
Curriculum Committee Meeting 
Monday, October 5, 2026 6:30 PM Eastern 

Pennridge School District Board Room 
1200 North 5th St 

Perkasie, PA 18944   
   
  

1. Public Comment on Agenda Items 
1.A. Public Comment According to Policy #903 

2. Curriculum Review 
2.A. October Data Presentation 

3. Items for Discussion 
3.A. Schoolwide Title I/TSI Plan for South MS - Presentation - Mr. Glenn 

Donaldson 
4. Public Comment 
5. Next Meeting 



  Student Assessment Data
2025-2026

Dr. Jennifer Bloom
Director of Teaching and Learning 
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Student Assessments

PSSA 
Pennsylvania System of School Assessments State-mandated exams in 
ELA (grades 3-8), Mathematics (grades 3-8), and Science (grades 4 and 
8, moving to 5 and 8).

Keystone 
State-mandated end-of-course exams in Literature, Algebra I, and 
Biology. Used for graduation requirement.

2



Student Assessments

AP 
Advanced Placement end-of-course exams developed by College Board 
in art, science, math, humanities, and language. Student may earn 
college credit if they earn a score of 3, 4, or 5 on the AP Exam. 

NOCTI 
National Occupational Competency Testing Institute exams for students in 
career and technical programs at UBCTS. Serve as industry-recognized 
credentials and for graduation requirements.
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Student Assessments

SAT
SAT is a standardized college admissions exam that measures students’ skills in 
reading, writing, and mathematics. Colleges and universities may use SAT 
scores, alongside other application materials, to help evaluate college readiness 
and admissions eligibility. 

ACT
ACT (American College Testing) is a standardized college admissions exam that 
measures students’ skills in English, mathematics, reading, and science. 
Colleges and universities may use ACT scores, along with other application 
materials, to assess college readiness and support admissions decisions. 
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           2025 - 2026 
NOCTI DATA 
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NOCTI 
(National Occupational Competency Testing Institute) Programs:

● Computer Networking/Cybersecurity
● Carpentry
● Electrical
● HVAC
● Construction Technology
● Auto Collision Technology
● Automotive Technology
● Diesel Technology
● Small Engine Technology
● Baking and Pastry
● Cosmetology
● Culinary Arts
● Law Enforcement
● Dental
● Exercise Science/Sports Technology
● Health Care
● Veterinary Assisting
● Agricultural Technology
● Machining/Engineering Technology
● Mechatronics
● Welding/Fabrication Technology
● Graphic Communications

49

68

78 78

90

90%

76% 85% 85%
86%
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Enrollment/Completion Data for Upper Bucks Technical School

*2 students retained for 13th yr



2025 - 2026 Academic Data 
 AP EXAMS
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AP Student Enrollment Data 
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Students Taking AP EXAMS 
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AP Exams - Achievement Comparison Average Score
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AP Achievement and Growth



           2025 - 2026 
Preliminary Keystone Data 
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Keystone Achievement and Growth



Keystone Achievement (student count)
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           2025 - 2026 
Preliminary PSSA  Data 
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ELA PSSA Achievement and Growth 

● Overall ELA proficiency remained 
stable at 57%, reflecting consistent 
year over year stability.

● Pennridge ranked 11th among 84 
participating LinkIt! districts for 
student growth, with districts ranked 
above Pennridge separated by less 
than one percentage point.

● Grades 3–4 remained consistent 
year over year, with proficiency 
holding near 60%.

● Grades 5–6 showed positive 
movement, highlighted by Grade 5 
increasing from 52% to 57% and 
Grade 6 from 54% to 55%.

● Grade 7 declined year over year, 
from 61% to 55% (-6%) identifying an 
area for continued focus.

● Grade 8 remained relatively stable, 
with only a 1 percentage-point 
decline year over year.



            ELA PSSA Achievement (student count)
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     ELA PSSA 2 YR ELA Achievement and Growth

 Adv Pro Bas Bel  
Adv+Pro

25-26
Adv+Pro

24-25 Change

3 11% 49% 28% 12%  60% 61% -1%

4 15% 45% 35% 5%  59% 58% 1%

5 6% 50% 34% 9%  57% 52% 5%

6 16% 38% 43% 2%  55% 54% 1%

7 12% 43% 43% 3%  55% 61% -6%

8 15% 40% 36% 10%  54% 56% -2%
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     RELA: From Alignment to Consistent Implementation
        2025-26 work to 2026-27 priorities
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2025-26  |  What we set out to do

• Align instruction to standards
• Strengthen instructional strategies that 

promote mastery of eligible content
• Use consistent academic language and 

vocabulary

What we built
• Priority standards in grades 3-10 using PSSA, 

Keystone, and LinkIt data
• Say Mean Matter explicit instructional routines
• Common instructional and independent 

supplemental units 
• Shared TDA commands, standards-aligned 

questions, and common rubrics
• Targeted intervention and instruction

2026-27  |  Continue and Deepen
• Develop common assessments in grades 

3-12
• Say Mean Matter explicit instructional routines
• Implement final exams in targeted high school 

courses
• Use MTSS data - universal screeners, 

benchmarks, PSSA, Keystone, and classroom 
measures - to plan small-group intervention 
and enrichment

• Advance the curriculum renewal cycle to 
strengthen coherence and increase 
achievement across performance bands

• Strengthen instruction through UDL, text 
analysis, rigorous standards-aligned 
questioning, and consistent academic 
language/vocabulary



          MATH PSSA Achievement and  Growth
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● All Grades composite hit an all-time 
high of 61% in 2025-26, up from 42% 
just five years ago — a 
19-percentage-point gain

● 2025-26 was a record year for 
nearly every grade band. Grades 4, 
5, 6, 7, and 8 all posted their highest 
proficiency rate of the five years 
shown.

● Grade 5 had a standout single-year 
jump, climbing from 65% to 73% — 
an 8-point gain in one year alone.

● Grades 6 and 7 rebounded strongly 
after a 2024-25 dip. Grade 6 went 
from 40% back up to 50%, and Grade 
7 climbed from 38% to 46%, both 
recovering past their prior levels.

● Grade 8 shows the most dramatic 
long-term growth, nearly doubling 
from 22% proficient in 2021-22 to 43% 
this year — the largest five-year gain 
of any grade level.



          MATH PSSA Achievement and  Growth
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Math PSSA 2 YR Math Achievement and  Growth

 Adv Pro Bas Bel  25-26 24-25 change
3 37% 38% 13% 12%  75% 75% 0%
4 46% 30% 13% 10%  77% 72% 5%
5 33% 41% 22% 5%  73% 65% 8%
6 17% 33% 34% 17%  50% 40% 10%
7 13% 33% 33% 21%  46% 38% 8%
8 11% 32% 36% 21%  43% 38% 5%
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     Math: From Alignment to Consistent Implementation
       2025-26 work to 2026-27 priorities

24

2025-26  |  What we set out to do

• Align instruction to standards
• Strengthen instructional strategies that 

promote mastery of eligible content
• Use consistent academic language and 

vocabulary

What we built
• Priority standards in grades 3-10 using 

PSSA, Keystone, and LinkIt data
• Common instructional and independent 

supplemental units 
• Targeted intervention and instruction
• Common assessments at the secondary 

level

2026-27  |  Continue and Deepen

• Develop common assessments in grades 
3-12

• Implement final exams in targeted high school 
courses

• Use MTSS data - universal screeners, 
benchmarks, PSSA, Keystone, and classroom 
measures - to plan small-group intervention 
and enrichment

• Advance the curriculum renewal cycle to 
strengthen coherence and increase 
achievement across performance bands

• Strengthen instruction through UDL,analysis, 
rigorous standards-aligned questioning, and 
consistent academic language/vocabulary



PSSA Science Grade 5 and 8/Biology Keystone (Spring 2026) 
Score Update
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The first Pennsylvania STEELS Standards-aligned PSSA Science 
assessment and Biology Keystone were given in the Spring of 2026.

Individual student scores are not yet available.

We will provide an update once this information becomes available.
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Pennridge South MS 

TSI Title 1 School Plan | 2026 - 2027 
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Profile and Plan Essentials 
School AUN/Branch 
Pennridge South MS 122098103 
Address 1 
Fifth & Cedar Streets 
Address 2 
 
City State Zip Code 
Perkasie PA 18944 
Chief School Administrator Chief School Administrator Email 
Dr Angelo G Berrios III aberrios@pennridge.org 
Principal Name 
Glenn K. Donaldson 
Principal Email 
gdonaldson@pennridge.org 
Principal Phone Number Principal Extension 
215-257-0467 991001 
School Improvement Facilitator Name School Improvement Facilitator Email 
Chad Evans cevans@bucksiu.org 
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Steering Committee 
Name Position/Role Building/Group/Organization Email 
Glenn 
Donaldson Principal South Middle School gdonaldson@pennridge.org 

Victoria Bayer Education Specialist South Middle School vbayer@pennridge.org 
Jenna Miller Teacher South Middle School jemiller@pennridge.org 
Jill Cole Parent South Middle School jcole@pennridge.org 
Kourtney 
Schafer Community Member South Middle School familymarks82@gmail.com 

Brad Palmer Chief School 
Administrator Pennridge School District bpalmer@pennridge.org 

Duane Renner District Level Leaders Pennridge School District drenner@pennridge.org 
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Vision for Learning 
Vision for Learning 

It is paramount that our students graduate with knowledge of their talents, passions and what is 
necessary for them to remain life-long learners and productive citizens. These objectives need to be 
accomplished in a community-oriented environment that is safe, welcoming, nurturing, student-
centered and respectful of all. As such, the mission of the Pennridge School District is as follows: 
Pennridge School District strives to provide all students with a well-rounded educational experience 
where they acquire the 21st century skills necessary for a successful future. 
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Future Ready PA Index 

Proficient or Advanced in English Language Arts/Literature 
False We do not have Future Ready Pa Index Data for this indicator 

Comments/Notable Observations 
In 24-25, the school (overall) did not meet the ELA improvement target. Plus, every subgroup also did not 
meet the target and all groups showed a decline from the previous year. However, the All Student Group 
did outperform the Statewide Average by 0.8%. 

True Strengths True Challenges False N/A 

Strengths 
ESSA Student Subgroups Indicator 
Combined Ethnicity The All Student Group outperformed the Statewide Average by 0.8%. 

Challenges 
ESSA Student Subgroups Indicator 
Students with Disabilities Students with Disabilities dropped by 10.2% in A/P % in ELA. 

