Board of Education Regular Meeting 2024

Thursday, September 19, 2024 7:00 PM

New Fairfield Community Room, 33 Route 37, New Fairfield, CT. In the event of
inclement weather, this meeting will change to remote and a virtual link will

be provided on our website and distributed. ,
Fairfield, CT 06812

I. CALL TO ORDER
II. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

III. APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES

III.A. August 15, 2024 - Regular

IV. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA

3 Brush Hill Road, New

V. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION - The Board welcomes public

participation. Pursuant to our Board Policy, public

participation is limited to no more than three (3) minutes per
speaker and a total of no more than thirty (30) minutes total
for the entire meeting. Individuals who wish to speak longer
are encouraged to attend any and all related subcommittee
meetings where most of the board’s groundwork is done. We
value your input, but due to these time limitations, we ask you
to be concise and to observe the rules of common courtesy.

[9320(a) of Board Bylaws]

VI. BOARD AND ADMINISTRATIVE COMMUNICATIONS

VI.A. Chairman’s Report

VI.B. Superintendent’s Report
VI.B.1l. Opening of School

VI.B.2. Strategic Plan

VI.B.3. STEAM Room (Curriculum Goal)

VI.C. Student Representatives’ Report

VI.D. Committee Reports

VI.D.1l. Business Operations/Resource
Management (Greg Flanagan)

VI.E. Liaison Reports

VI.E.1. Board of Finance (Ed Sbordone)

VI.E.2. Parks and Recreation Committee (Kim

LaTourette, Greg Flanagan)
VII. INFORMATION ITEMS



VII

VII

VII

VII

.A. Educator Evaluation Plan (Instruction Goal)

.B. Cell Phone Guidelines (Wellness Goal)

.C. Stadium Turf, Track and Lighting Update

.D New Fairfield High School/Consolidated School

Building Project Update

VII

.D.1. Propane

vii.p.2. Consolidated School Demolition

VII.E. STRIDES Update

VIII. ACTION ITEMS

VITI.A. Personnel Report

IX. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION - The Board welcomes public

X.

XT.

XIT

participation. Pursuant to our Board Policy, public
participation is limited to no more than three (3) minutes per
speaker and a total of no more than thirty (30) minutes total
for the entire meeting. Individuals who wish to speak longer
are encouraged to attend any and all related subcommittee
meetings where most of the board’s groundwork is done. We
value your input, but due to these time limitations, we ask you
to be concise and to observe the rules of common courtesy.
[9320(a) of Board Bylaws]

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS

. ADJOURNMENT



NEW FAIRFIELD BOARD OF EDUCATION
NEW FAIRFIELD, CT

The New Fairfield Board of Education held a regular meeting on Thursday, August 15, 2024,
at 7:00 pm via zoom.

MINUTES — August 15, 2024

PRESENT: Dominic Cipollone (Chairman), Kathy Baker, Tim Blair, Greg Flanagan, Sue Huwer,
Amy Johnson, Kimberly LaTourette, Samantha Mannion and Ed Shordone

ABSENT: None

ALSO PRESENT: Superintendent of Schools Dr. Kenneth Craw, Assistant Superintendent of Curriculum and
Instruction Dr. Kristine Woleck, Director of Business and Operations Carrie DePuy, High School Principal
James D’ Amico, Elementary School Principal Allyson Story, Director of Pupil Personnel Services Maria
Kennedy, Special Education Supervisor Alex Lambert, Director of Buildings and Grounds Phil Ross,
Selectman Tom Perkins, and Scott Pellman from Colliers Project Leaders

. CALL TO ORDER: Chairman Dominic Cipollone called the meeting to order at 7:01 p.m. He asked
everyone to observe a moment of silence in memory of Aiden Batista and Avery Lewis.

1. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

I11. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

A. June 13, 2024
MOTION: Kim LaTourette made a motion to approve the minutes of the June 13, 2024, special meeting with
revisions to the attendance list. Greg Flanagan seconded the motion. IN FAVOR: Kathy Baker, Tim Blair,
Dominic Cipollone, Greg Flanagan, Sue Huwer, Amy Johnson, Kimberly LaTourette, Samantha Mannion and
Ed Sbordone

June 18, 2024 - Special meeting - approved by consensus.
June 19, 2024 - Special meeting - approved by consensus.
July 11, 2024 - Special meeting - approved by consensus.
July 31, 2024 - Special meeting - approved by consensus.
August 5, 2024 - Special meeting - approved by consensus.

mTmoow

IV.  APPROVAL OF AGENDA - Approved by consensus.

V. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

High School student Ronnie Gibson asked about the possibility of lowering the volume of the Fire Alarm and
switch the alarm to Code 3 at the Middle School. He noted that this would greatly help students with sensory
issues that may find the alarm overstimulating.

VI. BOARD AND ADMINISTRATIVE COMMUNICATIONS
A. Chairman’s Report - Dominic Cipollone noted that Mental Health professionals and therapy dogs
will be available at the Middle School on August 16" to help students and staff with the loss of two
students. He thanked Dr Craw and his staff for setting this up.




B. Superintendent’s Report - Dr. Kenneth Craw spoke of the following:

o Noted that Mental Health professionals will be at the Middle School on Friday, August 16" in the
wake of the loss of two young students.

e Compared NESDEC enrollment projections with the current enroliment for Grades K-5 and noted
that the current enrollment is in line with the budget and in the guidelines. He noted that 20 new staff
members have joined the district. The only position not filled at this point is for a school psychologist.
e The PowerSchool portal will open on Friday, August 23, The first day back for staff is August
26" and the first day for students is August 29"

C. Committee Reports

1. Field Fees - Ed Sbordone noted that this committee met on July 29" to discuss the turf track and
field replacement. They discussed the possibility of revising the Field Fees agreement between the
BOE and Parks and Rec. The committee approved the vendors for the replacement of the turf field
and lights. These approvals were forwarded to the Board of Education. Lastly, the committee voted
to use the Field Fees Fund 211 for the replacement of the lighting. The BOE held a special meeting
on July 31 and approved the expenditure of $425,000 from the Field Fees 211 and they approved
moving a motion forward to the BOS and the BOF for $950,000 for the replacement of the turf

field and track. The BOS discussed this at their August 8" meeting and decided to table the

approval until their August 22™ meeting.

E. Liaison Reports

1. Board of Finance - Ed Shordone noted that the BOF met on July 24" and discussed the Medical
Fund balance and the Wellness Programs associated with the medical plan. They discussed year-end
updates for revenue. The BOF discussed guidance for next year’s BOE budget.

2. Parks and Recreation Committee - Kimberly LaTourette noted that the Parks and Rec Committee
meeting for August 12" was cancelled.

VII. INFORMATION ITEMS

A. Summer Curriculum Work
Superintendent of Curriculum and Instruction Dr. Kristine Woleck spoke of working groups for curriculum
work and professional development. Over the course of the summer, there were 11 different projects with 60
staff members participating. These projects focused on the Curriculum, Instructional and Wellness aspects of
the strategic plan. One of the groups developed a resource that gives back-to-school tips for families.

B. New Fairfield High School/Consolidated School Building Project Update

¢ Propane - Scott Pellman from Colliers Project Leaders gave an update on the propane issue at the
high school. Specialists were hired and it was determined that the tanks were not the issue. The tanks were
drained and filled with new propane that had a double shot of mercaptan. The recommendation of the fire
marshal was to continue to burn the propane in the science lab and to test again before school begins. Protocol
will be put in place for regular testing of the propane.

e Temporary Bus Lot Trailer - Director of Business and Operations Carrie DePuy noted that a new
trailer has been installed at the high school in the same location as the old one. She spoke of the need to find a
permanent location for the bus lot and noted that the trailer at the current location will cost approximately
$22,000 from the BOE Operating budget.

e Consolidated School Demolition - Carrie DePuy noted that the transfer of funds for demolition
for the old Consolidated School was approved on Monday, August 12", The fencing is scheduled to be
installed by September 16™. The building will need to be abated before it can be demolished. It is anticipated
that the whole process will take approximately five months. Once the building is demolished, the grading of
the site can begin.

o New Fairfield Elementary School Playground - Scott Pellman noted that Colliers sent a letter of
non-conformance to Kompan Industries regarding issues at the playground. There is a five-year warranty for




the material. Colliers has requested that the materials be replaced in its entirety. The letter gives Kompan a
deadline of Monday, August 19" for them to give a schedule of the replacement.

o New Fairfield Elementary School Signage - Carrie DePuy noted that the new sign is scheduled to
be installed by the beginning of school.

C. Turf, Track and Lighting Replacement - Director of Buildings and Grounds Phil Ross explained the
results of the of the G-max testing that was done on the turf and the track. He compared the results from last
year and noted that the field is getting a little harder every year. He spoke of the possibility of adding more
infill to two areas in order to make the field as safe as possible. Carrie DePuy spoke of the problems and
expenses of having a natural grass field.

