vision Statement for LPS Professional Development, including Principles for Effective
Professional Development; and drafted Standards and Indicators for the LPS Professional
Development Program. Within the context of the established vision, principles, and
standards, the committee focused its energies on developing workshops and course
offerings, directly aligned with the systemwide goals and efforts to close the achievement
gap and provide equity and excellence for all students.

The committee obtained feedback from all stakeholders through a series of focus interviews
and an online Professional Development Survey (430 respondents). The results, key
findings, and recommendations from the survey and interviews were communicated to all
stakeholders. Based on this information, the committee recommended the courses and
workshops for the spring 2010 pilot. Six courses/workshops were offered in the area of
curriculum and instruction, and eleven workshops were offered in technology. Two
hundred thirteen staff members participated in these courses, representing all nine schools
and the Central Office. The committee has recommended a series of courses for the
summer, and is in the process of conducting an evaluation of the spring pilot.

B. Enhance the district’s capacity to utilize technology both as an instructional and
administrative tool.

The district implemented staffing changes to improve technology support and delivery of
services immediately. In the summer of 2009, an Elementary Technology Specialist, an
Assistive Technology Specialist, and a Field Technician were hired. A budget for FY11
was developed that called for additional staffing positions — three Instructional
Technology Specialists and three Technology Maintenance Associates.

A significant amount of technology hardware was purchased and deployed (approximately
600 computers, 40 printers, and 50 projection systems). Of emphasis in this purchase was
wireless hardware in all schools in order that classrooms and meeting areas become areas
where students and teachers use technology in a more seamless manner. In addition, a
consultant was hired to provide long-term capital budget recommendations for the
renovation of all of our buildings to incorporate wireless technology and interactive
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whiteboards (or tables) for every classroom. The district was able to improve internet access
by securing increased bandwidth for internet use and by the deployment of a content filter.

Promising classroom instructional practices for using technology were instituted in all
schools. These practices included FASTT Math for Grade 3 students, reading fluency
technology for selected struggling readers, the use of science probes, employment of laptops
in special and regular education to promote writing across the curriculum, document readers
and projection systems to better visualize classroom instruction, and the on-line
incorporation of wikis, blogs, and online discussions to support student writing, student
reading, and student curriculum understanding. Professional development opportunities for
classroom technology integration were provided through both a coaching model and through
formal workshops.

Communication between teachers and parents was encouraged through the creation of
teacher web pages. Currently every middle school team and most special teachers not on the
teams at the middle schools are maintaining their own web sites. In addition, individual
high school and elementary teachers are maintaining their own web sites. An on-line
curriculum-mapping tool by Atlas Rubicon Inc. was introduced for use by our different
curriculum review teams to produce fluid curriculum documents and resource materials for
teachers.

C. Foster a more diverse workforce in keeping with Lexington’s goal to embrace diversity.

This past year we continued our efforts to increase the diversity of our workforce by seeking
new opportunities in the areas of teacher recruitment and development. Although we
continue to attend local and regional diversity job fairs, these fairs have not resulted in our
hiring minority candidates. This is largely due to the fact that there are very few minority
applicants in the “pipe-line.” Working with Lexington’s Diversity Task Force, Brookline
and Andover, and a New York State based organization named Today’s Students
Tomorrow'’s Teachers, we decided to seek funding through a Federal Innovation Grant to
start a “grow your own” program in the 2011-2012 school year. The purpose of this
program will be to establish a small cohort of students of color who, with academic support,
mentoring, and college tuition assistance, may someday go on to be teachers of color
working in the Lexington Public Schools.

The Diversity Task Force has been instrumental in providing support for this initiative. Task
force members attended a regional diversity summit at Regis College to learn about this
program from the founder and CEO of Today’s Students Tomorrow’s Teachers, Dr. Bettye
Perkins. The task force will also continue its efforts to promote diversity within the
community by sponsoring various activities in connection with the town-wide celebration of
the Martin Luther King Day in January 2011.

Finally, William Cole, Dean at Lexington High School, was recognized at Town Meeting as
the recipient of Lexington’s annual Diversity Award for his work with the METCO Scholars
program.

3. Obtain and manage the resources that maintain and improve the quality of the educational
program and physical condition of our schools.
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Key Indicators:

A. Continue to implement cost-savings opportunities throughout the school system while
maintaining high quality services.