Proficient or Advanced in Mathematics/Algebra 
False We do not have Future Ready Pa Index Data for this indicator 

Comments/Notable Observations 
In 24-25, none of the groups met the Interim Goal/Improvement Target in math. However, three groups ( 
All Student, White, and Student with Disabilities) did demonstrate an increase in performance from the 
previous year. 

True Strengths False Challenges False N/A 

Strengths 
ESSA Student 
Subgroups Indicator 

Students with 
Disabilities 

Students with Disabilities demonstrated an increase in performance by 1.7% 
from the previous year in A/P % in math. 

Challenges 
ESSA Student 
Subgroups Indicator 

Students with 
Disabilities 

Students with Disabilities did not meet the expected improvement target in A/P 
percentages in math. However, they did better than the All Student Group which 
only increased by 1.4%. 

Meeting Annual Academic Growth Expectations (PVAAS) in English Language Arts/Literature 
False We do not have Future Ready Pa Index Data for this indicator 
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Comments/Notable Observations 
Even though the school overall did not meet the standard demonstrating growth in ELA, four of the 
subgroups met the standard and one of them also showed an increase in growth from the previous year. 

True Strengths False Challenges False N/A 

Strengths 
ESSA Student 
Subgroups Indicator 

Hispanic The Hispanic group is the only group who not only met the growth standard in ELA 
growth but also demonstrated an increase in growth from the previous year. 

Challenges 
ESSA Student 
Subgroups Indicator 

Students with 
Disabilities 

Students with Disabilities met the growth standard in ELA; however, there was a 
decrease from the previous year. 

Meeting Annual Academic Growth Expectations (PVAAS) in Mathematics/Algebra 
False We do not have Future Ready Pa Index Data for this indicator 

Comments/Notable Observations 
In 24-25, the school did not meet the performance standard demonstrating growth in math. All groups 
showed a decline in performance from the previous year. 

False Strengths True Challenges False N/A 

Strengths 
ESSA Student 
Subgroups Indicator 

Students with 
Disabilities 

Students with Disabilities group had the greatest amount of growth in math 
compared to the other subgroups. 

Challenges 
ESSA Student 
Subgroups Indicator 

Students with 
Disabilities 

Students with Disabilities group continues to not show the expected amount 
of growth in math. 

English Language Growth and Attainment  
True We do not have Future Ready Pa Index Data for this indicator 

Comments/Notable Observations 
False Strengths False Challenges False N/A 

Strengths 
ESSA Student Subgroups Indicator 
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Challenges 
ESSA Student Subgroups Indicator 
  
  

Regular Attendance  
False We do not have Future Ready Pa Index Data for this indicator 

Comments/Notable Observations 
In 24-25, overall, the school did not meet the performance standard. The only group that showed 
improvement was the white group. 

False Strengths True Challenges False N/A 

Strengths 
ESSA Student 
Subgroups Indicator 

White The White group met the performance standard for attendance and also 
demonstrated an increase from the previous year. 

Challenges 
ESSA Student 
Subgroups Indicator 

Students with 
Disabilities 

Students with Disabilities did not meet the standard for regular attendance and 
also showed a decline in performance from the previous year. 

Career Standards Benchmark  
False We do not have Future Ready Pa Index Data for this indicator 

Comments/Notable Observations 
In 24-25, the All Student Group met the performance standard; however, the Student with Disabilities 
group did not meet the standard and showed regression from the previous year. 

False Strengths True Challenges False N/A 

Strengths 
ESSA Student Subgroups Indicator 
White This group well exceeded the expected performance standard. 

Challenges 
ESSA Student 
Subgroups Indicator 

Students with 
Disabilities 

This group did not meet the standard and showed a decrease from the 
previous year. 
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High School Graduation Rate Four-Year Cohort 
True We do not have Future Ready Pa Index Data for this indicator 

Comments/Notable Observations 
False Strengths False Challenges False N/A 

Strengths 
ESSA Student Subgroups Indicator 
  
  

Challenges 
ESSA Student Subgroups Indicator 
  
  

Summary 

Strengths 
Review the strengths listed. Select the strengths that have had the most significant impact in addressing 
your most pressing challenges. 

The White group met the performance standard for attendance and also demonstrated an increase 
from the previous year. 
The Hispanic group is the only group who not only met the growth standard in ELA growth but also 
demonstrated an increase in growth from the previous year. 
Students with Disabilities demonstrated an increase in performance by 1.7% from the previous year in 
A/P % in math. 
In 24-25, none of the groups met the Interim Goal/Improvement Target in math. However, in three 
groups ( All Student, White, and Student with Disabilities) the performance increased from the previous 
year. 

Challenges 
Review the challenges listed. Select the challenges that, if improved, would have the most impact in 
achieving your Future Ready PA index targets. 

Students with Disabilities did not meet the expected improvement target in A/P percentages in math. 
However, they did better than the All Student Group which only increased by 1.4%. 
In 24-25, the school (overall) did not meet the ELA improvement target. Plus, every subgroup also did 
not meet the target and all groups showed a decline from the previous year. However, the All Student 
Group did outperform the Statewide Average by 0.8%. 
In 24-25, the school (overall) did not meet the improvement target. Plus, every subgroup also did not 
meet the target and all groups showed a decline from the previous year. 
Students with Disabilities group continues to not show the expected amount of growth in math. 
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Local Assessment 

English Language Arts 
Data Comments/Notable Observations 
ELA LinkIt Benchmark (2026-
27, 3 times during SY) 

We will compare overall student scores in Fall to Spring in order to 
plan intervention and predict PSSA performance. 

PSSA (2025-26) 6th Grade - 54% were Prof./Adv. (4.2% increase from 24-25) 7th Grade 
- 54.8% were Prof./Adv. (1.8% increase from 24-25) 

English Language Arts Summary 

Strengths 
In 2025–26, 84% of Grade 8 students, 63% of Grade 7 students, and 64% of Grade 6 students 
demonstrated growth on the ELA LinkIt Benchmark. Additionally, PSSA achievement mobility showed 
positive movement in Text-Dependent Analysis (+15% net mobility), Informational Text (+9%), and 
Conventions of Standard English (+8%). 
Grade 6 ELA PSSA proficiency increased by 4.2 percentage points, with 54% of students scoring 
Advanced or Proficient. Grade 7 proficiency increased by 1.8 percentage points, with 54.8% scoring 
Advanced or Proficient. 
In 2025–26, 84% of Grade 8 students, 63% of Grade 7 students, and 64% of Grade 6 students 
demonstrated growth on the ELA LinkIt Benchmark. Additionally, PSSA achievement mobility showed 
positive movement in Text-Dependent Analysis (+15% net mobility), Informational Text (+9%), and 
Conventions of Standard English (+8%). 
In all grade levels, LinkIt benchmark data, PSSA data, collaborative teacher teams, content-area 
teams, and the MTSS Core Team are utilized to identify student needs, monitor progress, adjust Tier 1 
instruction, and provide targeted supports. 

Challenges 
In 2025-2026, 38.8% of Grade 8 students were proficient or advanced on the ELA PSSA. This is a 10.8% 
decrease from 2024-2025. 
2025-2026 PSSA achievement mobility data identified Vocabulary Acquisition and Use as the most 
significant ELA area of concern. Of the students represented in the mobility analysis, 42% moved 
down, 46% remained at the same level, and only 12% moved up, resulting in net achievement mobility 
of -30% from 2024-2025. 
In 25-26, additional ELA areas demonstrated negative achievement mobility, including Key Ideas and 
Details (-7%) and Literature Text (-4%), while Craft and Structure/Integration of Knowledge and Ideas 
was essentially unchanged (-1%) compared to 24-25. 
For Students with Disabilities specifically, although this subgroup met the PVAAS ELA growth standard, 
there was a 10.2% decrease in Advanced/Proficient performance from 24-25. 

Mathematics 
Data Comments/Notable Observations 
Math LinkIt Benchmark (2026-
27, 3 times during SY) 

We will compare overall student scores in Fall to Spring in order to 
plan intervention and predict PSSA performance. 

PSSA (2025-26) 6th grade - 52.7% were Prof/Adv. (14.5% increase from 24-25) 7th 
grade - 57.1% were Prof./Adv. (25.8% increase from 24-25) 
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Mathematics Summary 

Strengths 
6th grade - 52.7% were Prof/Adv. (14.5% increase from 24-25) 
7th grade - 57.1% were Prof./Adv. (25.8% increase from 24-25) 
In 25-26, Mathematics demonstrated positive achievement mobility in multiple reporting categories, 
including Statistics and Probability (+22%), Ratios and Proportional Relationships (+18%), Geometry 
(+12%), and Number System (+9%) compared to 24-25. For students with disabilities specifically, there 
was a 1.7% increase in Math Advanced/Proficient performance. 
In all grade levels, LinkIt benchmark data, PSSA data, collaborative teacher teams, content-area 
teams, and the MTSS Core Team are utilized to identify student needs, monitor progress, adjust Tier 1 
instruction, and provide targeted supports. 

Challenges 
In 2025–26, Expressions and Equations demonstrated 0% net achievement mobility, with 16% moving 
up and 16% moving down. Grade 8 proficiency was approximately 26%. 
Grade 6 - Statistics and Probability is approximately 50% proficiency Grade 7 - Expressions and 
Equations is approximately 46% proficiency; Number System performance is approximately 48% 
proficiency Grade 8 - Expressions and Equations is approximately 26% proficiency 
Students with Disabilities increased Mathematics Advanced/Proficient performance by 1.7%, but still 
did not meet the expected improvement/growth target. 

Science, Technology, and Engineering Education 
Data Comments/Notable Observations 
Science LinkIt! 
Benchmark (25-26, 3 
times during SY) 

Student scores increased in all grade levels throughout the testing windows 
in 2025-2026. We will compare overall student scores in Fall to Spring for 
2026-2027 in order to plan intervention and predict PSSA performance. 

PSSA (25-26) We will compare 25-26 Science PSSA scores to 23-24 & 24-25 when we 
receive them. 

Science, Technology, and Engineering Education Summary 

Strengths 
6th Grade - In the beginning of the 25-26 school year, 39% of students were proficient on the 
benchmark. At the end of the school year, 69% of students were proficient on the benchmark (+30% 
increase) 7th Grade - In the beginning of the 25-26 school year, 26% of students were proficient on the 
benchmark. At the end of the year, 68% of students were proficient on the benchmark (+42% increase) 
8th Grade - In the beginning of the 25-26 school year, 46% of students were proficient on the 
benchmark. At the end of the year, 68% of students were proficient on the benchmark (+22% increase) 

Challenges 
The All Student Group needs to increase on the Science PSSA by 13.4% to meet the Statewide 2033 
goal of 83%. 
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Related Academics 

Career Readiness 
Data Comments/Notable Observations 
Future Ready PA Index - College 
and Career Measures 

All student groups met the Future Ready PA performance standard 
for the Career Standards Benchmark. 