D. STRIDES - Director of Pupil Personnel Services Maria Kennedy spoke of the new STRIDES
location and the combining of programs with Newtown. The attorney that is representing New Fairfield has
reviewed the rental agreement. The Zoning Officer has approved the location, and it is currently up for review
by the fire marshal and then it will go for approval before the Building Committee. A Certificate of Occupancy
will be received after all the approvals. She spoke of the improvements made to the space and it was noted that
the cost of supplies will be split between New Fairfield and Newtown. A welcome letter will go out to
STRIDES families on August 19" and an Open House is tentatively scheduled for September 10",

VIIl. ACTION ITEMS

A. Personnel Report
MOTION: Kathy Baker made a motion to recommend to the full Board the approval of the Personnel Report
for August 13, 2024, as recommended by the administration. Tim Blair seconded the motion. IN FAVOR:
Kathy Baker, Tim Blair, Dominic Cipollone, Greg Flanagan, Sue Huwer, Amy Johnson, Kimberly LaTourette,
Samantha Mannion and Ed Sbordone

There was a brief discussion of the decision to transfer the Computer Technician solely to the Town. This will
allow the Computer Technician and the Director of Technology to concentrate on their respective roles.

B. Transportation Contract
MOTION: Kathy Baker made a motion to recommend to the full Board to approve the Transportation
Contract between the New Fairfield Board of Education and First Student, Inc., from July 1, 2024 -
June 30, 2029, and to authorize the Superintendent to sign the contract. Greg Flanagan seconded the motion.
IN FAVOR: Kathy Baker, Tim Blair, Dominic Cipollone, Greg Flanagan, Sue Huwer, Amy Johnson,
Kimberly LaTourette, Samantha Mannion and Ed Sbordone

IX. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

Selectman Tom Perkins asked about the typical life expectancy of a turf field and if diesel fuel and Special
Education transportation was included in the bus contract. Dr. Craw noted that someone from his staff will
email him with answers to his questions.

John McCartney thanked everyone that fought on behalf of getting the budget passed.

X. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS
Sue Huwer asked for a review of the safety protocol program. She spoke of concerns regarding conditions of
the lights at the high school track.

Xl.  BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS
Kathy Baker spoke of her excitement about curriculum and wished everyone a great school year.
Kim LaTourette thanked everybody for getting the budget passed and admins for hiring new personnel.



Greg Flanagan extended condolences to the Batista and Lewis families. He spoke about the lighting at the turf
field and the need to keep up with and invest in capital projects.

Dominic Cipollone spoke in support of keeping up with capital projects and his excitement for the new school
year.

XIl.  ADJOURNMENT

MOTION: Dominic Cipollone made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 8:16 p.m. Kathy Baker seconded the
motion. IN FAVOR: Kathy Baker, Tim Blair, Dominic Cipollone, Greg Flanagan, Sue Huwer, Amy Johnson,
Kimberly LaTourette, Samantha Mannion and Ed Sbordone

Respectfully submitted,
Suzanne Kloos
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New Fairfield Public Schools
Educator and Leader Evaluation & Growth System

Vision & Guiding Principles

The New Fairfield Public School district is committed to creating environments where all learners
can reach their fullest potential and graduate as knowledgeable scholars, talented communicators,
critical and creative thinkers, engaged global citizens, and self-determined, self-reliant individuals.

Professional excellence and high-quality instruction drive students’ social, emotional, and academic
learning, growth, and achievement. New Fairfield’s model for high-quality instruction (HQI) identifies
practices that comprise impactful teaching and learning.

The foundation of student success is built upon the expertise and dedication of our educators and
leaders. This plan serves as a tool for improving teaching practices by providing educators with
continuous, actionable feedback and professional development opportunities. We aim to cultivate a
culture of continuous improvement by placing a strong emphasis on educator growth and agency,
fostered by leaders who approach their work in schools with a transformational lens to grow
educators individually and collectively with the ultimate goal of positively impacting student learning.
By offering professional learning that is planned and delivered with a clear connection to
established goals, coherence, and the NFPS Vision of the Learner, we aspire to create a
collaborative atmosphere where educators and leaders can engage in reflective practice, share
innovative strategies, and collaboratively problem-solve.

The goal of the New Fairfield Public Schools Educator and Leader Evaluation and Growth System is
to strengthen individual and collective practices to actualize our vision for our students We approach
this with these guiding principles:

> Shared vision, including our NFPS Vision of the Learner, a commitment to student learning
and professional growth, and a research-based framework for effective teaching, learning,
and leading, supports a system of continuous improvement in the New Fairfield Public
Schools.

> Differentiation of professional learning experiences, through responsive and high-quality
goal-setting and growth plans, allows educators and leaders at all levels of their career path
to grow.

> Reflection, feedback, and dialogue are drivers of professional growth individually and
collectively to build capacity in the district.



> Feedback that is specific, timely, accurate, actionable, and responsive fosters continuous
learning and improvement.

> Multiple sources of evidence, quantitative and qualitative, demonstrate student learning and
educator and leader growth.

This vision and these guiding principles apply across both the educator and leader evaluation and
growth systems in New Fairfield Public Schools. However, each is described as its own system in
order to ensure responsiveness to the role.



NEW FAIRFIELD PUBLIC SCHOOLS

Educator Evaluation and Growth System



Standards & Criteria for Educators

With the goal to strengthen individual pedagogy and collective practices to increase student
learning, a shared vision and language for effective teaching and learning in the district is critical. It
ensures clarity of expectations, fosters reflection and dialogue, provides for specific feedback, and
supports accountability. For that reason, the New Fairfield Educator Evaluation and Growth System
utilizes the Connecticut Common Core of Teaching (CCT) Standards (and corresponding rubrics) to
support educator practice discussions, educator self-assessment, dialogue, and descriptive
feedback. While the CCT rubrics can be used for specific dialogue and feedback in growth
conferences, corresponding single-point competencies of the CCT are used for high-leverage
goal-setting and success criteria for educators. These competencies have also been compiled into a
single-page document of NFPS Performance Standards / Indicators resource for educator quick
reference. These documents are provided in Appendix A, including crosswalk tags of CCT
single-point competencies noted in the NFPS Performance Standards resource. All processes and
forms (Appendix B) of the evaluation system, including lesson planning, observation, and reflection,
reference these Standards in order to keep the criteria and the standards of practice evident across
the teaching, learning, and growth process.

A Continuous Learning Process: Goal Setting, Professional Practice and
Evaluator/Observer/ Stakeholder Feedback and Engagement

The New Fairfield Public Schools Educator and Leader Evaluation and Growth System is designed
as a continuous learning process that allows educators to engage in professional learning
opportunities throughout and across years to deepen their knowledge, practice, and efficacy
individually and collectively with the goal of improving student learning. The educator takes an
active role, in partnership with the evaluator, to design and pursue goal-focused professional
learning, reflection, and dialogue through observation, reviews of practice, and growth conferences.
The components of this continuous learning process are described in the pages that follow.

Goal Setting for Continuous Improvement (Educator)

Educator growth in the New Fairfield Educator Evaluation and Growth System is grounded in a
continuous improvement cycle implemented each year collaboratively between the educator and
primary evaluator. An orientation to this process must be provided to all educators prior to the start
of the process and no later than October 15th each year. All leaders/educators are assigned a
primary evaluator (092 or 093).



Professional goals are at the heart of educator’s growth, with a cycle that unfolds each year to allow
multiple opportunities for professional dialogue, reflection, and feedback related to professional
practice and student learning. This cycle is intended to celebrate strengths, inspire next steps, and
identify areas for growth, with the goal of bringing student learning to new levels. This goal process
fosters both individual and collective capacity and growth in the district. In the spirit of continuous
improvement and ongoing growth, this goal process is captured visually not as a linear journey but
rather as a cycle that allows the educator and evaluator to build on rich professional dialogue and
growth in practice from one year to the next. It is a process that also links to the professional
practice observations and reviews of practice as vehicles that provide points of contact between
educator and evaluator and support ongoing reflection, dialogue, and feedback at points distributed
throughout the year. Also, in this model, reflection and learning from one year can inform the next
steps for growth or professional learning, with the opportunity for a goal or focus to carry over or be
deepened from one year to the next, not in a predetermined manner but rather as the dialogue and
work unfolds during the year and across multiple years.
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Growth &
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Reflection Learning Reflection
Feedback Feedback
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: ! Mid Year Reflection
Observation / & Growth

Review of Practice

Conference

Professional
Learning

Professional goals in this system serve dual purposes: (1) to shape opportunities for professional
growth in a selected domain of practice for an educator, and (2) to impact student learning in a
manner that is evidenced in performance measures, student work, or other evidence from the
classroom. Dialogue between educators and evaluators at multiple points across the year allow for
ongoing focus on the goal and meaningful reflection and feedback. The expectations for a given
year regarding these professional goals are outlined below.



