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Notes:
1) No use of or mention of PTA's/PTO's?
2) Recess and other time to burn off excess energy?
3) Art, music and other activities to engage children appear to be addressed only at Maple Grove
4) Middle school sports and other activities?
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Yacolt Primary

> The focus of collaboration is on Common Core State Standards, assessments, analyzing student data, and instruction
strategies. 
Comments: 
1) The CCS has never been shown to be valid or proven.
2) The SBAC test is, by OSPI's own statement, not comparable to any other past testing.
3) There is not one shred of evidence that the results of the testing is relevant, valid or predictive.
4) Given those facts and truths how is it possible to set educational standards and goals that are valid?
5) In addition, in order to help improve the test results that will require changes to the curriculum to assure that the 
materials tested are being taught which requires that materials be obtained that focus on that which is tested.
6) Explain why this is reasonable, appropriate and desirable.

> The annual parent satisfaction survey helps guide decision making on a variety of issues. 
Comments:
1) Where is the data including historical?
2) Why isn't it included as an addendum so it could be reviewed to see if the plan addresses parent issues?

> Math Goal: 70% of students will meet the Common Core State Standards in Place Value K-4, (Number Base Ten) by 
spring 2016. 
Comments:
1) What were the 2015 results and why aren't they shown so the reader and understand the spread?
2) Since the testing results for the 2015/2016 school year won't be available until after school is out or until 
September of 2016 how will a determination of whether the goal was met be done?
3) Without being able to determine the performance and analyze why it falls short (if it does) how can the 2016/2016 
plan be created?

> Literacy Goal: 72% of students identified as some or high risk in fall 2015 will demonstrate at least one year’s 
growth by spring 2016. 
Comments:
1) How was the 72% arrived at? Isn't a 1 year growth a normal expectation? What about the 28% that are not 
performing to target? Shouldn't the focus be on helping those performing below? This goal doesn't make sense if 
improvement is the ultimate goal.

> Discipline and School safety and security goals
Comments:
1) As on outside observer the goal to reduce discipline referrals appears to be an effort to make the school look 
better. It doesn't make sense as a major goal and comes across as a filler goal.
2) Safety – What are the nature of the injuries? Broken  bones? Scapes? Lacerations? Is there a rating scale for 
injuries? Are these things than can be reduced within reason given that children do run and play? Reducing the 
injuries (whatever they are) by 10% doesn't make sense as an educational goal. This comes across as a filler because 
they needed a certain number of goals and didn't have anything else to fill in.

General comments
1) What about retention and promotion? Should there be a district wide goal to address identification of and handling
of students who are not performing, who should be retained or promoted?
2) How can planning for staff/teacher development occur when there is no contract?
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Tukes Valley Primary School

Reading and Math performance – The notes indicate that 2009-2013 the performance decreased. Then the comment 
is made that the 2015 SBAC test results were below and above (as noted). 
Comment:
1) OSPI has said that the SBAC results can't be compared to any past test so the comparison made in the plan is of no 
use or value and actually, by using it, misleads the reader. 
2) Where is the narrative and data addressing the reason(s) that performance on the prior Washington State testing 
has been falling?
3) Where is the analysis of why some class rooms did better while others underperformed? Is it the students, 
teachers, teaching methods, family life (parents) or????
4) Given the lack of proof that the SBAC test results are accurate, valid, that they have never been benchmarked or 
proven to be predictive of actual future performance use as a measure and thus planning for improvement or change 
is simply wrong.

> Goal: Using September 2015 fall easyCBM reading/math data as a baseline, each grade level will increase the 
percent of students at benchmark by at least 5% in February and an additional minimum of 5% by June, or a total of 
10% from September to June, as measured by easyCBM reading universal screening data.
Comments:
1) So we add more testing? The amount of testing is already beyond reason. Establishing a baseline at the start of the 
year makes sense. Evaluating at the end of the year make sense. Using the data to plan for the students next school 
year makes sense. Allowing teachers to do their own ongoing mini-assessments and tweaking curriculum on the fly 
makes sense.
2) Why the 10% goal and not something higher or lower? Is the 10% feasible and valuable or is it something that they 
think they can make so it can be checked off? What is really needed, what will it take to get there (is that even 
possible given factors that are no controllable by the school?)?