Transportation — In the spring of FY 08, Lexington Public Schools began discussing
collaboration with Arlington, Burlington, Waltham, and Watertown to combine routes so
that students who attend the same school could share one vehicle. In FY 09 the five districts
combined twenty routes with approximately 100 students sharing rides and saved the town
$186,000. During FY 09, business managers, student services directors, and transportation
coordinators met monthly to discuss expansion of the pilot program. For FY 10, the
LABBB/EDCO Transportation Network was expanded with the addition of Belmont Public
Schools. I am pleased to report that the Transportation Network included 96 programs and
375 students. Lexington and Belmont included all in-district students in the bidding process
for more competitive prices.

= FY 08 Actual — $1,035,236 (old model)

= FY 09 Actual —  $849.070 (pilot)

= FY 09 Savings— $186,166 (returned to town)

» FY 10 savings from budgeted amount is $397,000 (as of the 3™ quarter)

Facilities — The Department of Public Facilities (DPF) continued to prioritize cost savings
opportunities while maintaining high quality service. The DPF implemented a Kronos Work
Force Central Time and Attendance System that records custodian attendance in real time at
each school. The DPF also collaborated with the SEIU on a new systemwide custodian
position that can be deployed at any school without prior notice. The combination of these
two improvements enables DPF to assign system wide custodians daily to replace absences
and to reduce overtime. The FY 2011 overtime budget was reduced by $15,100 (8.6%) due
to these changes.

The Department also continues to implement improvements on utility efficiencies. The
FY 2010 school utility budget is currently forecast to end the year at $252,000 favorable.
The FY 2011 utility budget is reduced $281,000 by incorporating savings from the Clarke
and LHS energy efficiency projects, Estabrook natural gas conversion, reduction of phone
lines at LHS, water and sewer reductions, and implementation of grant funding to replace
the Central Administration oil fired boilers with high efficiency natural gas boilers.

B. Develop a ten-year facilities master plan.

The Ad Hoc Facilities Committee (AHFC), the Superintendent, and the Public Facilities
Department met throughout the summer reviewing the Design Partnership of Cambridge
PreK-12 Master Plan. The AHFC report to the School Committee agreed with the
conclusions of the Master Plan that LHS is overcrowded and should be pursued for MSBA
funding, Estabrook should be replaced, Bridge and Bowman should be renovated and
Hastings will need replacement or renovation. From this report, the Superintendent and DPF
proposed a 10 year Capital Plan. The plan minimum budget of $72.6M addresses the
deferred maintenance of the four schools, replaces Estabrook, and includes $12.1M to
address the ongoing needs of the district. An additional $33.2M may be required if the
MSBA supports the Statement of Interest (SOI) to address overcrowding at LHS. Also, if
the decision is made to replace Hastings, this is projected to add an additional $18.9M of
spending.
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The first phase of the ten-year plan has been initiated. In October the Superintendent
submitted an SOI to the Mass School Board Authority requesting project support due to
overcrowding at LHS and in April Town Meeting appropriated $750,000 for design of the
Bridge and Bowman renovations that will extend the useful lives of the two schools 20
years.

C. Negotiate six labor contracts.

At the time of writing, tentative agreement has been reached between the Town of Lexington and
all 16 unions town-wide regarding the settlement of a two-year Public Employee Coalition (PEC)
agreement. The PEC agreement will be brought for ratification by all unions by mid-June 2010.

At this time, the Lexington Public Schools has further reached tentative agreement with all
LEA bargaining units (Unit A, Unit C, and Technology Unit) with respect to a three (3) year
wage settlement. Tentative agreements have also been reached on contract language with
Unit A and Unit C. Although we are still in contract negotiations with the Association of
Lexington Administrators (ALA) and the Lexington Educational Secretaries Association
(LESA), we anticipate both wages and contract language on or before June 30, 2010.

Lastly, since the collective bargaining agreement between SEIU Local 888 (custodians and
maintenance workers) and the School Committee does not expire until June 30, 2010, the
parties have not been actively engaged in negotiations at the table. We anticipate that the
parties will reach a wage agreement prior to June 30, 2010, and that they will continue to
negotiate language items.

D. Continue to improve the safety programs in all schools.

The district has taken the following measures to improve safety in all schools:

1. The REMS Advisory Committee has met monthly to oversee the implementation of the
REMS grant. The Advisory Committee includes Town representatives of the Health
Department, Town Manager’s Office, Police, Fire, and Youth Services. In addition,
three parents serve on the committee. The first year report for the grant is due in July
and the report will conclude that the implementation is on schedule to achieve
sustainable Emergency Management Plans for each school with trained staff,
appropriate communication to students, and instructions to parents on emergency
responses. In addition, staff has been trained to implement annual School Vulnerability
Assessments which will help drive continuous improvement for school safety. Practice
on the Emergency Management Plans is scheduled for August 23, 2010. The district is
in mid-cycle of the implementation plan. An advisory Committee is established with
three parent representatives.