Goal Setting
Completed by October 15th

Mid-year Check-in
Completed Jan. 2nd- Feb. 15th

End-of-Year Reflection
Completed by June 1st

Beginning of the Year Goal
and Planning
- Selfreflect
- Review data &
evidence

Goal(s), Rationale,
Alignment, and Educator
Action Plan

- Draft goal, rationale,
and professional
learning plan (may
include deepening a
previous year’s goal, if
applicable).

- Indicate alignment to
CCT / NFPS
Performance
Standards

Goal Setting Conference

- Mutually agree on 1-,
2-, or 3-year goal

- Determine individual
or group goal(s)

- Discuss professional
learning needs and
action steps, aligned
to professional status
and goals

- Discuss multiple
measures of evidence
of student learning,
student and educator
growth and
achievement

Mid-Year Check-In: Reflection,
Adjustments, and Next Steps
- Self-Reflection: Review
and discuss current
actions towards goal
and growth of practice
and students
- Review professional
learning and evidence
of impact on educator
practice, student
learning, growth, and
achievement
- Submit to evaluator 48
hours prior to Mid-Year
Conference

Mid-Year Conference

- Discuss reflection and
share evidence of
impact on practice and
student learning.,

- Discuss feedback from
evaluator

- Adjust and revise goal
and next steps as
needed

End-of-Year Reflection and
Feedback Process
- Self-Reflection: Review
and discuss current
actions towards goal
and growth of practice
and students
- Review professional
learning and evidence
of impact on educator
practice, student
learning, growth, and
achievement
- Submit to evaluator 48
hours prior to End-Year
Conference

End-of-Year
Conference/Summative
Feedback and Growth Criteria
- Discuss reflection and
share evidence of
impact on practice and
student learning.,
- Discuss feedback from
evaluator
- Consider future goals
- Evaluator provides
written summative
feedback and guides
next steps
- Annual Summary
approval

Orientation to the New Fairfield Public Schools Educator Evaluation and Growth System process will
occur each year in the district by October 15th. The orientation will include an overview of:

e Goal setting aligned to CCT and related professional learning plans
e Use of standards, rubrics, and single-point competencies




Observation of practice
Review of practice
Growth criteria

Tiered supports
Dispute resolution

Initial I- ing (completed by October 15)

Goal-setting is undertaken each year by the educator in collaboration with an evaluator. The
educator and evaluator come to a mutual agreement on a goal aligned to the CCT Standards /
rubrics and single-point competencies in Appendix A to move forward the district's commitment to
high quality instruction (HQI). This could be a goal that the educator plans to continue and deepen
from the previous year or it could be a goal that addresses a new area of focus. A mutually-agreed
upon 1-year, 2-year, or 3-year goal is informed by reflection on multiple measures of evidence of
student learning, student and educator growth, and achievement, includes a professional learning
plan, and identifies support that is consistent with the educator’s professional status. Measurement
towards the goal can include qualitative or quantitative evidence that impacts student learning and
teacher practice. Possible sources of evidence are noted below.

Evidence of Impact
While impact of the educator’s actions and learning from goal plan implementation on student learning must
be evidenced in some manner, quantitative test scores are only one measure to consider; a range of
qualitative tools, such as student work and district assessments, case studies, student surveys, video clips,
lesson plans, etc., should also be considered as evidence of impact and evidence for reflection.

Examples of evidence of impact on practice
e Examples of lesson plans or planned tasks that demonstrate intentional instructional
practices/routines that support opportunities for personal, intellectual and academic
engagement
e Shift in balance of teacher talk - student talk
e Implementation of new instructional strategy

Examples of evidence of impact on student learning
(artifacts, formative assessments, student work samples, data or student surveys)

e FEvidence of students articulating what they are learning and why it matters (video clips
from the classroom, observations)

e Student work samples (with rubrics or criteria) that provide evidence teaching for mastery
of the standard through opportunities of personal, intellectual, and academic engagement

e Samples of student reflection linked to making meaning of learning through
reflection/student self-assessment

e Student survey results demonstrating cognitive engagement

e Observed percent of time engaged in discourse

e Data from internal or external assessments




Note: Year 1 and Year 2 educators completing modules in the TEAM process do not need to develop
a separate professional goal plan. Instead, the TEAM module serves as the focus of their
professional learning and growth each semester. These teachers may submit their TEAM paper in
place of a mid-year and end-year reflection; their New Fairfield action plan is “Participation in TEAM”.
However, these educators should discuss their teaching and student learning data at their growth
conferences across classes and areas, not only in the realm of the TEAM module.

Mid-Year Reflection and Goal Conference (completed between January 2 - February 15)

The midyear check-in consists of reciprocal dialogue between the educator and evaluator and
includes an educator’s written self-reflection on progress toward their goal to date as well as a
conference with the evaluator. The educator undertakes a self-reflection first that is to include an
analysis of the impact of their professional learning on their practice and an analysis of the impact on
student learning, growth, and achievement. This self-reflection should be submitted 48 hours prior
to the mid-year reflection conference to ensure time for the evaluator to read the reflection before
meeting and to ensure the most effective use of the conference time.

The midyear conference provides an opportunity to discuss evidence related to the educator’s
professional learning and practice, discuss evidence of student growth and learning, and plan
revisions or next steps related to the goal. The following are elements of the conference:

e The educator shares qualitative and/or quantitative indicators of evidence of impact on
professional growth, professional practice, and impact on student learning, growth, and
achievement.

e The evaluator provides specific, actionable feedback related to the educator’s goal.
Observation evidence and feedback aligned to the CCT rubrics and single-point
competencies (Appendix A) is provided in the conference.

e Revisions to the educator’s goal may be discussed collaboratively based on multiple
measures of evidence, educator reflection, and evaluator feedback.

End-Year Reflection and Summative Conference (completed by end of the year)

The end-of-year reflection and summative conference provides an opportunity for discussion
between the educator and the evaluator to continue the discussion of progress toward the
educator's goals, professional learning as it relates to the educator's professional growth and
practice, and impact on student learning, growth, and achievement as evidenced by multiple and
varied qualitative and quantitative indicators. Similar to the mid-year reflection, the educator
undertakes an end-of-year self-reflection that is to include an analysis of the impact of their
continued professional learning on their practice, and an analysis of the evidence of impact on
student learning, growth, and achievement. It can also include reflection on strengths and concerns
as well as possible next steps for the goal or another professional learning focus for the upcoming
school year. This self-reflection should be submitted 48 hours prior to the end-of-year summative
conference to ensure time for the evaluator to read the reflection before meeting and to ensure the
most effective use of the conference time. The evidence analyzed and discussed in the end-of-year



reflection is important for the educator's subsequent self-assessment and goal setting revisions or
new goal.

As at the mid-year, the evaluator provides specific, actionable feedback related to the educator’s
goal at the summative conference. Observation evidence and feedback aligned to the CCT rubrics
and single-point competencies is also provided in the conference. The evaluator then writes a
concise summary of the educator’s professional practice and growth based on the year and related
student learning; this will include evidence related to the mutually agreed upon educator goal and
identified standards. The summary will make a distinction regarding the educator's successful
completion of the professional learning process based on the growth criteria articulated in the
Educator Evaluation and Growth System. (See the Growth Criteria section of this plan for further
details.)

Professional Practice and Educator Growth

The New Fairfield Public Schools Educator Evaluation and Support System leverages observations
as a valuable point of contact and opportunity for feedback and dialogue in support of continuous
learning and growth. The design of the observation structure is intended to provide timely, varied,
and purposeful observations, meaningful feedback, and opportunities for reflection. The plan allows
for differentiation of the observation framework based on educator status (non-tenured / tenured)
and professional learning needs. Educator reflection and dialogue between educator and evaluator
following an observation is to be grounded in the Connecticut Common Core of Teaching Standards
(CCT) rubrics and single-point competencies to ensure specific feedback for growth.

Educator Cohort Observation Framework

Induction 1& 2 (Years 1& 2, | Minimum of 2 Formal Observations, 1 Informal Observation and
new to profession or State) | 1 Review of Practice (verbal / written feedback, not rated)

Induction 3 & 4 (Years 3 & 4; | Minimum of 2 Informal Observations and 1 Review of Practice
or, new to NFPS with prior | (verbal / written feedback, not rated)
tenure in CT district)

Professional Minimum of 1 Informal Observation and 1 Review of Practice
(Tenured status) (verbal / written feedback, not rated)

Educator w/ T2/T3 support or | Minimum of 2 Formal Observations, 1 Informal Observation, and

Corrective Support Plan in 1 Review of Practice (verbal / written feedback, not rated)
previous year

10



Definitions for the differentiated observation structures are provided below. Feedback (verbal and
written) is to be provided within five school days of the observation or post observation meeting.
Additional observations of professional practice can be conducted as mutually agreed upon or as

deemed necessary.