> Attendance Goal: For the 2015-16 school year, we will reduce the number of students with ten or more days absent 
by 5% as compared to the 2014-15 school year, as measured by annual district attendance reports.
Comment:
1) What's the impact on attendance?
2) How many more days will be gained?
3) What's the value to the district from a revenue standpoint?
4) What is the projected impact on student performance (the individuals who are attending more and the school as a 
whole?
5) Is the 5% meaningful and statistically of value and if so what?
6) Is it really worth being a goal or is it filler?

> Safety/Security: Increase the number of Watch Dogs
Comment:
1) So what? Is there a security issue or is there another goal?
2) What benefit(s) accrue and what is the value?
3) Without a value it comes across as a filler goal.

> Discipline: Reduce referrals by 5%
Comment:
1) This, like the Yacolt goal, comes across, to an outsider, as something to make the schools and district look better by 
reporting fewer incidents. If it's something other than that clarifying and explaining would help immensely.
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Pleasant Valley Primary School

> Plan Overview: In the overview of the current situation math for 3  rd   graders is cited as a strength in the SBAC (56.7%
vs 54%). 4  th   graders are at 54% which is equivalent to the state. ELA at 54.6% is listed as average. ELA results suggest 
more effort with 3  rd   grade (they scored 5% below the state). It is also noted that 3  rd   and 4  th   grade were administered 
the SBA interim assessments prior to taking the SBAC.
Comments:
1) The SBAC data is of no value. There is no comparator, there is no benchmark, the test has never shown validity, it 
has no basis of comparison to past tests and thus should have no standing as a measurement tool. Using it as such, 
even if one tries to make the argument that it's all relative since everyone is in the same boat is flawed.
2) Saying that a strength exists with a 2.7% spread is not something most people would accept.
3) The fact that the 3rd and 4th graders were given the interim assessment prior to taking the SBAC is a method to help 
improve the test results. It's simply teaching to the test. Anyone reading this would also ask how much time was 
spent during the school year teaching and training for the SBAC that reduced instructional class time.

> Math and Reading goals: By June 2016 75% of all students will meet grade level standards. Teachers will use 
Common Core content and practice standards in designing lessons. 
Comment:
1) 75% in June 2016 vs what now? Why is it set at 75%?
2) Common Core Standards have been touted at standards that do NOT require the use of specific curriculum and 
allow for local choice of educational materials. These goals and action plans EXPRESSLY state that CC content and 
practice standards will be used to design lessons. This means that choice is gone and that the only way to score better
on the SBAC is to adopt and use tools and materials designed to be responsive to testing. This is simply wrong and 
gives up local control and choice. It fulfills the detractors claims that CC ends up controlling all aspects of education 
without every providing it's valid.

> Safety & Security – Are there issues and if so what are they?

> Student attendance reduced from .6% to .1% - Why is this important? What's the value? Why have it as a goal? Is it 
achievable? This comes across as a filler since there is no context or explanation.

> Discipline: Reduce the number of office referrals and/or suspensions by 10%.
Comment:
1) Why?
2) So far this is on every schools goal list so it's clearly a district program – why?
3) If students get wind it won't make any difference in their behavior(s) because they know the schools and district 
want less not more so they can act out even more. I really don't get this one.

> Engage community
Comment:
1) Parent perception survey's – where can they be reviewed?
2) Increase Watch Dogs program – why? What's the value?
3) What about your PTA/PTO?
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Maple Grove School

Current situation overview – It is refreshing to see the statement “...there is no comparison data.” The observation 
that improvement in instruction in ELA and mathematics supposes that the SBAC results are useful, accurate and a 
basis for accurate judgment...which they are not. The attention to the arts and other activities is to be commended. 