2. The Assistant Superintendent for Finance and Business, in coordination with the school
department’s Lead Nurse and the Lexington Director of Public Health coordinated a
school-based response for HIN1 Influenza, the recent Boil Water Order, and PCBs in
our pre-1978 constructed schools.

3. The Superintendent utilized the voice component of the emergency notification system
to announce snow days and two of our town-wide health events. The Assistant
Superintendent for Finance and Business utilized the email function of the emergency
notification system during two of our events this year.
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Best Practices for School, Family, and Community Engagement Subcommittee
Report & Recommendations to the Lexington School Committee
June 8, 2010

Introduction & Rationale

Actoss the country, school distticts ate engaged in conversations and research-
based strategies designed to improve student learning. Among those strategies is evidence
showing schools that partner with families ' and community achieve a range of benefits for
students, including improved school readiness, higher student achievement, better social
skills and behavior, and increased high school graduation and preparation for college and
career challenges.” The Lexington Public Schools had not engaged in conversations focused
on family and community engagement as a strategy for improving student learning. As a
starting point, one of the 2009-2010 School Comrmttee goals is to assess best practices for
school, family, and community engagement.?

The Best Practices for School, Family, and Community Engagement
Subcommittee (BP/SFCES) was appointed by the Lexington School Committee in Apxil
2010. Membets are: Chair, Mary Ann Stewart; Sectetaty, Jennifer Vogelzang; Nancy Adler;
Alessandro Alessandrini; and Kevin Johnson. The goal of the BP/SFCES is to present best
practices for school, family, and community engagement and to make specific
recommendations about how best to foster engagement in Lexington’s Public Schools.

Discussion & Summaty

Research on family and community engagement over nearly forty years shows
that when school staff, families, and community membets wotk together to develop a system
of suppotts for children, these collaborative efforts lead to better educational and
developmental outcomes for children.* It is important to note that family engagement
changes over time as children develop and transition to new learning environments.

We reviewed relevant websites, articles, reports, and book excerpts, and also
drew upon relevant personal experiences to investigate and identify key best practices that
promote greatet engagement for potential implementation in the Lexington Public Schools.
Key recommendations ate also offeted in this report.

! The terms patent or family are intended to mean a natural, adoptive or foster parent, or other adult serving as a parent,
such as a close relative, legal or educational guardian and/or a community or agency advocate.

2 Desforges, C. & Abouchaar, A. (2003). The impact of parental involvement, parental support, and fartily education on pupil
achievements and adjusiments: A literaturs review. London: Department for Education and Skills; Fan, X., & Chen, M. (2001).
Parental involvement and students’ academic achievement: A meta-analysis. Eduaational Psychology Rmew 13 (1), 1-22.

3 Goal #6, Lexington Public Schools, School Committee Goals for 2009-2010

http://lps lexingronma.org/Current/I.PSSCgoals0910.pdf

* Henderson, A., & Mapp, K. (2002). A4 new wave of evidence: The impact of school, family, and community connections on student
achievenent. Austin: Southwest Educational Development Laboratory.



Much of our discussion centered on how engagement systems will be
successfully integrated and sustained. There is a lot more to engagement than petrsuading
parents to support district initiatives; clear family-school communication seems obvious and
community engagement, integral. > Upgraded school facilities, improved school leadership
and staffing, higher quality leatning programs for students, and new resources and programs
to improve teaching and curriculum are key indicators showing community engagement in
schools improves educational opportunities for children and adults. All elements of school
improvement are more likely to succeed if parents help students focus on learning and
teachers create effective partnerships with parents.

Family & Community Engagement

The BP/SECES reviewed the Harvard Family Research Project § Issue Brief,
““Seeing is Believing Promising Practices for How School Districts Promote Family Engagement *7 The
authors present family engagement s a critical component for a child’s success “from cradle
to career”. Family engagement in a child’s education can be cost-effective, for example,
schools would have to spend $1,000 more per pupil to reap the same gains in student
achievement that an involved parent brings:*

We reviewed critical success factors of the six school districts highlighted in the
brief, noting three core components identified as best practices for systemic family
engagement: fostering district-wide strategies, building school capacity, and reaching out to
and engaging families. Generally speaking, the goal is to embed family engagement
systemically, for example:

- In Wichita, KS family engagement is embedded into school district culture with 2
“customer” otientation, professional development focused on effective
engagement strategies, and an annual parent survey.