Informal Observations are typically unannounced and no less than 15 minutes. However,
an educator can also reach out proactively to schedule an informal observation or to offer
times when an experience in the classroom might be valuable for an informal observation to
inform goal-related feedback. This is with understanding that other scheduling constraints
may prevent the evaluator’s availability for that specific time. Other informal observations
may be conducted at the evaluator’s discretion. Informal observations will include verbal and
written feedback, with responsibility shared by both educator and evaluator to initiate the
feedback dialogue.

Formal Observations are for a minimum of 30 minutes and/or full duration of the lesson
period. Educators are to submit a lesson plan (using the NFPS lesson plan template) prior to
the pre-observation conference. The formal observation includes a pre-conference meeting,
the observation, self-reflection by the educator, post-conference meeting with verbal
feedback, and written feedback from the evaluator.

Review of Practice is a point of contact between an educator and evaluator for reflection,
sharing, feedback, and professional growth. It is an opportunity for educator-evaluator
dialogue that is focused on an artifact of practice selected by the educator for reflection. The
review of practice entails the following:

o The educator selects an artifact or experience to share with the administrator.
Artifacts of practice may include the following (not intended as an exhaustive list):
student work samples, lesson plan, lesson video, task design, formative assessment
tool, student data set, etc.

o The educator describes and reflects on the artifact in writing on the Review of
Practice template.

o The educator submits the completed Review of Practice template (and related
artifact if possible) to the evaluator at least 48 hours prior to the review meeting.

o The educator and evaluator meet to discuss the artifact or experience and engage in
professional dialogue about its implications.

For the Review of Practice, educators are expected to take responsibility for scheduling
the Review of Practice meeting with their evaluator (October - April) and should submit
the completed Review of Practice template at least 48 hours prior to that meeting.
Scheduling of the Review of Practice meeting should be undertaken by the educator with
attention to the timing of his/her/their mid-year and end-year conference to allow for
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dialogue and feedback at the Review of Practice that is in addition to the three growth
conference meetings (initial, mid-year, and end-year). An evaluator may also recommend or
schedule a review of practice if appropriate.

To ensure that observations of practice are relevant and foster professional growth, educators may
schedule observations and request feedback(to the extent possible) specific to elements of
his/her/their goal area. Evaluators can bring forward feedback in other areas of the CCT and NFPS
Performance Standards as well and may also request that observations be scheduled for other areas
of focus if needed to support or enhance the professional learning and growth of an educator.

Evaluator/Observer/Stakeholder Feedback and Engagement

Observations occur throughout the continuous learning process. The identified high leverage goal(s)
provides a potential (but not exclusive) focus for strategic evidence collection during the observation
and feedback. Evaluators provide educators with specific feedback based on evidence, standards,

and the educator’s goal; ensure timely access to professional learning opportunities and support(s)
as needed; and continue to collect evidence of educator practice and progress toward goals
through multiple sources of evidence, including observation. Feedback is to be provided within five
school days. Responsibility is shared by both educator and evaluator to initiate the feedback
dialogue in a timely manner.

Quality feedback in the NFPS Educator Evaluation and Growth System:

- Is based on multiple and varied quantitative and qualitative indicators of evidence, standards, and
articulated goals,

« Is personalized for the educator and context,

- Is learning-focused or growth-oriented,

- Provides questions for reflection to refine or revise strategies,

- Expands understanding of one’s experiences and their implications for future experiences,

- Provides opportunities to rework, refine, and revise knowledge, attitudes, skills, and/ or practices,
- Is timely, specific, frequent, and reciprocal.

Growth Criteria (Educator)

An educator is determined to have successfully met the expectations of growth each year through:

e Reflection and artifacts of practice that demonstrate new professional learning for the
educator and the impact of professional learning and growth on the educator’s practice
(related, but not limited, to the educator’s goal).

e Evidence, using multiple measures, of the impact of professional growth and practice on
student learning, growth, and achievement (related, but not limited, to the educator’s goal).

e Articulation of next steps for professional growth in support of student learning needs.
12



Sample sources of evidence are listed below and intentionally parallel evidence of impact for goals.
Educators may ground their evidence of growth in professional learning and practice related
specifically to their goal for the year, but additional student data discussed during the year and
feedback for growth outside of the goal area shared by the evaluator in conferences may also be
considered in relation to an educator’s growth. If feedback for growth in other areas has been
provided by the evaluator during the year, it is expected that the educator will reflect on and
demonstrate progress in these areas at the growth conferences that follow.

Evidence of Impact
Quantitative test scores are only one measure to consider as sources of evidence in support of the growth
criteria for educators; a range of qualitative tools, such as student work and district assessments, case
studies, student surveys, video clips, lesson plans, etc., should also be considered as evidence of impact
and evidence for reflection.

Examples of evidence of impact on practice
e Examples of lesson plans or planned tasks that demonstrate intentional instructional

practices/routines that support opportunities for personal, intellectual and academic
engagement

e Shift in balance of teacher talk - student talk

e Implementation of new instructional strategy

Examples of evidence of impact on student learning
(artifacts, formative assessments, student work samples, data or student surveys)

e Variety of evidence of students articulating what they are learning and why it matters
(including but not limited to: journal entries, exit tickets, video clips from the classroom)

e Student work samples (with rubrics or criteria) that provide evidence teaching for mastery
of the standard through opportunities of personal, intellectual, and academic engagement

e Samples of student reflection linked to making meaning of learning through
reflection/student self-assessment

e Student survey results demonstrating engagement
Observed percent of time engaged in discourse

e Data from internal or external assessments

Process Elements

The following sections outline the procedures and process elements that guide the implementation
of the New Fairfield Public Schools Educator Evaluation and Growth System. Note that each staff
member will have a primary evaluator and, when applicable, a co-evaluator can collaborate to
provide specific, expert feedback relevant to aspects of a given role.
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® Timeline

While dates below appear linear in nature, the continuous learning process is intended to be a
cyclical process that allows educators to build on a professional learning focus and goal from one
year to the next. Also, note that these dates are subject to extension when circumstances justify
such action, such as educator or evaluator absence or disruptions due to weather.

All staff will participate in an orientation by
Orientation October 15. New teachers to the district will
receive additional training during new teacher
orientation in August.

By October 15

Initial Goal Conference
Submit Goal Setting

(10/15 due date).

January 2 - February 15

Mid Year Reflection & Growth Conference
Submit Mid-Year Reflection
(2 days prior to Growth Conference)

By June 1

End Year Reflection & Growth Conference
Submit End-Year Reflection
(2 days prior to Growth Conference)

e Tiered Support (Educator)

All New Fairfield Public School educators are to have access to high-quality, relevant professional
learning opportunities to improve practice and grow professionally over time. In a plan committed to
professional growth, we seek to provide specific, descriptive feedback and differentiated supports
for educators to ensure that they are able to be successful in their practice and their impact on
student learning.

Differentiated professional growth opportunities begin in Tier 1 at goal-setting and growth
conferences to discuss action steps in support of an educator’s goals. Evaluators can make
recommendations in those growth conferences to address areas of growth for an educator. In
addition, observations - formal and informal can be targeted to provide feedback in areas of
goal-setting and growth.

If an evaluator has continued concerns regarding an educator's progress not only related to goals
discussed at the start of the year but in any area of practice articulated in the CCT rubrics and
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related single-point competencies, feedback should be provided promptly verbally and documented
for the educator. This feedback should be accompanied by increasing intensities of support for the

educator in Tier 2 and then Tier 3 (as needed). All three tiers of support must be implemented prior

to the development of a Corrective Support Plan. Below are examples of supports of increasing
intensity; this list is not exhaustive but provides examples that capture the spirit of tiered support
and should be considered by evaluators and educators:

Examples of Educator Tiered Supports

Tier 1

Tier 1supports are professional learning experiences available to all educators,
such as:

Collegial discourse; observation feedback; classroom visits; professional texts;
webinars; instructional coaching; district professional learning opportunities

Tier 2

Following specific, descriptive feedback aligned to the CCT single-point
competencies from the evaluator (and documented):

Supports noted above are adapted with increased intensity in focus,
frequency, and duration. (For instance, Tier 2 supports may include a specific
professional learning opportunity, structured observation of specific instructional
practices and debrief, etc. suggested by the educator or recommended by the
evaluator.)

Also, additional informal / formal observations may be conducted.

Tier 3

Following specific, descriptive feedback aligned to the CCT single-point
competencies from the evaluator (and documented):

Clearly articulated areas of focus, duration of time, and criteria for success
are outlined. In addition to Tier 2 supports, Tier 3 plans may include such
supports as lesson plan submission / reviews with feedback, formal mentor
assignment, and additional informal / formal observations, including an alternate
administrator also conducting one or more observations.

Tier 3 plans are to be developed in consultation with the evaluator, educator,
and NFEA representative. A start date and duration of time for this level of
support should be documented. Tier 3 supports may include a decision to move
to a Corrective Support Plan.