> Math and ELA – 10% increase from their present levels based on the SBAC. Align lessons with the Common Core 
State Standards.
Comment:
1) Using the SBAC as the basis for any measurement is inappropriate. As noted elsewhere the test has never been 
testing, proven, validated or bench marked. It has no comparison to any past test. Using the first years test results as 
a basis for measuring change (as a positive) when the SBAC it fatally flawed is using bad data to support bad data. 
Thus, this goal is fundamentally wrong and not only inappropriate but can be argued as detrimental.

> Safety & Security : Reduce bullying by percentages as noted
Comment:
1) Is this an issue of definition? Is it more a component of age and perception? Are we talking physical or verbal or a 
combination?
2) In an effort to achieve the goal what is the potential that there will be pressure (students or staff) to reduce the 
number of complaints without having any true impact on the activity?
3) Why these percentages? What if they are not achieved? Will increased focus lead to a reduction in reports just 
because it's getting a higher profile?
4) What are the benefits to improvement?

> Attendance goal: reduce # and chronic by 50%
Comment:
1) In the chart it says unexcused absence is 0.9%. So is the goal to cut that in ½ and if who what are the benefits, 
costs, etc.?
2) Why is it important enough to have as a goal?

> Discipline: Reduce major referrals by 50% (34 to 17%)
Comment:
1) Again, if it's a district goal why not have a district goal page and then use school goals to focus on their specific 
needs and issues?

Summary thoughts:
1) Maple Grove has a broad range of challenges than many other schools as well as a K-8 spread which increases the 
demands on staff. That burden should be acknowledged.
2) The Engaging the Community efforts appear to be more extensive than other plans reviewed so far and should 
again be commended.
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Glenwood Heights Primary School

Current situation overview: The SBAC test results for 3  rd   grade 55% fell below level on ELA and 47% of 4  th   graders were
below. In math 46% of 3  rd   graders were below target and 47% of 4  th   graders fell short. 
Comment:
1) As noted in prior comments the SBAC is simply not useful for determining performance. It has so many flaws and 
accepted shortcomings that use as an assessment tool has no value. Thus, one can discount the numbers reported.

> Math goal: 70% of K-4 will meet grade standards
Comment:
1) Using a standard grading system 70% could be a “C” (and at the bottom end of that grade) so is it appropriate for a 
“C” to be the target?
2) Is the 70% achievable and if so what will be required to get to that number? Will more practice tests need to be 
done? Will the curriculum need to change to teach to the test?

> Reading goal: 65% will read independently at the grade level benchmark.
Comment:
1) 65% would be a letter grade of “D”. Is that appropriate as a goal?
2) What is achievable? Given the fact that the SBAC is a poor testing system why should it (or similar) be used in any 
way to measure performance?
3) What are the roadblocks to better performance and are they within the scope of the school to change and 
improve?

Discipline, Attendance and Community Engagement: 
Comment:
1) These appear to be district wide goals that each school has been told to adopt. As such they may or may have as 
much validity or value for each school. As such they come across as less focused on the needs of the school and more 
of a filler.
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Daybreak Primary School

Current situation overview: In the 2014-2015 school year DPS was identified as not meeting the Adequate Yearly 
Performance (AYP) on the WA State Assessment. A plan to improve is part of this 2015-2016 goals. 59% of 3  rd   graders 
and 60% of 4  th   graders fell below standards. For math 52% of 3  rd   graders and 68% of 4  th   graders fell below. 
Comment:
1) Given the inherent issues with the SBAC these numbers are not only suspect but unusable. Is is really possible that 
such a large percentage of students are performing at levels at or below 3rd world countries?
2) Why the apparent challenges? What are the core issues? Environment? Parents? Economics? Where is the 
information, data or research that can help identify the root issues? Without those no goal and actions step(s) is 
going to have a major impact.