»  From Boston Public Schools we learned how district policy supports an
infrastructure, articulates clear expectations for schools, provides comprehensive

5 In the 2000 census (}Mgﬂm{gﬂﬁ@;&bﬂ[ﬁ@ﬂ_ﬁ@), for example, families with children in school
made up ~25% or less of communities (nationwide). Engaging the larger percentage (75% or more) of community
members is critical for supporting school budgets and overrides. We will see what the 2010 census has to tell us about the
percentage of families and community mermbers. The just-released Lexington Demographic Change Report shows how
Lexington’s demographics have changed over the past twenty years.

§ A project of the Harvard Graduate School of Education.
www.hfrp.org

7 Seeing is Believing: Promising Practices for How School Districts Promote Family Engagement. July 2009. Helen
Westmoreland, Fleidi M. Rosenberg, M.Elena Lopez, Fleather Weiss.

8 Houtenville, A.]. & Conway, K.S. (2008). Parental effort, school resources, and student achievement. Journal of Human
Resources, 43 (2), 437-453.




outreach efforts, and embeds professional development for engaging families in
effective ways.

=  Federal Way, WA co-constructed a shared vision, with a district-level patent
committee and learning and accountability meetings. The focus on leatning
includes family-school communication and a parent leadetship institute;
community partnerships are purposeful and aligned with school goals.

The strategies employed in the above examples helped shape our undetstanding
of what effective engagement is:

Effective engagement is a shared responsibility where schools and community
organizations commit to engaging families in meaningful and culturally respectful
ways and where families actively support their children’s learning and
development.

Engagement is continuous across a student’s life - from birth and extending
through college and career preparation programns.

Effective engagement is carried out everywhere children leatn including
homes, eatly childhood education programs, schools, after-school programs,
faith-based institutions, playgrounds, and community settings.

When family engagement is effective, it promotes student success and is a critical
component for continuous school improvement. Effective practice encompasses everything
from a welcoming environment to effective communication to understanding how to
navigate complex school systems and collaboration with community partners. Success
factots include opportunities for engagement and promoting family role commitment, such
as shared decision-makers in decisions affecting students, as partners in learning, and as
advocates and advisots for theit children. The “4 Vetsions of Family-School Partnerships”
from Beyond the Bake Sak — the Essential Guide to Family-School Partnerships, supports our
understanding that communication as a key component to effective engagement.

Best Practices & Recommendations

Research indicates that effective school, family, and community engagement is
not a one-time progtam or choice of a good school, but rather a set of day-to-day practices,
attitudes, beliefs and interactions which support learning everywhere children learn.
Families, schools, and community groups need to work together to promote engagement
that is systemic, sustained, and integtrated into school improvement efforts so that students
are prepated fot transitions in their development and all along their educational career.

The Best Practices for School, Family, and Community Engagement Sub-
committee has identified key best practices and offets specific tecommendations that we

* Henderson, A., Mapp, K., Johnson, V., Davies, D. (2007). Beyond the Bake Sale: the Essential Gutde to Family-School
Partnerships. New Press, p.14-18



believe will strengthen engagement and improve student learning in Lexington’s Public
Schools:

Kev Best Practices

+ District-wide Strategies: write a parent involvement policy '* and adopt a set of
standards and indicators for family and community engagement (pre-K through
age 22), including rubrics for assessment and evaluation.

= Build School Capacity: identify an administrator and an infrastructure to
support and implement a strategic plan for family and community engagement
across the district.

= Reach out to and Engage Families: promote professional development
oppottunities that suppott engagement for all families.

Recommendations

I. Communication

As noted previously, communication is a key component necessary for fostering
engagement. Federal law defines parent involvement as regular, two-way, and meaningful
communication about student learning and other school activities."! We would add that
meaningful communication is further attained between family members and school staff when it
is in 2 manner, language, and mode of technology that family members can understand and
access. Educational research and practice suggest that technology has the potential to benefit
student academic petformance ' by enhancing instructional delivery and by sttengthening
parental involvement in students’ education. In an effort to promote engagement between
school and family so that families can supportt their students, we offer the following
recommendations:

= Resources for all families, especially for families whose ptimary language is not
English, should be available on the LPS website.

10 Section 1118 of Tidle I of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act/No Child Left Behind (ESEA/NCLB) 2002
reauthorization requires each Title I school and district to write a parent involvement policy that has been developed with
and agreed upon by parents. The state education agency must monitor the school districts’ Title I programs to make sure
they carry out the law. If the district is not involving parents as the law requires, parents can appeal to the state.
Additionally, no less than 1% of the district’s Title I funds are to be used to foster and promote parent involverent

throughout the district.
http: 2.ed.gov/legislati sec1118h
U Jbid

12 #2/B LPS 2009-2010 System Goals
urrent/LP, emGo; 10.pdf




= System-wide school visitot guidelines would be adopted by January 2011. The
guidelines would encourage parent involvement and obsetvation of all
classrooms using Boston Public Schools' School Visitors Guidelines as a model.”