Muiltiple, significant concerns or a severe lapse of judgment may result in an
educator moving to Tier 3 or a Corrective Support Plan directly; this will be
communicated explicitly and with NFEA representation present for the
educator.
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Lack of growth and reflection over time, despite tiered supports available, or resistance to
growth-oriented feedback leads to the development of a Corrective Support Plan for an educator.
The Corrective Support Plan is a process that is separate from the educator growth model.

e Corrective Support Plan (Educator)

Lack of growth and reflection over time, despite tiered supports available, or resistance to
growth-oriented feedback, leads to the development of a Corrective Support Plan for an educator.
The Corrective Support Plan is developed in consultation with the evaluator, educator, and NFEA
representative. A template for a Corrective Support Plan is provided in Appendix H. The plan is to
include:

e Clear objectives specific to the well-documented area of concern (aligned to CCT
single-point competencies);

Resources, supports, and interventions to address the area of concern;
Timeframes for implementing supports and monitoring / reviewing progress;
Supportive actions from the evaluator; and

Evidence of growth / Indicators of success.

A meeting at the conclusion of the Corrective Support Plan period will include the evaluator,
educator, and NFEA representative to discuss the outcome. Lack of significant progress in the
timeframe of the Corrective Support Plan may result in recommendation of separation from the
position for the educator as the outcome. Alternatively, an outcome at the conclusion of the
timeframe of a Corrective Support Plan may include a decrease in the level of support if significant
progress is demonstrated. The expectation is that the level of performance defined in the plan will
be maintained by the educator with consistency beyond the period of corrective support.

Continuation of a Corrective Support plan may be possible in some instances, but it should be noted
that this level of support is not intended to be prolonged or extended given its intensity.

A sample Corrective Support Plan is provided in Appendix I. Orientation to the Educator Evaluation
and Support System and ongoing training will ensure that all stakeholders understand the tiers of
support and process.

e Dispute Resolution

The purpose of the dispute resolution process is to secure at the lowest possible administrative
level equitable solutions to disagreements, which from time to time may arise related to the
evaluation process. The right of appeal is available to all in the evaluation and growth system. As our
evaluation and growth system is designed to ensure continuous, constructive, and cooperative
processes among professional educators, educators/leaders and their evaluators are encouraged to
resolve disagreements informally.
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Ultimately, should an educator disagree with the evaluator’s assessment and feedback, the parties
are encouraged to discuss these differences and seek common understanding of the issues. As a
result of these discussions, the evaluator may choose to adjust the report but is not obligated to do
so. The educator being evaluated has the right to provide a statement identifying areas of concern
with the goals/objectives, evaluation period, feedback, and/or professional development plan, which
may include the individual’s professional learning plan or a Corrective Support Plan.

Any such matters will be handled as expeditiously as possible, and in no instance will a decision
exceed 30 workdays from the date the educator initiated the dispute resolution process.
Confidentiality throughout the resolution process shall be conducted in accordance with the law.
Claims that the district has failed to follow the established procedures of the evaluation and support
program shall be subject to the grievance procedures set forth by the current collective bargaining
agreement.

Process
The educator being evaluated shall be entitled to representation by his/her/their respective
collective bargaining unit at all levels of the process.

1. Within three school days of articulating the dispute in writing to their
evaluator, the educator being evaluated and the evaluator will meet with the
objective of resolving the matter informally.

2. Ifthere has been no resolution, the educator may choose to continue the
dispute resolution process in writing to the Superintendent or designee within
three workdays of the meeting with his/her/their evaluator (see step 1).

3. The Superintendent (or designee) will arbitrate the issue in dispute. In this
case, the Superintendent (or designee) will review all applicable
documentation and meet with both parties (evaluator and educator being
evaluated, with representation from NFEA) as soon as possible, but no longer
than five workdays from the date of the written communication to the
Superintendent (or designee).

The Superintendent (or designee) will act as arbitrator and make a final decision, which shall
be binding.

Time Limits

1. Since it is important that appeals be processed as rapidly as possible, the number of days
indicated within this plan shall be considered maximum. The time limits specified may be
extended or suspended if mutually agreed upon by both parties.

2. Days shall mean workdays. Both parties may agree, however, to meet during breaks at
mutually agreed upon times.

3. The educator being evaluated must initiate the appeals procedure within five workdays of
the scheduled meeting in which the feedback was presented. If no written initiation of a
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dispute is received by the evaluator within five workdays, the educator shall be considered
to have waived the right of appeal.

4. The educator being evaluated must initiate each level of the appeal process within the
number of days indicated. The absence of a written appeal at any subsequent level shall be
considered as waiving the right to appeal further.

e Role of PDEC

The PDEC serves as the collaborative decision maker using a consensus protocol to create, revise,
and monitor the New Fairfield Public Schools Evaluation and Growth System, as well as the district
professional learning plan each year. Pursuant to Connecticut General Statute 10-220a and Public
Act 23-159 Section 11 (b) (3), each local and regional board of education must establish a
professional development and evaluation committee (PDEC) to include at least one teacher and one
administrator, selected by the exclusive bargaining representative for certified employees, at least
one paraeducator selected by their exclusive bargaining representative, and other personnel as the
local board deems appropriate. It is critical that individuals selected as delegates for administrators,
teachers, and other school personnel are representative of the various classifications within the
groups. The committee seeks balance to the extent possible across the groups of administrators,
general education classroom teachers, special education teachers, related service providers,
instructional coaches, interventionists, unified arts staff, and paraeducators.

The duties of PDEC shall include, but are not limited to:

e participation in the development or adoption of the New Fairfield Public Schools
Educator and Leader Evaluation and Growth System, pursuant to section 10-151b;

e the development, evaluation, and annual updating of a comprehensive local
professional development plan for certified employees of the district; and

e the development and annual updating of a comprehensive local professional
development plan for paraeducators of the district in collaboration with the NFPS
Human Resources office.

The Educator and Leader Evaluation and Growth System shall be mutually agreed upon by the New
Fairfield Public Schools Board of Education and the district PDEC. If the local or regional board of
education and the PDEC are unable to come to mutual agreement, they shall consider the
Connecticut Model Educator and Leader Evaluation and Support program and may, through mutual
agreement, adopt that model or a mutually agreed-upon adaptation of the model, provided that the
system is consistent with the CT 2023 Guidelines.
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e Local and State Reporting

The Superintendent shall report:

1. The status of teacher evaluations to the New Fairfield Public Schools Board of Education
on or before June 1 of each year; and

2. The status of the implementation of the teacher evaluation and support program,
including the frequency of evaluations, the number of teachers who have not been
evaluated, and other requirements as determined by the Department of Education, to the
Commissioner of Education on or before September 15 of each year.

For purposes of this section, the term “teacher” shall include each professional employee of a board
of education, below the rank of superintendent, who holds a certificate or permit issued by the State
Board of Education.
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APPENDIX A: cCT Single Point Competencies and NFPS Performance Standards
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Appendix A

Below are the standards and related rubrics, including performance standards and single-point competencies, developed for
the New Fairfield Public Schools Educator Evaluation and Growth System. The PDEC plans to continue to engage in analysis
of the CCT rubrics and current draft of NFPS single-point competencies in order to further refine and enhance the single-point
competencies for future years. The CCT rubrics continue to be a resource for specific goal-setting and feedback discourse.

Connecticut Common Core of Teaching Standards and CCT Rubrics for Effective Teaching (2017) (for PreK-12 classroom

teachers, unified arts teachers, and special education teachers)

Connecticut Common Core of Teaching (CCT) Rubric for Effective Service Delivery (2017)
(for curriculum and instruction leaders, interventionists, school counselors, psychologists, social workers, and speech &

language pathologists)
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Connecticut Common Core of Teaching (CCT) Rubrics for Effective Teaching (2017)

Single-Point Competencies of Effective Practice

Domain 1: Classroom Environment, Student Engagement,
and Commitment to Learning

Teachers promote student engagement, independence, and interdependence in learning and facilitate a positive learning community by:

Indicator la: Creating a positive learning environment that is responsive to and respectful of the learning needs of all students.

Areas of Effective Practice Opportunities
Strength (Adapted from the Connecticut Common Core of Teaching Standards and CCT Rubrics for Effective Teaching (2017) ﬁlj\;.egtr(s):z;)hs/

The teacher facilitates a positive learning community that:

> Promotes consistently positive, respectful interactions between teacher and student and
positive social interactions among students.

> Demonstrates respect for and integration of students’ cultural, social, and/or developmental
diversity to support a sense of belonging for all and to enrich learning experiences.

> Encourages student risk-taking, questioning, discourse, collaboration, and perseverance.
> Consistently reinforces high learning expectations for all students.

And where students:

> Proactively demonstrate positive social interactions and conflict-resolution skills.