Career and Technical Education (CTE) Programs 
True Career and Technical Education (CTE) Programs Omit 

Arts and Humanities 
True Arts and Humanities Omit 

Environment and Ecology 
True Environment and Ecology Omit 

Family and Consumer Sciences 
True Family and Consumer Sciences Omit 

Health, Safety, and Physical Education 
True Health, Safety, and Physical Education Omit 

Social Studies (Civics and Government, Economics, Geography, History) 
True Social Studies (Civics and Government, Economics, Geography, History) Omit 

Summary 

Strengths 
Review the comments and notable observations listed previously and record 2-5 strengths which have 
had the most impact in improving your most pressing challenges. 

The statewide average for all students in the 24-25 SY was 91.5% and the South Middle School average 
for all students was 97.1%. 
Existing schoolwide structures, including collaboration among teachers, counselors, administration, 
and families, provide a foundation for connecting academic achievement, attendance, student 
engagement, and career readiness. 

Challenges 
Review the comments and notable observations listed previously and record 2-5 Challenges which if 
improved would have the most impact in achieving your Mission and Vision. 

The average for students with disabilities for 24-25 SY was 85.2%. The average for the 23-24 SY was 
97% so this is an 11.8% decrease. 
The All student group did not meet the Future Ready PA performance standard for Regular Attendance. 
The statewide average was 79.6% and the average was 78.7%. 
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The Students with Disabilities subgroup did not meet the regular-attendance standard. The average 
was 69.7% in 24-25 SY and 70.6% in 23-24 SY (0.9% decrease). 
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Equity Considerations 

English Learners 
False This student group is not a focus in this plan. 

Data Comments/Notable Observations 
PA Future Ready Index 
(24-25) 

Hispanic subgroup met the ELA growth standard with a 74.0 and improved 
from the previous year of 73.0. 

  
  

Students with Disabilities 
False This student group is not a focus in this plan. 

Data Comments/Notable Observations 
PA Future Ready 
Index (24-25) 

Students with Disabilities increased Mathematics Advanced/Proficient 
performance by 1.7% from 23-24. 

PA Future Ready 
Index (24-25) 

Despite a decrease in the growth score from 23-24 (89.0), Students with 
Disabilities subgroup still met the ELA growth standard with a growth score of 
76.0 

Math PSSA (25-26) 

6th Grade Math/Algebra - The percentage of Students with Disabilities scoring at 
the Proficient level in increased from 7% in 2024-25 to 23% in 2025-26, 
representing a 16-percentage-point gain. Additionally, while no students 
achieved the Advanced level in 2024-25, 12% reached the Advanced level in 
2025-26. 7th Grade Math/Algebra - The percentage of Students with Disabilities 
performing at the Advanced level increased from 9% in 2024-25 to 15% in 2025-
26, representing a 6-percentage-point gain. 8th Grade Math/Algebra - The 
percentage of Students with Disabilities performing at the proficient level 
decreased from 23% in 2024-25 to 12% in 2025-26, representing an 11-
percentage-point loss. 

Math LinkIt! 
Benchmark (25-26) 

6th Grade Math/Algebra - Students with Disabilities demonstrated growth in 
proficiency from the beginning to the end of the assessment cycle. On Form A, 
17% of Students with Disabilities scored at the Proficient level, while on Form C 
administered at the end of the school year, 23% achieved the Proficient level (a 6-
percentage-point increase) 7th Grade Math/Algebra - The percentage of Students 
with Disabilities demonstrating proficiency on Form A was 7%. At the end of the 
school year on Form C, the percentage remained the same - 7% (a 0% gain). 8th 
Grade Math/Algebra - Students with Disabilities demonstrated growth in 
proficiency from the beginning to the end of the assessment cycle. On Form A, 
6% of Students with Disabilities scores at the Proficient level, while on Form C 
administered at the end of the school year, 14% achieved Proficient level (an 8-
percentage-point increase). 

English Language 
Arts PSSA (25-26) 

6th Grade ELA - The percentage of Students with Disabilities scoring at the 
Proficient level increased from 3% in 2024-25 to 19% in 2025-26, representing a 
16-percentage-point gain. Additionally, while no students achieved the Advanced 
level in 2024-25, 4% reached the Advanced level in 2025-26. 7th Grade ELA - The 
percentage of Students with Disabilities scoring at the Proficient level decreased 
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from 20% in 2024-25 to 11% in 2025-26 (a 9-percentage-point loss) 8th Grade 
ELA - The percentage of Students with Disabilities scoring at the Proficient level 
increased from 9% in 2024-25 to 12% in 2025-26, representing a 3-percentage-
point gain. 

English Language 
Arts LinkIt! 
Benchmark (25-26) 

6th Grade ELA - Students with Disabilities demonstrated growth in proficiency 
from the beginning to the end of the assessment cycle. On Form A, 15% of 
Students with Disabilities scored at the Proficient level, while on Form B (Form C 
only tested in Math) administered in the second half of the school year, 18% 
achieved the Proficient level (a 3-percentage-point increase) 7th Grade ELA - 
Students with Disabilities demonstrated growth in proficiency from the beginning 
to the end of the assessment cycle. On Form A, no Students with Disabilities 
scored at the Proficient level, while on Form b administered in the second half of 
the school year, 7% achieved the Proficient level (a 7-percentage-point gain) 8th 
Grade ELA - Students with Disabilities demonstrated growth in proficiency from 
the beginning to the end of the assessment cycle. On Form A, no Students with 
Disabilities scored at the Proficient level, while on Form B administered in the 
second half school year, 5% achieved the Proficient level (a 5-percentage-point 
gain) 

Students Considered Economically Disadvantaged 
False This student group is not a focus in this plan. 

Data Comments/Notable Observations 
PA Future Ready 
Index (24-25) 

Despite a decrease in score from 23-24 (73.0), students in the economically 
disadvantaged subgroup still met the ELA growth standard with a 70.0. 

  
  

Student Groups by Race/Ethnicity 
True This student group is not a focus in this plan. 

Summary 

Strengths 
Review the comments and notable observations listed previously and record the 2-5 strengths which 
have had the most impact in improving your most pressing challenges. 

English Language Arts/Literature - Hispanic subgroup met the ELA growth standard with a 74.0 and 
improved from the previous year of 73.0 
Mathematics/Algebra - Students with Disabilities subgroup increased Mathematics 
Advanced/Proficient performance by 1.7% from 23-24. In 24-25, 8.5% were Adv./Prof. compared to 23-
24 where 6.8% were Adv./Proficient. 
English Language Arts/Literature - Despite a decrease in the growth score from 23-24 (89.0), Students 
with Disabilities subgroup still met the ELA growth standard with a growth score of 76.0 
English Language Arts/Literature - Despite a decrease in the growth score from 23-24 (73.0), students 
in the economically disadvantaged subgroup still met the ELA growth standard with a growth score of 
70.0. 
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Challenges 
Review the comments and notable observations listed previously and record the 2-5 Challenges which if 
improved would have the most impact in achieving your Mission and Vision. 

English Language Arts/Literature - Students with Disabilities experienced a 10.2% decline in 
Advanced/Proficient performance. Although this subgroup met the ELA growth standard of 70%, 
growth decreased from the previous year (89%). 
Economically Disadvantaged students' performance decreased from the previous year but met the 
growth standard of 70%. 
Mathematics/Algebra - Hispanic students' performance decreased from the previous year and did not 
meet the statewide/interim goal - The statewide average was 41.7% and South MS student average was 
13.9%. 
Mathematics/Algebra - Economically Disadvantaged students' performance decreased from the 
previous year and did not meet the Statewide/interim goal - The state average was 41.7% and South MS 
student average was 17.3%. 
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Conditions for Leadership, Teaching, and Learning 

Focus on Continuous improvement of Instruction 
Align curricular materials and lesson plans to the PA Standards Exemplary 
Use systematic, collaborative planning processes to ensure instruction is 
coordinated, aligned, and evidence-based Emerging 

Use a variety of assessments (including diagnostic, formative, and summative) to 
monitor student learning and adjust programs and instructional practices Emerging 

Identify and address individual student learning needs Emerging 
Provide frequent, timely, and systematic feedback and support on instructional 
practices Operational 

Empower Leadership 
Foster a culture of high expectations for success for all students, educators, 
families, and community members Emerging 

Collectively shape the vision for continuous improvement of teaching and 
learning Operational 

Build leadership capacity and empower staff in the development and successful 
implementation of initiatives that better serve students, staff, and the school Operational 

Organize programmatic, human, and fiscal capital resources aligned with the 
school improvement plan and needs of the school community Operational 

Continuously monitor implementation of the school improvement plan and adjust 
as needed Emerging 

Provide Student-Centered Support Systems 
Promote and sustain a positive school environment where all members feel 
welcomed, supported, and safe in school: socially, emotionally, intellectually and 
physically 

Operational 

Implement an evidence-based system of schoolwide positive behavior 
interventions and supports Operational 

Implement a multi-tiered system of supports for academics and behavior Operational 
Implement evidence-based strategies to engage families to support learning Emerging 
Partner with local businesses, community organizations, and other agencies to 
meet the needs of the school Operational 

Foster Quality Professional Learning 
Identify professional learning needs through analysis of a variety of data Operational 
Use multiple professional learning designs to support the learning needs of staff Operational 
Monitor and evaluate the impact of professional learning on staff practices and 
student learning Emerging 

Summary 

Strengths 
Which Essential Practices are currently Operational or Exemplary and could be leveraged in your efforts 
to improve upon your most pressing challenges? 
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> 

Continue to implement an evidence-based system of schoolwide positive behavior interventions and 
supports. 
Continue to align curricular materials, assessments, and lesson plans to the PA Standards 
Promote and sustain a positive school environment where all members feel welcomed, supported, and 
safe in school: socially, emotionally, intellectually and physically 
Provide frequent, timely, and systematic feedback and support on instructional practices. 
Collectively shape the vision for continuous improvement of teaching and learning 

Challenges 
Thinking about all the most pressing challenges identified in the previous sections, which of the Essential 
Practices that are currently Not Yet Evident or Emerging, if improved, would greatly impact your progress 
in achieving your mission, vision and Future Ready PA Index interim targets in State Assessment 
Measures, On-Track Measures, or College and Career Measures? 