= Ideally, teachers respond to patent emails or phone calls within two school days,
and provide an acknowledgement of the communication. Principals, ideally,
develop and communicate a follow-through policy that parents ate encouraged
to follow, if communication isn’t timely (January 2011).

= Ideally, teachers make a similar effort responding to student emails, so that
students take responsibility for their own leatning and parents can get out of the
middle of the communications. It’s impottant to recognize that in reality,
students may not have a friend in their class that they’re able or willing to contact
to ask a question or get clatification of an assignment.

= Consistent with current objectives, move all assignments online at the high
school and middle schools in the near term (September 2010).

= Repott progress online in the high school and middle schools in the medium-
near term (September 2011), including all graded work and progress cutrently
recorded elsewhere, with progress updated at least every two weeks.

= Parents may obtain access to student progress after participating in “progtess
management training” for a shated understanding between school and family
(mechanism to be co-constructed; online; password granted upon completion).

II. Professional Development

Teachers today encounter a mytiad of parental circumstances (g, single parents,
high poverty), challenging patent behaviors (¢.g, demands, abuse, lack of interest), and
patental and school obstacles to involvement (g, cultural challenges, lack of time, feehngs
of inadequacy, an unwelcoming school structure, previous negative school experiences)."*
In an effort to integrate engagement strategies at all levels, we recommend that professional
development opportunities be offered to train and support administrators, teachers, and
staff, as well as opportunities for shated leaming with parents, to fully engage all families
across the district in the education of their children.

II1. Community Engagement

We continue to be encouraged by the School Department’s increased
transparency regarding budget expenditures. Dr. Ash is to be commended for his efforts
teaching out to the community with tespect to mote transparency with school depattment
finances, his wotk with the Action Plan for Equity and Excellence °, and communicating

13 Boston Public Schools - School Visitors Guidelines
http: / /wrorw.bostonpublicschools.org / files /1.GL.-04 School Visitors Guidelines.doc

14 Better understanding how teachess interact effectively with all parents is crucial for improving educational outcomes.
This is espedially significant for the National Board for Professional Teaching Standards as one of their core propositions
focuses on working collaboratively with parents. The board claims that strong interactions with patents are a key
dimension of a well-qualified teacher.

http:/ /worw.obpts.otg/the standards/the five core propositi

'S Agion Plan for Equity and Exceflence, Lexington Public Schools, May 2009.
http:/ /lps Jexingtonma.org/Curr mpleteActionPlan5 5 09.pdf



school-related atticles in our local news media. There are a2 number of civic, faith-based, and
advocacy organizations in our community that take steps to enhance and improve our school
system. In an effort to support, expand, and improve district-wide efforts for community
engagement, we suggest the following:

= Offer presentations of key district initiatives at occasional monthly meetings of
the Town Meeting Members Association Executive Committee, Chamber of
Commerce Breakfast/Lunch Series, Lexington’s preschool community (via
LexFUN), Appropriation Committee, Capital Expenditures Committee, PTA
Presidents Council, etc., and to families at key transitions, such as at
Kindergarten, middle school, and high school orientations.

»  Continue to strengthen each school’s Site Council ' with trainings offered by
Massachusetts Association of School Committees (MASC); provide honest and
timely information about budgets, policies, and student achievement; use data to
identify problem areas for improvement; include data-informed family
engagement strategies in school improvement goals.

= Encourage PTAs to include a solid cross section of a school’s parent community
to support school improvement, provide a training ground for civic leadership,
and build support for the public schools.

Conclusion

Because learning happens in the home, in school, and in the community,
engagement is a shared responsibility and continuous across a child’s life. In schools,
engagement promotes student achievement, is essential for reform, and is cost-effective.
A systetnic approach underlies critical success factors.

Well-executed partnerships go hand-in-hand with school improvement. In the
same way that the Equity and Excellence Committee ! continues to identify school-based
strategies for improving achievement, we believe the Best Practices for School, Family, and
Community Engagement Subcommittee should continue to look at engagement as a strategy
for continued school and student improvement.

% Site Councils offer a built-in opportunity for all stakeholders (parents, teachers, administrators, students fat the high
school], and community members) to be engaged in student learning and are one pathway that includes community
members in dedisions relative to school improvement.

17 Equity and Excellence Committee: Progress Report. May 2010.
http://lps.lexingtonma.org/Current/EECProgressR. 11May10
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