> Take risks, feel safe to make and learn from mistakes, respectfully question or challenge ideas
presented by the teacher or peers, and collaborate with others to extend their learning.

> Take responsibility for their own learning.
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Domain 1: Classroom Environment, Student Engagement,
and Commitment to Learning

Teachers promote student engagement, independence, and interdependence in learning and facilitate a positive learning community by:

Indicator 1b: Promoting developmentally appropriate standards of behavior that support a productive learning environment for
all students.

Areas of Effective Practice Opportunities
Strength (Adapted from the Connecticut Common Core of Teaching Standards and CCT Rubrics for Effective Teaching (2017) f‘l’\;‘eirg:zg;/

The teacher facilitates a positive learning community that:

> Maintains and reinforces appropriate standards of behavior to ensure little or no interference
with student learning.

> Provides teaching, modeling, and positive reinforcement of social skills.

> Intentionally builds students’ capacity to self-regulate and take responsibility for their actions.
And where students:

> Establish and independently maintain appropriate standards of behavior.

> Independently use proactive self-regulation, responsible-decision making, and problem-solving
strategies as well as conflict resolution, interpersonal communication, and social skills.
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Domain 1: Classroom Environment, Student Engagement,
and Commitment to Learning

Teachers promote student engagement, independence, and interdependence in learning and facilitate a positive learning community by:

Indicator 1c: Maximizing instructional time by effectively managing routines and transitions.

é*tfeas ;’lf Effective Practice (;Pl’gt“niﬂ'js
reng Adapted fi th i e cachi ; ; : or Grow
(Adapted from the Next Steps

The teacher facilitates a positive learning community that:

> Establishes and manages routines and transitions with clarity and consistency to maximize
instructional time.

And where students:

> Independently facilitate routines and transitions.
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Domain 2: Planning for Active Learning

Teachers plan instruction to engage students in rigorous and relevant learning and to promote their curiosity about the world at large by:

Indicator 2a: Planning instructional content that is aligned with Standards, builds on students’ prior knowledge, and provides for

appropriate level of challenge of all students.

Areas of
Strength

Effective Practice

(Adapted from the Connecticut Common Core of Teaching Standards and CCT Rubrics for Effective Teaching (2017)

Opportunities
for Growth /
Next Steps

The teacher plans instruction that:

> Directly addresses Common Core Standards (and/or other relevant discipline-specific
Standards).

> Intentionally, logically sequences learning and support at an appropriate level for each student.

> Anticipates student misconceptions, ambiguities, or challenges, and plans to address these.

> Uses multiple sources of appropriate data to determine students’ prior knowledge and skills in
order to inform targeted, purposeful instruction that advances students’ learning.

> Integrates literacy strategies and academic vocabulary.

And where students:

> Extend their thinking, make connections between concepts, and transfer their learning to new
contexts.

> ldentify their own learning needs based on their own individual data.

> Independently select literacy strategies that support their learning and utilize appropriate
academic vocabulary.
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Domain 2: Planning for Active Learning

Teachers plan instruction to engage students in rigorous and relevant learning and to promote their curiosity about the world at large by:

Indicator 2b: Planning instruction to cognitively engage students in the content.

é*tfeas :lf Effective Practice (:Pl’gt“"itli“}s
reng Adapted fi th i eachi ; Sotive : or Grow
(Adapted from the Next Steps

The teacher plans instruction that:

> Selects or designs instructional strategies, tasks, and questions that promote student cognitive
engagement through problem-solving, critical or creative thinking, discourse, or inquiry-based
learning and application to other contexts (see also, Hess’ Cognitive Rigor Matrix).

> Selects or designs resources that cognitively engage students (using above strategies) and
support connections across concepts.

> Uses flexible groupings (when appropriate) to cognitively engage students (using above
strategies) and support connections across concepts.

And where students:

> Apply and/or extend their learning beyond the learning expectation.

> Transfer and apply concepts or skills in other contexts.
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Domain 2: Planning for Active Learning

Teachers plan instruction to engage students in rigorous and relevant learning and to promote their curiosity about the world at large by:

Indicator 2c: Selectin g appropriate assessment strategies to monitor student progress.

Areas of Effective Practice Opportunities
Strength (Adapted from the ecti ¢ of Teaching Standard ' ive Teachi ﬁl)\;e)(:trsozg)hs/

The teacher plans instruction that:

> Identifies observable and measurable criteria for student success.
> Elicits specific evidence of student learning of intended outcomes at critical points in the lesson
sequence in order to monitor and assess student progress.
And wher n
> Participate in developing or interpreting criteria for student success.

> Use assessment criteria to self-monitor and/or reflect on their progress towards the intended
learning outcomes.
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Domain 3: Instruction for Active Learning

Teachers implement instruction to engage students in rigorous and relevant learning and to prompt their curiosity and the world at large by:

Indicator 3a: Implementing instructional content (related Standards, enduring understanding, knowledge, and skills) for learning.

é*tfeas :lf Effective Practice (;ppgtunglie}s
reng . . -~ . . . . or Grow
(Adapted from the Next Steps

The teacher implements effective instruction for active learning that:

> Sets specific purpose for instruction by communicating learning expectations that are aligned to
Common Core Standards (and/or other relevant discipline-specific Standards).

> Presents content accurately using content-specific language that builds student understanding
and extends learning.

> C(learly presents instructional content in a logical, intentional progression and at an appropriate
level of challenge to deepen learning for all students.

> Integrates literacy strategies and academic vocabulary within the lesson content.
And where students:
> Demonstrate their understanding of the purpose of the lesson.
> Transfer their learning beyond the lesson context and make cross-curricular connections.

> Independently select and apply literacy strategies and utilize appropriate academic vocabulary
as they work.
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Domain 3: Instruction for Active Learning

Teachers implement instruction to engage students in rigorous and relevant learning and to prompt their curiosity and the world at large by:

Indicator 3b: Leading students to construct meaning and apply new learning through the use of a variety of differentiated and
evidence-based learning strategies.

Areas of Effective Practice Opportunities
Strength (Adapted from the Connecticut Common Core of Teaching Standards and CCT Rubrics for Effective Teaching (2017) fgeirts’:z;)l;/

The teacher implements effective instruction for active learning that:

> Employs differentiated strategies, tasks, and questions that cognitively engage students
through appropriately integrated recall, problem-solving, critical and creative thinking,
purposeful discourse, and/or inquiry.

> Uses resources and flexible groupings that cognitively engage students.

> Fosters students’ ownership, self-direction, and choice of resources and/or flexible groupings
to develop their learning.

> Provides multiple opportunities for students to develop independence as learners.

And where students:

> Demonstrate new learning in multiple ways, including application of new learning to make
connections between concepts.

> QGenerate their own questions and problem solving strategies and synthesize and communicate
information.

> Approach learning in ways that will be effective for them as individual learners.
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Domain 3: Instruction for Active Learning

Teachers implement instruction to engage students in rigorous and relevant learning and to prompt their curiosity and the world at large by:

Indicator 3c: Assessing and monitoring student learning, providing feedback to students, and adjusting instruction.

Areas of Effective Practice Opportunities

Strength (Adapted from the for Growth /
Next Steps

The teacher implements effective instruction for active learning that:

> Communicates specific observable and measurable student success criteria.

> Elicits evidence of learning at critical moments in the lesson sequence to monitor and assess
individual and group progress towards the intended outcome and success criteria.

> Provides opportunities for students to self-reflect, self-assess, and/or provide peer feedback that is
specific and focused on advancing student learning.

> Provides individualized descriptive feedback that is accurate, actionable, and moves the student’s
learning forward.

> Adjusts instruction in response to individual and group performance.
And where students:

> Participate in developing or interpreting student success criteria.

> Self-monitor and self-assess to improve their learning.

> Self-reflect and/or provide peer feedback that is specific and focuses on advancing learning.

> Intentionally select strategies that will be effective in moving their learning forward.
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Domain 4: Professional Responsibilities and Teacher Leadership

Teachers maximize support for student learning by developing and demonstrating professionalism, collaboration, and leadership by:

Indicator 4a: Engaging in continuous professional learning to impact instruction and student learning.

Areas of Effective Practice Opportunities

Strength for Growth /
(Adapted from the Next Steps

As a professional, the teacher:

> Reflects on and self-evaluates practice and its impact on student learning to identify strengths and
areas for improvement and takes action to improve professional practice.

> Initiates professional dialogue with colleagues to improve collective practice in support of student
learning and school / district growth.

> Proactively seeks and responds to supervisor or peer feedback to improve practice based on
feedback.

> Engages in professional learning individually or at the school / district level and applies new
learning to practice.

o Takes a lead in and/or initiates opportunities for professional learning with colleagues (at
individual, school, or district level).
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Domain 4: Professional Responsibilities and Teacher Leadership

Teachers maximize support for student learning by developing and demonstrating professionalism, collaboration, and leadership by:

Indicator 4b: Collaborating to develop and sustain a professional learning environment to support student learning.