> 

Use systematic, collaborative planning processes to ensure instruction is coordinated, aligned, and 
evidence-based 
Use a variety of assessments (including diagnostic, formative, and summative) to monitor student 
learning and adjust programs and instructional practices 
Identify and address individual student learning needs 
Foster a culture of high expectations for success for all students, educators, families, and community 
members 
Monitor and evaluate the impact of professional learning on staff practices and student learning 
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Summary of Strengths and Challenges from the Needs Assessment 

Strengths 
Examine the Summary of Strengths. Identify the strengths that are most positively contributing to 
achievement of your mission and vision. Check the box to the right of these identified strength(s). 

Strength 
Check for 
Consideration in 
Plan 

The White group met the performance standard for attendance and also 
demonstrated an increase from the previous year. True 

The Hispanic group is the only group who not only met the growth standard in ELA 
growth but also demonstrated an increase in growth from the previous year. False 

Students with Disabilities demonstrated an increase in performance by 1.7% from 
the previous year in A/P % in math. True 

In 24-25, none of the groups met the Interim Goal/Improvement Target in math. 
However, in three groups ( All Student, White, and Student with Disabilities) the 
performance increased from the previous year. 

True 

Students with Disabilities group had the greatest amount of growth in math 
compared to the other subgroups. True 

In 24-25, the school (overall) did not meet the improvement target. Plus, every 
subgroup also did not meet the target and all groups showed a decline from the 
previous year. 

True 

In 24-25, the school (overall) did not meet the ELA improvement target. Plus, every 
subgroup also did not meet the target and all groups showed a decline from the 
previous year. However, the All Student Group did outperform the Statewide 
Average by 0.8%. 

True 

Even though the school overall did not meet the standard demonstrating growth in 
ELA, four of the subgroups met the standard and one of them also showed an 
increase in growth from the previous year. 

True 

In 2025–26, 84% of Grade 8 students, 63% of Grade 7 students, and 64% of Grade 
6 students demonstrated growth on the ELA LinkIt Benchmark. Additionally, PSSA 
achievement mobility showed positive movement in Text-Dependent Analysis 
(+15% net mobility), Informational Text (+9%), and Conventions of Standard 
English (+8%). 

True 

Grade 6 ELA PSSA proficiency increased by 4.2 percentage points, with 54% of 
students scoring Advanced or Proficient. Grade 7 proficiency increased by 1.8 
percentage points, with 54.8% scoring Advanced or Proficient. 

True 

In 2025–26, 84% of Grade 8 students, 63% of Grade 7 students, and 64% of Grade 
6 students demonstrated growth on the ELA LinkIt Benchmark. Additionally, PSSA 
achievement mobility showed positive movement in Text-Dependent Analysis 
(+15% net mobility), Informational Text (+9%), and Conventions of Standard 
English (+8%). 

True 

In all grade levels, LinkIt benchmark data, PSSA data, collaborative teacher 
teams, content-area teams, and the MTSS Core Team are utilized to identify True 
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student needs, monitor progress, adjust Tier 1 instruction, and provide targeted 
supports. 
6th grade - 52.7% were Prof/Adv. (14.5% increase from 24-25) True 
7th grade - 57.1% were Prof./Adv. (25.8% increase from 24-25) True 
In 25-26, Mathematics demonstrated positive achievement mobility in multiple 
reporting categories, including Statistics and Probability (+22%), Ratios and 
Proportional Relationships (+18%), Geometry (+12%), and Number System (+9%) 
compared to 24-25. For students with disabilities specifically, there was a 1.7% 
increase in Math Advanced/Proficient performance. 

True 

In all grade levels, LinkIt benchmark data, PSSA data, collaborative teacher 
teams, content-area teams, and the MTSS Core Team are utilized to identify 
student needs, monitor progress, adjust Tier 1 instruction, and provide targeted 
supports. 

True 

6th Grade - In the beginning of the 25-26 school year, 39% of students were 
proficient on the benchmark. At the end of the school year, 69% of students were 
proficient on the benchmark (+30% increase) 7th Grade - In the beginning of the 
25-26 school year, 26% of students were proficient on the benchmark. At the end 
of the year, 68% of students were proficient on the benchmark (+42% increase) 
8th Grade - In the beginning of the 25-26 school year, 46% of students were 
proficient on the benchmark. At the end of the year, 68% of students were 
proficient on the benchmark (+22% increase) 

True 

The statewide average for all students in the 24-25 SY was 91.5% and the South 
Middle School average for all students was 97.1%. False 

Existing schoolwide structures, including collaboration among teachers, 
counselors, administration, and families, provide a foundation for connecting 
academic achievement, attendance, student engagement, and career readiness. 

True 

English Language Arts/Literature - Hispanic subgroup met the ELA growth 
standard with a 74.0 and improved from the previous year of 73.0 True 

Mathematics/Algebra - Students with Disabilities subgroup increased 
Mathematics Advanced/Proficient performance by 1.7% from 23-24. In 24-25, 
8.5% were Adv./Prof. compared to 23-24 where 6.8% were Adv./Proficient. 

True 

English Language Arts/Literature - Despite a decrease in the growth score from 
23-24 (89.0), Students with Disabilities subgroup still met the ELA growth 
standard with a growth score of 76.0 

True 

English Language Arts/Literature - Despite a decrease in the growth score from 
23-24 (73.0), students in the economically disadvantaged subgroup still met the 
ELA growth standard with a growth score of 70.0. 

True 

Continue to implement an evidence-based system of schoolwide positive 
behavior interventions and supports. True 

Continue to align curricular materials, assessments, and lesson plans to the PA 
Standards False 

Promote and sustain a positive school environment where all members feel 
welcomed, supported, and safe in school: socially, emotionally, intellectually and 
physically 

True 

Provide frequent, timely, and systematic feedback and support on instructional 
practices. True 
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Collectively shape the vision for continuous improvement of teaching and 
learning True 

Challenges 
Examine the Summary of Challenges. Identify the challenges which are most pressing at this time for 
your School and if improved would have the most pronounced impact in achieving your mission and 
vision. Check the box to the right of these identified challenge(s). 

Strength 
Check for 
Consideration in 
Plan 

Students with Disabilities did not meet the expected improvement target in A/P 
percentages in math. However, they did better than the All Student Group which 
only increased by 1.4%. 

True 

In 24-25, the school (overall) did not meet the ELA improvement target. Plus, every 
subgroup also did not meet the target and all groups showed a decline from the 
previous year. However, the All Student Group did outperform the Statewide 
Average by 0.8%. 

True 

In 24-25, the school (overall) did not meet the improvement target. Plus, every 
subgroup also did not meet the target and all groups showed a decline from the 
previous year. 

True 

Students with Disabilities group continues to not show the expected amount of 
growth in math. False 

Students with Disabilities dropped by 10.2% in A/P % in ELA. True 
In 24-25, the school did not meet the performance standard demonstrating 
growth in math. All groups showed a decline in performance from the previous 
year. 

False 

In 24-25, overall, the school did not meet the performance standard. The only 
group that showed improvement was the white group. False 

In 24-25, the All Student Group met the performance standard; however, the 
Student with Disabilities group did not meet the standard and showed regression 
from the previous year. 

True 

In 2025-2026, 38.8% of Grade 8 students were proficient or advanced on the ELA 
PSSA. This is a 10.8% decrease from 2024-2025. True 

2025-2026 PSSA achievement mobility data identified Vocabulary Acquisition and 
Use as the most significant ELA area of concern. Of the students represented in 
the mobility analysis, 42% moved down, 46% remained at the same level, and 
only 12% moved up, resulting in net achievement mobility of -30% from 2024-
2025. 

True 

In 25-26, additional ELA areas demonstrated negative achievement mobility, 
including Key Ideas and Details (-7%) and Literature Text (-4%), while Craft and 
Structure/Integration of Knowledge and Ideas was essentially unchanged (-1%) 
compared to 24-25. 

False 

In 2025–26, Expressions and Equations demonstrated 0% net achievement 
mobility, with 16% moving up and 16% moving down. Grade 8 proficiency was 
approximately 26%. 

True 
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Grade 6 - Statistics and Probability is approximately 50% proficiency Grade 7 - 
Expressions and Equations is approximately 46% proficiency; Number System 
performance is approximately 48% proficiency Grade 8 - Expressions and 
Equations is approximately 26% proficiency 

True 

For Students with Disabilities specifically, although this subgroup met the PVAAS 
ELA growth standard, there was a 10.2% decrease in Advanced/Proficient 
performance from 24-25. 

True 

Economically Disadvantaged students' performance decreased from the previous 
year but met the growth standard of 70%. False 

The All Student Group needs to increase on the Science PSSA by 13.4% to meet 
the Statewide 2033 goal of 83%. False 

The average for students with disabilities for 24-25 SY was 85.2%. The average for 
the 23-24 SY was 97% so this is an 11.8% decrease. False 

Students with Disabilities increased Mathematics Advanced/Proficient 
performance by 1.7%, but still did not meet the expected improvement/growth 
target. 

True 

The All student group did not meet the Future Ready PA performance standard for 
Regular Attendance. The statewide average was 79.6% and the average was 
78.7%. 

False 

The Students with Disabilities subgroup did not meet the regular-attendance 
standard. The average was 69.7% in 24-25 SY and 70.6% in 23-24 SY (0.9% 
decrease). 

False 

English Language Arts/Literature - Students with Disabilities experienced a 10.2% 
decline in Advanced/Proficient performance. Although this subgroup met the ELA 
growth standard of 70%, growth decreased from the previous year (89%). 

True 

Mathematics/Algebra - Hispanic students' performance decreased from the 
previous year and did not meet the statewide/interim goal - The statewide average 
was 41.7% and South MS student average was 13.9%. 

True 

Mathematics/Algebra - Economically Disadvantaged students' performance 
decreased from the previous year and did not meet the Statewide/interim goal - 
The state average was 41.7% and South MS student average was 17.3%. 