> Reading goal: By 3rd grade 80% of DBP students will be reading at benchmark and have their ELA needs met within 
core instruction. K-1st grade goal is: 65% of students will be reading at benchmark and have their ELA needs met 
within core instruction. 2  nd   -3rd grade goal is: 80% of students will be reading at benchmark and have their ELA needs 
met within core instruction. 4th grade goal: 89% of students will be reading at benchmark and have their ELA needs 
met within core instruction. (see core reading visual on pgs. 16-18)
Comment:
1) Given the current test scores (assuming they are valid) is it even possible that these improvements can be made? 
What if they fall short? Is there a plan for change? Are there other factors outside the control of the school and 
district that will impact the final results and if so what are those?

> Writing Goal: 60% of Kindergarten-4th grade students at Daybreak Primary School will meet grade 
level benchmark
Comment:
1) This would be a letter grade of “D”. Is that an acceptable goal?
2) Given this goal is it even realistic to achieve?

> Math Goal: By 4th grade: 85% of students will be at benchmark in math and having their math needs 
met in core instruction. By third grade 80% of Daybreak Primary students will be at benchmark in math and have their
math needs met in core instruction. By 2nd grade 80% of students will be at benchmark level for math and having 
their needs met in core instruction. By 1st grade 52% will be at benchmark level for math and having their needs met 
within core instruction (see math core instruction/intervention visual-page 28)
Comment:
1) Given the existing scores (again assuming they are accurate and indicative of reality) are these numbers achievable 
and if they are not met what happens?
2) Is this a curriculum/teacher/administration issue or are there things beyond their control and if so what?

> Safety/Security; Attendance; Discipline goals
Comment:
1) It's virtually impossible for any person, group or organization to deal with more than 3 goals. Anything beyond that 
is for looks and filler.
2) The focus needs to be academic improvement. To do that challenges that prevent attendance, engagement, focus, 
learning and retention need to be the core. Define what's actionable by and at school and make those the targets. 
Anything beyond that wastes focus, time and resources.
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Captain Strong Primary

Current situation overview: SBAC testing results show that 68% of 3  rd   graders and 72% of 4  th   graders met ELA 
standards. In math 68% of 3  rd   graders and 72% of 4  th   graders met standards. Overall this put CSP above the district 
average and made it one of the best performing schools. (My note: Only CAM appears to have done better).
Comment:
1) Good numbers are always valued. Why is it that CSP did so much better? As noted in other reviews the SBAC is not 
an acceptable measure of performance. I would suggest that CSP would score well on other tests.
2) What are the differences between CSP and other schools and student populations? Has anyone done an in-depth 
assessment to determine similarities and differences? It would be potentially helpful to define areas that other 
schools can impact (or not).

> Literacy Goal: Increase the percentage of students achieving proficiency in reading by 10% from 68% to 78% 
as measured by the Smarter Balanced Assessment in grade 4. 
Comment: 
1) Actually going from 68 to 78 is an 114.7% increase not 10%. In reality they meant to say a 10 point improvement
2) The goal appears reasonable but is it achievable given that the test is adaptive? Is this type of improvement goal 
relevant at all given an adaptive test?

> Math goal: Increase the percentage of students achieving proficiency in reading by 10% from 68% to 78% as 
measured by the Smarter Balanced Assessment in grade 4. 
Comment:
1) Same comments as under literacy

> Safety/Security; Attendance; Discipline/Behavior; Community Engagement goals
Comment:
1) As noted in other reviews these appear to be district goals handed down since they appear essentially across all 
plans.
2) Rather than repeat the same comments I'll refer back to the same on other school reviews

Summary:
1) When one looks at the Washington State Board of Education – Achievement Index (2013-2014) the data doesn't 
appear to support the numbers provided on the SBAC from the school improvement plan. Specifically, under growth, 
most areas show low to lowest performance. Why this discrepancy? It really stands out. 
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Washington State Board of Education – Achievement Index 2013-2014 (latest available)

This is a state index which is used to rate schools. I've taken snapshots of each primary school in this report and 
included them on the following pages. I've also added the rating range table so one can see how each school 
compares to the state standards.

Full information may be found at: https://eds.ospi.k12.wa.us/WAI/IndexReport/dropdown 

Yacolt Elementary
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Daybreak Primary
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