Areas of Effective Practice Opportunities

Strength Adapted th for Growth /
(Adapted from the Next Steps

As a professional, the teacher:

> Collaborates with colleagues to improve teaching and learning.

o Supports and assists colleagues to adapt planning and instructional practices that improve
teaching and learning.

> Consistently exhibits professional responsibility and ethical practices in accordance with the
Connecticut Code of Professional Responsibility for Teachers.

o Collaborates with colleagues to deepen the awareness of moral and ethical demands of
professional practice.
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Domain 4: Professional Responsibilities and Teacher Leadership

Teachers maximize support for student learning by developing and demonstrating professionalism, collaboration, and leadership by:

Indicator 4c: Working with colleagues, students, and families to sustain a positive school climate that supports student learning.

Areas of Effective Practice Opportunities
Strength (Adapted from the Connecticut Common Core of Teaching Standards and CCT Rubrics for Effective Teaching (2017) ﬁ;'e;;tr;xg;/

As a professional, the teacher:

> Actively engages with colleagues, students, and families to develop and/or sustain a positive
school climate.

o Leads efforts to improve and strengthen school climate.

> Proactively communicates with families about learning expectations and student academic or
behavioral performance, and develops positive relationships with families to promote student
success.

o Supports colleagues in developing effective ways to communicate with families and
engage them in opportunities to support their child’s learning.

> Seeks input from families and communities to support student growth and development.
> Interacts with students, families, and the community in a culturally respectful manner.

o Leads efforts to enhance culturally respectful interactions with students, families, and the
community.
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(0F:1 (=Te [o]4[-1]

New Fairfield Public Schools Performance Standards ( with CCT Crosswalk tags indicated)

High-Quality
Instruction/
Service
Delivery

Domains Indicator
Task
Task Tasks:
asks t .
m:]fﬁﬁz ° support. mastery of the standard and success is clearly defined (2¢) (3¢)
standard. e are designed for students to make meaning (2b)
e clicit evidence of student learning outcomes to monitor progress (2¢) (3¢)
e provide an opportunity for each student to engage personally, intellectually, and academically (2¢) (3¢).
Educator: Educators:
e communicate Standards-based learning expectations and content accurately, in a logical progression, and using
Educators academic vocabulary (2a) (32)
:;flh;::lr;tti e orchestrate/evaluate student-centered learning via questioning, listening, & eliciting student thinking (2b) (3b)
student-centered e provide actionable feedback to support students in making meaning (3¢)
e cngage students in using student success criteria to self-monitor and self-assess (2¢) (3¢).

learning

Learners

Educators plan for and lead learners:

Educators lead e 1o demonstrat.e responsibility, prosocial behaviors, and .indepe.ndence in the classroom (1b, 1¢)
t0 be e tobe academu;ally and 1ntellef:tually engaged, .developlng as 1ndepend§nt learners (2b) (3b)
Maca demically and e to make meaning and copnecthns, demonstrgt{ng new learning in multlple ways (2b) (3b) . o
intellectually e totake ownershlp of their learning through 91v11 discourse, questioning, taking risks, extending thinking,
engaged. collaborating, self-assessment, and persevering (2b, 2¢) (3b, 3c).
Learning The educator creates a positive learning environment that:
Environment e isinclusive and flexible (1a)
Educators create a e socially, emotionally, and intellectually safe (1a)
positive learning e fosters authenticity, personal connections, learning with and from others, and intellectual risk-taking (1a).
environment. e maximizes instructional time through clear routines and transitions, reinforcement of behavior standards, and
- social skills teaching (1b,1¢).
Professional New Fairfield professionals:
Professional Excellence are invested and engaged in the district’s Vision of the Learner and the greater good of our school community
EXCG_"ence in New Fairfield e use multiple sources of data to intentionally plan for high-quality instruction and support services that cognitively
Service of professionals are engage students (2a, 2b)
HQl invested and e  direct their professional growth through ongoing self-reflection and professional dialogue (4a)
engaged in the e proactively seek feedback to grow practice and new learning (4c)
district's Vision of e respectfully collaborate and communicate with colleagues and across stakeholders (including families) to support
the Learner and the teaching, learning, and school climate (4b, 4¢)
greater good of our e demonstrate leadership (4a, 4¢)
school community. e attend to their professional responsibilities (4b).
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APPENDIX B: Reflection Prompts (Educator)
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Self-Reflection Sample Questions / Conversation Prompts

Thinking about the success and challenges you may have encountered last year, or at the
start of this year, what questions do you have about teaching and learning? What new
learning might you want to explore to inform your understanding of these questions and
professional practice?

In reviewing the rubric / single-point competencies, what areas emerge as opportunities
for your professional learning and practice?

Based on your current students’/adult learners’ strengths and needs, what new learning
might you explore to address the needs?

Based on knowledge of your students/adult learners, and/or knowledge of
school/program goals, are there any new strategies or methods you’d like to explore and
implement this year?

How do you see yourself contributing to the school or district’s mission, vision, and/or
Vision of the Learner and what strategies can you learn more about to support that focus?
What are you considering for your learning goal?

What will it look like when you achieve your goal?

Professional Learning and Action Questions

Indicators of Success

What question will you focus on to address your goals?

What are the criteria for an accomplished practice?

How do you plan to collect and analyze evidence to assess progress toward your
goals?

What research/professional readings might you explore to support your professional
learning and achieve your goal?

What specific professional learning might you need to achieve your goal?

What support might you need from your colleagues, supervisor, others? How
frequently?

How might you apply your learning to practice? How often?

Determine Evidence

What evidence might you collect and analyze to understand progress toward your goal?
Quantitative or qualitative or both?

How would you like me as your evaluator to collect data/evidence for feedback?

From how many different situations should we examine data/evidence?

What are the advantages and disadvantages of the identified evidence?

How will the data help us to analyze your practice?

What is your timeline for collecting this evidence and measuring impact?

What are the anticipated challenges or obstacles, and how do you plan to address them?
How might you communicate/share your professional learning to your colleagues or
families?

What opportunities for professional learning do you believe would be beneficial for your
growth as an educator?

In what ways can we encourage collaboration and communication among colleagues

to promote a culture of sharing best practices?
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Analysis of Evidence

e What do you observe in your evidence?

e What patterns, themes, or outliers do you notice?

e What does the evidence say about how you are doing in relation to your goal and
indicators of success?

e Based on the evidence and your practice overall, what are your strengths?

e In what ways do you want to continue to grow or refine your knowledge, skill,
practice?

Learning Reflection and Next Steps

What is clear to you now?

What are you learning?

What do you understand now that you didn’t understand as clearly before?
How will this learning influence future actions?

What is a single sentence conclusion that represents your learning?

Under what circumstance might this conclusion not be true?

What are ways you continue to refine your practice?

What more do you want to learn and practice?

How might you accomplish that? What is your next plan?

What resources and support do you want or need?

Once learning has been implemented: What effect did the learning have on practice,
students?

Reflect on the Feedback Process

e |n what ways did my engagement with you support your learning?
e What did | do as a learning partner that helped you as a learner and how did it help?



APPENDIX C: Definition of Cohorts (Educator

Educator Cohort

Observation Framework

Induction1& 2 (Years 1& 2,
new to profession or State)

Minimum of 2 Formal Observations, 1 Informal Observation and
1 Review of Practice (verbal / written feedback, not rated)

Induction 3 & 4 (Years 3 & 4;

or, new to NFPS with prior
tenure in CT district)

Minimum of 2 Informal Observations and 1 Review of Practice
(verbal / written feedback, not rated)

Professional
(Tenured status)

Minimum of 1 Informal Observation and 1 Review of Practice
(verbal / written feedback, not rated)

Educator w/ 72/T3 support or
Corrective Support Plan in
previous year

Minimum of 2 Formal Observations, 1 Informal Observation, and
1 Review of Practice (verbal / written feedback, not rated)
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APPENDIX D: Growth Criteria and Evidence of Impact / Sources of Evidence (Educator)

Growth Criteria
An educator is determined to have successfully met the expectations of growth each year through:

e Reflection and artifacts of practice that demonstrate new professional learning for the
educator and the impact of professional learning and growth on the educator’s practice
(related, but not limited, to the educator’s goal).

e Evidence, using multiple measures, of the impact of professional growth and practice on
student learning, growth, and achievement (related, but not limited, to the educator’s goal).

e Articulation of next steps for professional growth in support of student learning needs.

Sample sources of evidence to demonstrate evidence of impact on professional growth, professional practice,
and student learning are listed below:

Evidence of Impact

Quantitative test scores are only one measure to consider as sources of evidence in support of the growth
criteria for educators; a range of qualitative tools, such as student work and district assessments, case
studies, student surveys, video clips, lesson plans, etc., should also be considered as evidence of impact
and evidence for reflection.