True 

Use systematic, collaborative planning processes to ensure instruction is 
coordinated, aligned, and evidence-based True 

Use a variety of assessments (including diagnostic, formative, and summative) to 
monitor student learning and adjust programs and instructional practices True 

Identify and address individual student learning needs False 
Foster a culture of high expectations for success for all students, educators, 
families, and community members True 

Monitor and evaluate the impact of professional learning on staff practices and 
student learning False 

Most Notable Observations/Patterns 
In the space provided, record any of the comments and notable observations made as your team worked 
through the needs assessment that stand out as important to the challenge(s) you checked for 
consideration in your comprehensive plan. 
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The data shows that math remains an area for growth, with several math standards across Grades 6-8 
performing below desired levels. Students with Disabilities, Economically Disadvantaged students, and 
Hispanic students continue to face the greatest achievement challenges, particularly in math. While 
some of these groups met growth expectations, proficiency levels either declined or remained below 
state targets, which indicates the need for a more rapid improvement academically. Attendance is also 
an area of concern, especially for Students with Disabilities, whose attendance rates decreased from the 
previous year. Overall, the data highlights the need for targeted support in math, attendance, and 
continued efforts to improve outcomes for key student groups. Note: Science was assessed however was 
a field test. 

  



23 

Analyzing (Strengths and Challenges) 

Analyzing Challenges 

Analyzing Challenges Discussion Points 
Check 
for 
Priority 

Students with Disabilities did not meet the 
expected improvement target in A/P 
percentages in math. However, they did better 
than the All Student Group which only 
increased by 1.4%. 

 False 

In 24-25, the school (overall) did not meet the 
ELA improvement target. Plus, every subgroup 
also did not meet the target and all groups 
showed a decline from the previous year. 
However, the All Student Group did 
outperform the Statewide Average by 0.8%. 

 False 

In 24-25, the school (overall) did not meet the 
improvement target. Plus, every subgroup also 
did not meet the target and all groups showed 
a decline from the previous year. 

 False 

Students with Disabilities dropped by 10.2% in 
A/P % in ELA.  False 

In 24-25, the All Student Group met the 
performance standard; however, the Student 
with Disabilities group did not meet the 
standard and showed regression from the 
previous year. 

 False 

In 2025-2026, 38.8% of Grade 8 students were 
proficient or advanced on the ELA PSSA. This 
is a 10.8% decrease from 2024-2025. 

 False 

2025-2026 PSSA achievement mobility data 
identified Vocabulary Acquisition and Use as 
the most significant ELA area of concern. Of 
the students represented in the mobility 
analysis, 42% moved down, 46% remained at 
the same level, and only 12% moved up, 
resulting in net achievement mobility of -30% 
from 2024-2025. 

Students need more consistent exposure 
to explicit, systematic instruction in 
academic and content-specific vocabulary 
across grade levels and content areas. In 
addition, instructional tasks and 
assessments have not consistently 
provided students with opportunities to 
apply vocabulary knowledge in formats 
and contexts comparable to those 
encountered on standards-aligned 
assessments. 

True 

In 2025–26, Expressions and Equations 
demonstrated 0% net achievement mobility, 
with 16% moving up and 16% moving down. 
Grade 8 proficiency was approximately 26%. 

Students demonstrate unfinished learning 
and skill gaps within identified 
mathematical concepts and standards. We 
need to continue to provide opportunities 

True 
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for systematic spiral review, common 
formative assessment, and targeted 
reteaching consistently across grade 
levels. More frequent collaborative 
analysis of student performance is needed 
to identify misconceptions earlier and 
adjust Tier 1 instruction and intervention 
within MTSS. 

Grade 6 - Statistics and Probability is 
approximately 50% proficiency Grade 7 - 
Expressions and Equations is approximately 
46% proficiency; Number System 
performance is approximately 48% proficiency 
Grade 8 - Expressions and Equations is 
approximately 26% proficiency 

 False 

For Students with Disabilities specifically, 
although this subgroup met the PVAAS ELA 
growth standard, there was a 10.2% decrease 
in Advanced/Proficient performance from 24-
25. 

 False 

Students with Disabilities increased 
Mathematics Advanced/Proficient 
performance by 1.7%, but still did not meet 
the expected improvement/growth target. 

We need to continue to conduct a 
collaborative analysis of subgroup and 
individual student data, implementation of 
accommodations and targeted 
instructional supports, and progress 
monitoring through the MTSS process need 
greater consistency to identify learning 
gaps earlier and respond with timely 
intervention. 

True 

English Language Arts/Literature - Students 
with Disabilities experienced a 10.2% decline 
in Advanced/Proficient performance. Although 
this subgroup met the ELA growth standard of 
70%, growth decreased from the previous year 
(89%). 

Students with Disabilities and 
Economically Disadvantaged students 
have not consistently demonstrated 
sufficient growth and mastery of grade-
level standards within Tier 1 instruction. 
Collaborative analysis of subgroup and 
individual student data, implementation of 
accommodations and targeted 
instructional supports, and progress 
monitoring through the MTSS process need 
greater consistency to identify learning 
gaps earlier and respond with timely 
intervention. 

True 

Mathematics/Algebra - Hispanic students' 
performance decreased from the previous 
year and did not meet the statewide/interim 
goal - The statewide average was 41.7% and 
South MS student average was 13.9%. 

 False 
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Mathematics/Algebra - Economically 
Disadvantaged students' performance 
decreased from the previous year and did not 
meet the Statewide/interim goal - The state 
average was 41.7% and South MS student 
average was 17.3%. 

Students demonstrate unfinished learning 
and skill gaps within identified 
mathematical concepts and standards. We 
need to continue to provide opportunities 
for systematic spiral review, common 
formative assessment, and targeted 
reteaching consistently across grade 
levels. More frequent collaborative 
analysis of student performance is needed 
to identify misconceptions earlier and 
adjust Tier 1 instruction and intervention 
within MTSS. 

False 

Use systematic, collaborative planning 
processes to ensure instruction is 
coordinated, aligned, and evidence-based 

 False 

Use a variety of assessments (including 
diagnostic, formative, and summative) to 
monitor student learning and adjust programs 
and instructional practices 

 False 

Foster a culture of high expectations for 
success for all students, educators, families, 
and community members 

 False 

Analyzing Strengths 
Analyzing Strengths Discussion Points 
The White group met the performance standard for 
attendance and also demonstrated an increase 
from the previous year. 

 

Students with Disabilities demonstrated an 
increase in performance by 1.7% from the previous 
year in A/P % in math. 

Teachers will continue identifying and expanding 
on the instructional practices, accommodations, 
interventions, and supports associated with this 
growth and they will be used to improve 
outcomes for Students with Disabilities across 
both ELA and Mathematics. 

In 24-25, none of the groups met the Interim 
Goal/Improvement Target in math. However, in 
three groups ( All Student, White, and Student with 
Disabilities) the performance increased from the 
previous year. 

 

Students with Disabilities group had the greatest 
amount of growth in math compared to the other 
subgroups. 

Teachers will continue identifying and expanding 
on the instructional practices, accommodations, 
interventions, and supports associated with this 
growth and they will be used to improve 
outcomes for Students with Disabilities across 
both ELA and Mathematics. 

In 24-25, the school (overall) did not meet the 
improvement target. Plus, every subgroup also did  
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not meet the target and all groups showed a decline 
from the previous year. 
In 24-25, the school (overall) did not meet the ELA 
improvement target. Plus, every subgroup also did 
not meet the target and all groups showed a decline 
from the previous year. However, the All Student 
Group did outperform the Statewide Average by 
0.8%. 

 

Even though the school overall did not meet the 
standard demonstrating growth in ELA, four of the 
subgroups met the standard and one of them also 
showed an increase in growth from the previous 
year. 

 

In 2025–26, 84% of Grade 8 students, 63% of Grade 
7 students, and 64% of Grade 6 students 
demonstrated growth on the ELA LinkIt Benchmark. 
Additionally, PSSA achievement mobility showed 
positive movement in Text-Dependent Analysis 
(+15% net mobility), Informational Text (+9%), and 
Conventions of Standard English (+8%). 

Teachers will continue to use collaborative 
teams to identify instructional practices 
contributing to student success and 
intentionally apply those practices to identified 
areas of need, including Vocabulary Acquisition 
in ELA. We will utilize PSSA, LinkIt, PVAAS, 
common formative assessment, and classroom 
data through grade-level/content collaboration 
and the MTSS process to identify skill gaps, 
adjust Tier 1 instruction, provide targeted 
interventions, and monitor student progress. 

Grade 6 ELA PSSA proficiency increased by 4.2 
percentage points, with 54% of students scoring 
Advanced or Proficient. Grade 7 proficiency 
increased by 1.8 percentage points, with 54.8% 
scoring Advanced or Proficient. 

Teachers will continue to use collaborative 
teams to identify instructional practices 
contributing to student success and 
intentionally apply those practices to identified 
areas of need, including Vocabulary Acquisition 
in ELA. We will utilize PSSA, LinkIt, PVAAS, 
common formative assessment, and classroom 
data through grade-level/content collaboration 
and the MTSS process to identify skill gaps, 
adjust Tier 1 instruction, provide targeted 
interventions, and monitor student progress. 

In 2025–26, 84% of Grade 8 students, 63% of Grade 
7 students, and 64% of Grade 6 students 
demonstrated growth on the ELA LinkIt Benchmark. 
Additionally, PSSA achievement mobility showed 
positive movement in Text-Dependent Analysis 
(+15% net mobility), Informational Text (+9%), and 
Conventions of Standard English (+8%). 

Teachers will continue to use collaborative 
teams to identify instructional practices 
contributing to student success and 
intentionally apply those practices to identified 
areas of need, including Vocabulary Acquisition 
in ELA. We will utilize PSSA, LinkIt, PVAAS, 
common formative assessment, and classroom 
data through grade-level/content collaboration 
and the MTSS process to identify skill gaps, 
adjust Tier 1 instruction, provide targeted 
interventions, and monitor student progress. 
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In all grade levels, LinkIt benchmark data, PSSA 
data, collaborative teacher teams, content-area 
teams, and the MTSS Core Team are utilized to 
identify student needs, monitor progress, adjust 
Tier 1 instruction, and provide targeted supports. 

 

6th grade - 52.7% were Prof/Adv. (14.5% increase 
from 24-25) 

Teachers need to continue analyzing their 
student data and the effective teaching 
techniques utilized in the classroom. 

7th grade - 57.1% were Prof./Adv. (25.8% increase 
from 24-25) 

Teachers need to continue analyzing their 
student data and the effective teaching 
techniques utilized in the classroom. 

In 25-26, Mathematics demonstrated positive 
achievement mobility in multiple reporting 
categories, including Statistics and Probability 
(+22%), Ratios and Proportional Relationships 
(+18%), Geometry (+12%), and Number System 
(+9%) compared to 24-25. For students with 
disabilities specifically, there was a 1.7% increase 
in Math Advanced/Proficient performance. 

Teachers will continue identifying and expanding 
on the instructional practices, accommodations, 
interventions, and supports associated with this 
growth and they will be used to improve 
outcomes for Students with Disabilities across 
both ELA and Mathematics. 

In all grade levels, LinkIt benchmark data, PSSA 
data, collaborative teacher teams, content-area 
teams, and the MTSS Core Team are utilized to 
identify student needs, monitor progress, adjust 
Tier 1 instruction, and provide targeted supports. 

 

6th Grade - In the beginning of the 25-26 school 
year, 39% of students were proficient on the 
benchmark. At the end of the school year, 69% of 
students were proficient on the benchmark (+30% 
increase) 7th Grade - In the beginning of the 25-26 
school year, 26% of students were proficient on the 
benchmark. At the end of the year, 68% of students 
were proficient on the benchmark (+42% increase) 
8th Grade - In the beginning of the 25-26 school 
year, 46% of students were proficient on the 
benchmark. At the end of the year, 68% of students 
were proficient on the benchmark (+22% increase) 

 

Existing schoolwide structures, including 
collaboration among teachers, counselors, 
administration, and families, provide a foundation 
for connecting academic achievement, 
attendance, student engagement, and career 
readiness. 

 

English Language Arts/Literature - Hispanic 
subgroup met the ELA growth standard with a 74.0 
and improved from the previous year of 73.0 

All ELA teachers collaborate and include the ELD 
teacher regarding instructional strategies. 

Mathematics/Algebra - Students with Disabilities 
subgroup increased Mathematics 

Teachers will continue identifying and expanding 
on the instructional practices, accommodations, 
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Advanced/Proficient performance by 1.7% from 23-
24. In 24-25, 8.5% were Adv./Prof. compared to 23-
24 where 6.8% were Adv./Proficient. 

interventions, and supports associated with this 
growth and they will be used to improve 
outcomes for Students with Disabilities across 
both ELA and Mathematics. 

English Language Arts/Literature - Despite a 
decrease in the growth score from 23-24 (89.0), 
Students with Disabilities subgroup still met the 
ELA growth standard with a growth score of 76.0 

Teachers will continue identifying and expanding 
on the instructional practices, accommodations, 
interventions, and supports associated with this 
growth and they will be used to improve 
outcomes for Students with Disabilities across 
both ELA and Mathematics. 

English Language Arts/Literature - Despite a 
decrease in the growth score from 23-24 (73.0), 
students in the economically disadvantaged 
subgroup still met the ELA growth standard with a 
growth score of 70.0. 

Teachers will continue to use collaborative 
teams to identify instructional practices 
contributing to student success and 
intentionally apply those practices to identified 
areas of need, including Vocabulary Acquisition 
in ELA. We will utilize PSSA, LinkIt, PVAAS, 
common formative assessment, and classroom 
data through grade-level/content collaboration 
and the MTSS process to identify skill gaps, 
adjust Tier 1 instruction, provide targeted 
interventions, and monitor student progress. 

Continue to implement an evidence-based system 
of schoolwide positive behavior interventions and 
supports. 

Using the PBIS Rewards program, we need to 
continue to integrate positive student academic 
growth as an expected behavior. 

Promote and sustain a positive school environment 
where all members feel welcomed, supported, and 
safe in school: socially, emotionally, intellectually 
and physically 

Continue to fully implement the PBIS program, 
both within and outside of South MS. 

Provide frequent, timely, and systematic feedback 
and support on instructional practices. 

We need to continue to utilize our district 
instructional coaches more often in our 
classrooms to provide ongoing feedback for our 
teachers. 

Collectively shape the vision for continuous 
improvement of teaching and learning 

This needs to be a constant and continuous staff 
discussion throughout the school year. 

Priority Challenges 
Analyzing 
Priority 
Challenges 

Priority Statements 

 

Vocabulary instruction has not been sufficiently systematic or consistent across 
grade levels and content areas. Students need more explicit instruction in academic 
and discipline-specific vocabulary, repeated opportunities to apply vocabulary in 
context, and greater exposure to PSSA-aligned vocabulary tasks. Building-wide 
common practices and regular analysis of formative and benchmark data are needed 
to monitor student response and adjust instruction. 

 Students demonstrate unfinished learning within foundational concepts and skills 
connected to Expressions and Equations. Instruction would benefit from greater 
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coordination of priority skills, intentional spiral review, common formative 
assessment, and collaborative analysis of student work and LinkIt data so that 
misconceptions can be identified and addressed before they become persistent 
gaps. 

 

Although Mathematics performance improved for Students with Disabilities, 
achievement remains below expectations. Students need more consistent targeted 
practice, small-group intervention, accommodation support, and progress 
monitoring tied to identified standards. Strengthening the connection between core 
Mathematics instruction, formative assessment, and MTSS intervention will allow 
staff to respond more quickly when students are not progressing. 

 

Students with Disabilities require more consistent access to targeted Tier 1 supports 
and timely intervention based on individual student data. A more systematic MTSS 
process is needed to identify skill gaps, coordinate supports and accommodations, 
monitor progress, and adjust interventions when students are not demonstrating 
sufficient achievement. 
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Goal Setting 

Priority: Students with Disabilities require more consistent access to targeted Tier 1 supports and 
timely intervention based on individual student data. A more systematic MTSS process is needed 
to identify skill gaps, coordinate supports and accommodations, monitor progress, and adjust 
interventions when students are not demonstrating sufficient achievement. 

Outcome Category 
English Language Arts 
Measurable Goal Statement (Smart Goal) 
By May 2027, the percentage of Students with Disabilities demonstrating Advanced/Proficient 
performance in ELA will increase by 6 percentage points from the established 2025–2026 baseline, as 
measured by PSSA-aligned assessment data and supported by LinkIt benchmark data. 
Measurable Goal Nickname (35 Character Max) 
SWD ELA Achievement 

Target 1st Quarter Target 2nd 
Quarter Target 3rd Quarter Target 4th Quarter 

Establish baseline ELA 
performance for 
Students with 
Disabilities using PSSA 
and LinkIt Benchmark A 
data, identify priority 
skill gaps, and review 
the implementation of 
Tier 1 supports, 
accommodations, and 
targeted interventions. 

Increase ELA 
proficiency for 
Students with 
Disabilities by 2 
percentage 
points from the 
established 
baseline, as 
measured by 
available LinkIt 
and common 
formative 
assessment 
data. 

Increase ELA proficiency 
for Students with 
Disabilities by 4 
percentage points from 
the established baseline, 
as measured by LinkIt 
Benchmark B and 
common formative 
assessment data, and 
adjust Tier 1 instruction, 
accommodations, and 
MTSS interventions based 
on individual student 
response. 

Increase the percentage of 
Students with Disabilities 
demonstrating 
Advanced/Proficient 
performance in ELA by 6 
percentage points from the 
established 2025–2026 
baseline, as measured by 
PSSA-aligned assessment 
data and supported by 
LinkIt Benchmark C data. 

Priority: Vocabulary instruction has not been sufficiently systematic or consistent across grade 
levels and content areas. Students need more explicit instruction in academic and discipline-
specific vocabulary, repeated opportunities to apply vocabulary in context, and greater exposure 
to PSSA-aligned vocabulary tasks. Building-wide common practices and regular analysis of 
formative and benchmark data are needed to monitor student response and adjust instruction. 

Outcome Category 
English Language Arts 
Measurable Goal Statement (Smart Goal) 
By May 2027, the percentage of students in Grades 6–8 demonstrating proficiency in Vocabulary 
Acquisition and Use will increase by 10 percentage points from the established baseline, as measured 
by PSSA-aligned assessment data and supported by LinkIt benchmark data. 
Measurable Goal Nickname (35 Character Max) 
Vocabulary Acquisition & Use 
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Target 1st Quarter Target 2nd Quarter Target 3rd Quarter Target 4th Quarter 
Establish baseline 
proficiency in 
Vocabulary Acquisition 
and Use by grade level 
and subgroup using 
PSSA and LinkIt 
Benchmark A data, and 
implement common 
building-wide 
vocabulary instructional 
strategies across 
content areas. 

Increase student 
proficiency in 
Vocabulary 
Acquisition and Use 
by 3 percentage 
points from the 
established baseline, 
as measured by 
available LinkIt and 
common formative 
assessment data. 

Increase student 
proficiency in Vocabulary 
Acquisition and Use by 6 
percentage points from the 
established baseline, as 
measured by LinkIt 
Benchmark B and common 
formative assessment 
data, and adjust Tier 1 
instruction and MTSS 
supports based on student 
performance. 

Increase student 
proficiency in 
Vocabulary 
Acquisition and Use 
by 10 percentage 
points from the 
established baseline, 
as measured by PSSA-
aligned assessment 
data and supported by 
LinkIt Benchmark C 
data. 

Priority: Although Mathematics performance improved for Students with Disabilities, achievement 
remains below expectations. Students need more consistent targeted practice, small-group 
intervention, accommodation support, and progress monitoring tied to identified standards. 
Strengthening the connection between core Mathematics instruction, formative assessment, and 
MTSS intervention will allow staff to respond more quickly when students are not progressing. 

Outcome Category 
Mathematics 
Measurable Goal Statement (Smart Goal) 
By May 2027, the percentage of students demonstrating proficiency in identified Mathematics areas of 
need will increase by 10 percentage points from the established 2025–2026 baseline: Grade 6 
Statistics and Probability from approximately 50% to 60%, Grade 7 Expressions and Equations from 
approximately 46% to 56%, and Grade 8 Expressions and Equations from approximately 26% to 36%, 
as measured by PSSA-aligned assessment data and supported by LinkIt benchmark data. 
Measurable Goal Nickname (35 Character Max) 
Targeted Math Standards 
Target 1st Quarter Target 2nd Quarter Target 3rd Quarter Target 4th Quarter 

Establish baseline 
performance using PSSA 
and LinkIt Benchmark A 
data, identify specific 
prerequisite skills and 
misconceptions within 
the targeted 
Mathematics standards, 
and implement common 
instructional priorities 
and spiral-review 
strategies. 

Increase student 
proficiency in the 
identified 
Mathematics 
standards by 3 
percentage points 
from the 
established 
baseline, as 
measured by 
available LinkIt and 
common formative 
assessment data. 

Increase student 
proficiency in the 
identified Mathematics 
standards by 6 
percentage points from 
the established 
baseline, as measured 
by LinkIt Benchmark B 
and common formative 
assessment data, and 
adjust Tier 1 instruction 
and MTSS supports 
based on student 
performance. 

Increase student 
proficiency in the 
identified Mathematics 
standards by 10 
percentage points from 
the established baseline: 
Grade 6 Statistics and 
Probability to 
approximately 60%, 
Grade 7 Expressions and 
Equations to 
approximately 56%, and 
Grade 8 Expressions and 
Equations to 
approximately 36%, as 
measured by PSSA-
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aligned assessment data 
and supported by LinkIt 
Benchmark C data. 

Priority: Students demonstrate unfinished learning within foundational concepts and skills 
connected to Expressions and Equations. Instruction would benefit from greater coordination of 
priority skills, intentional spiral review, common formative assessment, and collaborative analysis 
of student work and LinkIt data so that misconceptions can be identified and addressed before 
they become persistent gaps. 

Outcome Category 
Mathematics 
Measurable Goal Statement (Smart Goal) 
By May 2027, the percentage of Economically Disadvantaged students demonstrating 
Advanced/Proficient performance in Mathematics will increase by 6 percentage points from the 
established 2025–2026 baseline, as measured by PSSA-aligned assessment data and supported by 
LinkIt benchmark data. 
Measurable Goal Nickname (35 Character Max) 
ED Math Achievement 
Target 1st Quarter Target 2nd Quarter Target 3rd Quarter Target 4th Quarter 

Establish baseline 
Mathematics 
performance for 
Economically 
Disadvantaged 
students using PSSA 
and LinkIt Benchmark 
A data, identify priority 
skill gaps by grade 
level and standard, 
and identify students 
requiring additional 
Tier 1 and MTSS 
supports. 

Increase 
Mathematics 
proficiency for 
Economically 
Disadvantaged 
students by 2 
percentage points 
from the established 
baseline, as 
measured by 
available LinkIt and 
common formative 
assessment data. 

Increase Mathematics 
proficiency for 
Economically 
Disadvantaged 
students by 4 
percentage points from 
the established 
baseline, as measured 
by LinkIt Benchmark B 
and common formative 
assessment data, and 
adjust Tier 1 instruction 
and MTSS interventions 
based on student 
response. 

Increase the percentage of 
Economically 
Disadvantaged students 
demonstrating 
Advanced/Proficient 
performance in Mathematics 
by 6 percentage points from 
the established 2025–2026 
baseline, as measured by 
PSSA-aligned assessment 
data and supported by LinkIt 
Benchmark C data. 
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Action Plan 

Measurable Goals 
Vocabulary Acquisition & Use Targeted Math Standards 
SWD ELA Achievement ED Math Achievement 

Action Plan For: Explicit Vocabulary Instruction Across Content Areas 
Measurable Goals: 

• By May 2027, the percentage of Students with Disabilities demonstrating Advanced/Proficient 
performance in ELA will increase by 6 percentage points from the established 2025–2026 
baseline, as measured by PSSA-aligned assessment data and supported by LinkIt benchmark 
data. 

• By May 2027, the percentage of students in Grades 6–8 demonstrating proficiency in Vocabulary 
Acquisition and Use will increase by 10 percentage points from the established baseline, as 
measured by PSSA-aligned assessment data and supported by LinkIt benchmark data. 

 

Action Step Anticipated 
Start Date 

Anticipated 
Completion 
Date 

Establish baseline performance in Vocabulary Acquisition and Use by 
grade level and subgroup using PSSA and LinkIt Benchmark A data. 2026-08-31 2026-10-31 

Lead 
Person/Position Material/Resources/Supports Needed PD Step?  

Building 
Administration, 
Grade-Level Teams, 
and MTSS Core 
Team 

PSSA data, LinkIt Benchmark A data, 
collaborative data-analysis time, and grade-
level/subgroup reports. Staff; funds will be spent 
on specialists who will participate in MTSS, PLC, 
and data team meetings to identify student 
needs, analyze data, and develop action plans 
that support academic growth. Collaborate with 
administrators and teachers to implement 
evidence-based instructional practices aligned 
with school improvement goals. Specialists 
provide targeted interventions within Tier 2 and 
Tier 3 of the MTSS framework while also 
supporting high-quality Tier 1 instruction through 
coaching, modeling effective instructional 
strategies, data analysis, and ongoing 
collaboration with classroom teachers to 
improve student outcomes. 

No  

 

Action Step Anticipated 
Start Date 

Anticipated 
Completion 
Date 
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Identify and implement common building-wide strategies for explicit 
instruction of academic and discipline-specific vocabulary across 
content areas, including opportunities for students to apply vocabulary 
in context and respond to PSSA-aligned tasks. 

2026-08-31 2027-06-10 

Lead Person/Position Material/Resources/Supports Needed PD Step?  

Building Administration, 
Department/Content 
Teams, and Classroom 
Teachers 

Collaborative planning time, curriculum 
resources, academic and content-specific 
vocabulary resources, and PSSA-aligned 
sample questions/tasks. Instructional 
coaches and staff; funds will be spent on 
salaries and benefits for one reading 
specialist and one math specialist to support 
RELA and Math instructional goals. 
Specialists will provide direct supplemental 
instructional support to students 
demonstrating academic need in 
mathematics and reading. and deliver 
targeted interventions within Tier 2 and Tier 3 
of the MTSS framework. 

Yes  

 

Action Step Anticipated 
Start Date 

Anticipated 
Completion 
Date 

Use common formative assessments, classroom evidence, and LinkIt 
benchmark data to monitor student performance in Vocabulary 
Acquisition and Use and identify students requiring additional 
instructional support. 

2026-11-02 2027-06-10 

Lead 
Person/Position Material/Resources/Supports Needed PD Step?  

Classroom Teachers, 
Grade-Level Teams, 
Building 
Administration, and 
MTSS Core Team 

LinkIt, common formative assessments, student 
work samples, collaborative data-analysis time, 
and MTSS progress-monitoring tools. 
Instructional coaches and staff; funds will be 
spent on salaries and benefits for one reading 
specialist and one math specialist to support 
RELA and Math instructional goals. Specialists 
will provide direct supplemental instructional 
support to students demonstrating academic 
need in mathematics and reading. and deliver 
targeted interventions within Tier 2 and Tier 3 of 
the MTSS framework. Benchmarks will be 
administered twice during the school year 
through an on-line program, each time followed 
by student conferences administered by 
teachers, administrators, and instructional 
coaches. 

No  
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Action Step Anticipated 
Start Date 

Anticipated 
Completion 
Date 

Provide targeted reteaching and MTSS supports for students who are 
not demonstrating sufficient progress, with particular attention to 
Students with Disabilities, and adjust instruction based on student 
response. Provide family engagement events, academic resources, and 
communication regarding student progress. 

2026-11-02 2027-06-10 

Lead Person/Position Material/Resources/Supports Needed PD Step?  

Classroom Teachers, 
Special Education 
Teachers, Grade-Level 
Teams, Building 
Administration, and 
MTSS Core Team 

LinkIt and formative assessment data, 
intervention resources, accommodations, 
collaborative planning time, and MTSS 
progress-monitoring tools. Instructional 
coaches and staff; funds will be spent on 
salaries and benefits for one reading specialist 
and one math specialist to support RELA and 
Math instructional goals. Specialists will 
provide direct supplemental instructional 
support to students demonstrating academic 
need in mathematics and reading. and deliver 
targeted interventions within Tier 2 and Tier 3 of 
the MTSS framework. Additionally, 
approximately $1600 will be used to 
supplement instruction and family 
engagement initiatives (see expenditure table 
for specific details). 

No  

 

Anticipated Output Monitoring/Evaluation (People, Frequency, and 
Method) 

1. Common vocabulary instructional 
strategies are consistently incorporated 
across grade levels and content areas. 2. 
Student performance in Vocabulary 
Acquisition and Use is reviewed at established 
benchmark intervals by grade level and 
subgroup, including Students with 
Disabilities. 3. Instructional adjustments, 
targeted reteaching, and MTSS interventions 
are documented and implemented for 
students not demonstrating sufficient 
progress. 

Building administration, grade-level/content teams, 
and the MTSS Core Team will monitor implementation 
throughout the 2026–2027 school year. Instructional 
coaches and staff; funds will be spent on salaries and 
benefits for one reading specialist and one math 
specialist to support RELA and Math instructional 
goals. Specialists will provide direct supplemental 
instructional support to students demonstrating 
academic need in mathematics and reading. and 
deliver targeted interventions within Tier 2 and Tier 3 
of the MTSS framework. Classroom implementation of 
common vocabulary strategies will be reviewed 
through collaborative team discussions, instructional 
walkthroughs, lesson materials, student work, and 
formative assessment evidence. Student outcomes 
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will be formally reviewed following each LinkIt 
benchmark administration and analyzed by grade 
level and subgroup, including Students with 
Disabilities. The teams will use these data to 
determine progress toward quarterly and annual 
measurable goals, identify students requiring 
additional support, and make adjustments to Tier 1 
instruction, targeted reteaching, and MTSS 
interventions. 

Action Plan For: Targeted Mathematics Instruction and Progress Monitoring 
Measurable Goals: 

• By May 2027, the percentage of students demonstrating proficiency in identified Mathematics 
areas of need will increase by 10 percentage points from the established 2025–2026 baseline: 
Grade 6 Statistics and Probability from approximately 50% to 60%, Grade 7 Expressions and 
Equations from approximately 46% to 56%, and Grade 8 Expressions and Equations from 
approximately 26% to 36%, as measured by PSSA-aligned assessment data and supported by 
LinkIt benchmark data. 

• By May 2027, the percentage of Economically Disadvantaged students demonstrating 
Advanced/Proficient performance in Mathematics will increase by 6 percentage points from the 
established 2025–2026 baseline, as measured by PSSA-aligned assessment data and 
supported by LinkIt benchmark data. 

 

Action Step Anticipated 
Start Date 

Anticipated 
Completion 
Date 

Analyze PSSA and LinkIt Benchmark A data by grade level, reporting 
category, standard, and subgroup to identify prerequisite skill gaps and 
specific areas of unfinished learning, with particular attention to 
Economically Disadvantaged students. Teachers will meet weekly in 
grade-level teams and department teams to discuss individual student 
performance throughout the school year to identify individual students 
who need additional supports through Title 1 ELA and math specialists 
or MTSS. 

2026-08-31 2026-10-30 

Lead 
Person/Position Material/Resources/Supports Needed PD Step?  

Building 
Administration, 
Mathematics 
Teachers, Grade-
Level Teams, and 
MTSS Core Team 

PSSA data, LinkIt Benchmark A data, LinkIt 
reporting tools, collaborative data-analysis time, 
and student performance reports. Staff; student 
conferencing materials; dedicated time for 
teachers to meet and analyze student 
performance; funds will be spent on salaries 
and benefits for one reading specialist, one 
math specialist, and two teaching assistants to 
support ELA and Math instructional goals. 
Specialists will provide direct supplemental 

No  
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instructional support to students demonstrating 
academic need in mathematics and reading. 
and deliver targeted interventions within Tier 2 
and Tier 3 of the MTSS framework. 

 

Action Step Anticipated 
Start Date 

Anticipated 
Completion 
Date 

Implement targeted Mathematics instruction incorporating intentional 
spiral review, explicit instruction, modeling, guided practice, and 
frequent formative assessment of identified priority standards and 
prerequisite skills. 

2026-11-02 2027-06-10 

Lead 
Person/Position Material/Resources/Supports Needed PD Step?  

Mathematics 
Teachers, Building 
Administration, and 
Mathematics 
Content Team 

Core Mathematics curriculum resources, IXL, 
LinkIt, common formative assessments, PSSA-
aligned tasks, and collaborative planning time. 
Funds will be spent on salaries and benefits for 
one reading specialist, one math specialist, and 
two teaching assistants to support ELA and Math 
instructional goals. Specialists will provide 
direct supplemental instructional support to 
students demonstrating academic need in 
mathematics and reading. and deliver targeted 
interventions within Tier 2 and Tier 3 of the MTSS 
framework. 

Yes  

 

Action Step Anticipated 
Start Date 

Anticipated 
Completion 
Date 

Use common formative assessments, student work, and LinkIt 
benchmark data to monitor mastery of targeted Mathematics standards 
and identify students requiring reteaching or additional intervention, 
including Economically Disadvantaged students. 

2026-10-01 2027-06-10 

Lead 
Person/Position Material/Resources/Supports Needed PD Step?  

Mathematics 
Teachers, Grade-
Level Teams, 
Building 
Administration, and 
MTSS Core Team 

LinkIt, common formative assessments, IXL 
performance data, student work samples, 
collaborative data-analysis time, and MTSS 
progress-monitoring tools. Funds will be spent 
on salaries and benefits for one reading 
specialist and one math specialist to support 
RELA and Math instructional goals. Specialists 
will provide direct supplemental instructional 
support to students demonstrating academic 

No  
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need in mathematics and reading. and deliver 
targeted interventions within Tier 2 and Tier 3 of 
the MTSS framework. 

 

Action Step Anticipated 
Start Date 

Anticipated 
Completion 
Date 

Provide targeted reteaching, small-group instruction, and MTSS 
intervention based on identified skill gaps and student response, and 
adjust instructional supports when students are not demonstrating 
sufficient progress. Provide family engagement events, academic 
resources, and communication regarding student progress. 

2026-10-01 2027-06-10 

Lead Person/Position Material/Resources/Supports Needed PD Step?  

Mathematics 
Teachers, Special 
Education Teachers, 
Grade-Level Teams, 
Building 
Administration, and 
MTSS Core Team 

Assessment and progress-monitoring data, 
IXL, intervention resources, small-group 
instructional materials, and collaborative 
planning time. Staff; funds will be spent on 
salaries and benefits for one reading specialist 
and one math specialist to support RELA and 
Math instructional goals. Specialists will 
provide direct supplemental instructional 
support to students demonstrating academic 
need in mathematics and reading. and deliver 
targeted interventions within Tier 2 and Tier 3 of 
the MTSS framework. Additionally, 
approximately $1600 will be used to 
supplement instruction and family 
engagement initiatives (see expenditure table 
for specific details). 

No  

 

Anticipated Output Monitoring/Evaluation (People, Frequency, and 
Method) 

1. Targeted Mathematics standards and 
prerequisite skills are identified by grade level 
and intentionally incorporated into ongoing 
instruction and spiral review. 2. Student 
performance on targeted Mathematics 
standards is routinely analyzed by grade level 
and subgroup, including Economically 
Disadvantaged students. 3. Reteaching, 
small-group instruction, and MTSS 
interventions are implemented and adjusted 
for students who are not demonstrating 
sufficient progress. 

Building administration, Mathematics teachers, 
grade-level teams, and the MTSS Core Team will 
monitor implementation throughout the 2026–2027 
school year. Mathematics teams will review common 
formative assessment results, student work, IXL 
performance data, and LinkIt benchmark data during 
regularly scheduled collaborative meetings. Formal 
benchmark reviews will occur following each LinkIt 
administration, with performance analyzed by grade 
level, targeted standard, and subgroup, including 
Economically Disadvantaged students. The teams will 
use these data to evaluate progress toward the 
quarterly and annual measurable goals, identify 
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students requiring reteaching or intervention, and 
adjust Tier 1 instruction, spiral review, small-group 
supports, and MTSS interventions based on student 
response. Funds will be spent on salaries and benefits 
for one reading specialist and one math specialist to 
support RELA and Math instructional goals. 
Specialists will provide direct supplemental 
instructional support to students demonstrating 
academic need in mathematics and reading. and 
deliver targeted interventions within Tier 2 and Tier 3 
of the MTSS framework. 
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Expenditure Tables 

School Improvement Set Aside Grant 
True School does not receive School Improvement Set Aside Grant. 

Schoolwide Title 1 Funding Allocation 
False School does not receive Schoolwide Title 1 funding. 

eGgrant Budget Category 
(Schoolwide Funding) Action Plan(s) Expenditure 

Description Amount  

Instruction 

• Explicit 
Vocabulary 
Instruction 
Across 
Content 
Areas 

• Targeted 
Mathematics 
Instruction 
and Progress 
Monitoring 

Salaries for 
Teachers 83730 

 

Instruction 

• Explicit 
Vocabulary 
Instruction 
Across 
Content 
Areas 

• Targeted 
Mathematics 
Instruction 
and Progress 
Monitoring 

Benefits for 
Teachers 41093 

 

Title II.A and Title IV.A 
Transfer Funds 

• Explicit 
Vocabulary 
Instruction 
Across 
Content 
Areas 

• Targeted 
Mathematics 
Instruction 
and Progress 
Monitoring 

Salaries for 
Teachers 11168 

 

Other Expenditures 

• Explicit 
Vocabulary 
Instruction 
Across 

Family 
Engagement 1632.24 

 



41 

Content 
Areas 

• Targeted 
Mathematics 
Instruction 
and Progress 
Monitoring 

Total Expenditures 137623.24 
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Professional Development 

Professional Development Action Steps 
Evidence-based 
Strategy Action Steps 

Explicit Vocabulary 
Instruction Across 
Content Areas 

Identify and implement common building-wide strategies for explicit 
instruction of academic and discipline-specific vocabulary across content 
areas, including opportunities for students to apply vocabulary in context 
and respond to PSSA-aligned tasks. 

Targeted Mathematics 
Instruction and Progress 
Monitoring 

Implement targeted Mathematics instruction incorporating intentional 
spiral review, explicit instruction, modeling, guided practice, and frequent 
formative assessment of identified priority standards and prerequisite 
skills. 

Explicit Vocabulary Instruction Across Content Areas 
Action Step 

• Identify and implement common building-wide strategies for explicit instruction of academic 
and discipline-specific vocabulary across content areas, including opportunities for students to 
apply vocabulary in context and respond to PSSA-aligned tasks. 

Audience 
Grades 6–8 teachers, including RELA, Mathematics, Science, Social Studies, Special Education, and 
Related Academics teachers. 
Topics to be Included 
Explicit instruction of academic and discipline-specific vocabulary; identification of essential 
vocabulary within content standards; strategies for teaching vocabulary in context; repeated student 
application of vocabulary through reading, writing, speaking, and problem solving; development and 
use of PSSA-aligned vocabulary tasks; and use of formative and LinkIt data to monitor student 
response and adjust instruction. 
Evidence of Learning 
Teachers will demonstrate learning through the consistent identification and explicit instruction of 
essential academic and content-specific vocabulary in classroom instruction, incorporation of 
common vocabulary strategies and PSSA-aligned tasks into instructional materials, examination of 
student work and formative assessment results, and collaborative adjustment of instruction based on 
student performance. 

Lead Person/Position Anticipated 
Start 

Anticipated 
Completion 

Building Administration, Department/Content Team 
Leaders, and District Curriculum and Instruction Staff 2026-08-31 2027-06-10 

Learning Format 
Type of Activities Frequency 

Professional Learning 
Community (PLC) 

Initial professional learning during the first quarter with ongoing 
reinforcement, collaborative planning, and data review throughout the 
2026–2027 school year. 

Observation and Practice Framework Met in this Plan 
• 1e: Designing Coherent Instruction 
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• 1f: Designing Student Assessments 
• 3b: Using Questioning and Discussion Techniques 
• 3d: Using Assessment in Instruction 
• 3e: Demonstrating Flexibility and Responsiveness 

This Step Meets the Requirements of State Required Trainings 
 

Targeted Mathematics Instruction and Progress Monitoring 
Action Step 

• Implement targeted Mathematics instruction incorporating intentional spiral review, explicit 
instruction, modeling, guided practice, and frequent formative assessment of identified priority 
standards and prerequisite skills. 

Audience 
Grades 6–8 Mathematics teachers, Special Education teachers supporting Mathematics instruction, 
Building Administration, and appropriate MTSS staff. 
Topics to be Included 
Analysis of Mathematics standards and prerequisite skills; identification of unfinished learning and 
student misconceptions; intentional spiral review; explicit instruction, modeling, and guided practice; 
development and use of common formative assessments; analysis of LinkIt and student performance 
data; and use of data to determine targeted reteaching, small-group instruction, and MTSS 
intervention. 
Evidence of Learning 
Teachers will demonstrate learning through incorporation of targeted standards and prerequisite skills 
into instructional planning and spiral review, use of common formative assessments and student work 
to identify misconceptions, implementation of targeted reteaching and small-group supports, and 
documented instructional adjustments based on LinkIt and formative assessment data. 

Lead Person/Position Anticipated 
Start 

Anticipated 
Completion 

Building Administration, Mathematics Content Team 
Leaders, and District Mathematics/Curriculum Staff 2026-08-31 2027-06-10 

Learning Format 
Type of Activities Frequency 

Professional Learning 
Community (PLC) 

Initial professional learning during the first quarter with ongoing collaborative 
planning, formative assessment review, and formal data analysis following 
each LinkIt benchmark administration. 

Observation and Practice Framework Met in this Plan 
• 1e: Designing Coherent Instruction 
• 1f: Designing Student Assessments 
• 3c: Engaging Students in Learning 
• 3d: Using Assessment in Instruction 
• 3e: Demonstrating Flexibility and Responsiveness 

This Step Meets the Requirements of State Required Trainings 
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