Examples of evidence of impact on practice
e Examples of lesson plans or planned tasks that demonstrate intentional instructional

practices/routines that support opportunities for personal, intellectual and academic
engagement

e Shift in balance of teacher talk - student talk

e Implementation of new instructional strategy

Examples of evidence of impact on student learning
(artifacts, formative assessments, student work samples, data or student surveys)

e FEvidence of students articulating what they are learning and why it matters (video clips
from the classroom, observations)

e Student work samples (with rubrics or criteria) that provide evidence teaching for mastery
of the standard through opportunities of personal, intellectual, and academic engagement

e Samples of student reflection linked to making meaning of learning through
reflection/student self-assessment

e Student survey results demonstrating cognitive engagement
Observed percent of time engaged in discourse

e Data from internal or external assessments
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APPENDIX E: General Glossary (Educator)

check-ins: Formal or informal meetings or conferences held in the spirit of collaboration between
the educator and evaluator and to engage in reciprocal dialogue regarding what is happening in
one’s practice at that moment in time including goal(s), professional learning, multiple and varied
forms of quantitative and qualitative evidence, adjustments, and next steps (i.e., classroom/
school/building or district). During each school year, a minimum of three check-ins (goal-setting,
mid-year, and end-year) provide an opportunity for discussions to set and adjust goals, celebrate
growth and positive impact, identify needs, assess and discuss evidence of learning, and next steps
in one’s learning.

community: A school community typically refers to the localized group of students, educators,
parents, and staff within a specific school, fostering a sense of belonging and shared objectives
within that school.

A district community encompasses a broader scope, involving multiple schools within a school

district, and often includes administrators, teachers, students, and families collaborating across
various educational schools and programs within that district. The district community addresses
overarching educational policies, resource allocation, and coordination among multiple schools
and programs to promote consistent and effective education across a larger administrative unit.

consensus protocol: Consensus decision-making is a creative and dynamic way of reaching
agreement in a group. Instead of simply voting for an item and having the majority getting their
way, a consensus group is committed to finding solutions that everyone actively supports — or
at least can live with.

By definition, in consensus no decision is made against the will of an individual or a minority. If
significant concerns remain unresolved, a proposal can be blocked and prevented from going
ahead. This means that the whole group has to work hard to find win-win solutions that address
everyone’s needs.

continuous learning process: The continuous learning process is a cycle of feedback,
reflection, goal setting, opportunities for professional learning, feedback from observations
(peers or evaluators), and a collection of and reflection on multiple measures of evidence. This
process is embedded into the goal-setting conference, mid-year check-in, and end-year
conference for educators each year, in addition to points of contact for feedback based on
observations and reviews of practice.

Corrective Support Plan: A pattern of persistent lack of growth and reflection or resistance to
growth-oriented feedback should lead to advancing levels of support with a defined process for
placing an educator on a Corrective Support Plan with indicators of success for transitioning out of
it. The Corrective Support Plan shall be developed in consultation with the educator and their
exclusive bargaining representative for certified teachers chosen pursuant to C.G.S. §10-153b.
Corrective Support Plans shall include clear objectives specific to the well documented area of
concern; resources, support, and interventions to address the area of concern; timeframes for
implementing the resources, support, and interventions; and supportive actions from the
evaluator.
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dispute resolution: A process for resolving disputes in cases where the evaluator and
educator being evaluated cannot agree on goals/objectives, the evaluation period, feedback,
or the professional learning plan or other outcomes of the evaluation process.

evidence: Evidence collected and presented as a part of the evaluation system may include
(but is not limited to) artifacts, observations of practice, student feedback, student
performance and growth data/evidence, and reflections of the educator on student learning,
growth, and achievement as part of the educator feedback process. Evidence can be both
qualitative and quantitative.

feedback: “Feedback is defined as a dynamic, dialogic process that uses evidence to engage a
learner, internally or with a learning partner, in constructing knowledge about practice and self.
Its primary purpose is learning that guides change” (Killion, 2019).

Quality Feedback:

e |s based on multiple and varied quantitative and qualitative indicators of evidence,

standards, and goal(s)

Is personalized

Is learning-focused or growth-oriented

Provides questions for reflection to refine or revise strategies

Expands understanding of one’s experiences and their implications for future

experiences

e Provides reflective opportunities to rework, refine, and reorder knowledge, attitudes,
skills, and/or practices

e |s timely, frequent, and reciprocal

From Killion, J. (2019). The feedback process: Transforming Feedback for Professional
Learning. Learning Forward.

formal observations: A formal observation (minimum of 30 minutes) is a structured and planned
process of watching, assessing, and evaluating an educator’s performance. This typically includes
a pre-conference and post-conference meeting and results in a written evaluation within five
school days.

goals and standards: Goals and standards should be based on an evidence based, high
leverage strategy or practice aligned with professional practice standards and consistent with
the goals of the district. Clear alignment between district, school, and certified staff goals
(departments, grade-level teams, or collaborations) improves the collective effectiveness of
professional practice.

growth criteria: Successful completion of the Continuous Learning Process, supported with
evidence that includes the impact the educators’ new learning had on their practice/goal, along
with a reflection on challenges and next steps, and the impact the educators’ new learning and
practice had on student learning, growth, and or achievement, supported by evidence.

high leverage goal: High leverage goals are based on professional practice standards and are
transferable across roles, disciplines, and positions and aligned to a strategic focus (i.e., a
portrait of a graduate). They address strategies for developing conceptual understanding and
have a high standard deviation effect size (Hattie, 2009).

informal observations: An informal observation is typically an unplanned / unannounced visit no
less than 15 minutes intended to evaluate educator performance. This typically includes either
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verbal or written feedback provided to the educator within five school days.

leader: A leader is defined as someone in a leadership position who has attained the 092
certification. This may include superintendent, assistant superintendent, principal, assistant
principal, pupil services director, or special education coordinator. This is not an exhaustive list,
but rather serves to illustrate the definition. Superintendents will confirm district leaders with
evaluation roles.

multiple measures: Can include, but is not limited to, student learning, educator learning,
cultural changes, growth, and achievement as mutually agreed upon during the goal-setting
process and may include additional evidence relative to one or more competencies.

mutual agreement: An agreement or condition that is reciprocal or agreed upon by all parties.

organizational health: Organizational health in schools and districts means how well the whole
school system is functioning. It encompasses various interconnected elements that contribute to
a positive and thriving learning environment, including leadership, culture and climate,
communication, professional learning, resource management, collaboration and teamwork,
student-centered focus, continuous improvement, community engagement, and innovation.

PDEC (Professional Development and Evaluation Committee): The Professional
Development and Evaluation Committee serves as the collaborative decision maker to
create, revise, and monitor the evaluation and growth system for the district, as well as the
professional learning plan for certified employees of the district. The committee also gathers
input and feedback for the development and updating of professional learning for
paraeducators.

professional learning: Professional learning and growth are centered around accelerating
individual and collective learning and closing the knowing-doing gap for leaders and educators.
This includes co-designing interactive, sustained, and customized learning growth opportunities
that are grounded in the evidence that is most needed and most effective. See also Appendix
F, Glossary of Professional Learning Opportunities (Educator).

review of practice: Reviews of practice serve as points of contact between an educator and
evaluator for reflection, sharing, feedback, and professional growth. It is an opportunity for
educator-evaluator dialogue that is focused on an artifact of practice selected by the educator
for reflection. These discussions may include, but are not limited to, non-classroom
observations (PPT meetings, data team meetings, parent meetings, etc.), reviews of student
work from a unit of study, and review of other educators’ artifacts.

rubric: A rubric is a systematic and standardized tool, designed as a continuum, and is used to
communicate the performance of educators based on specific criteria. It can be used to evaluate a
single criterion to emphasize specific expectations and provide targeted feedback for
improvement. It can encourage a growth mindset.

single point competency: A description of a standard of behavior or performance that
represents the enduring understanding of content and skill from a specific domain that is
framed only as a single set of desired outcomes rather than laid out across a rating or scale of
performance.

student outcomes: Student outcomes include multiple measures of student learning,
growth, and achievement as mutually agreed upon during the goal setting process.
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tiered support: Increasing levels of support for educators in their professional growth.

Tier 1

It is the expectation that all educators consistently access opportunities for professional
growth within their district. Tier 1 supports are broadly accessible professional learning
opportunities for all, inclusive of, but not limited to, collegial professional conversations,
classroom visits, available district resources (e.g., books, articles, videos etc.), formal
professional learning opportunities developed and designed by the district PDEC, and
other general support for all educators (e.g., instructional coaching). These resources
should be identified through a goal setting process by mutual agreement.

Tier 2

In addition to Tier 1, Tier 2 supports are more intensive in duration, frequency and focus
(e.g., a specific professional learning opportunity, observation of specific classroom
practices, etc.) that can be either suggested by the educator and/or recommended by an
evaluator to address a targeted area of need for growth.

Tier 3

Tier 3 supports are responsive to previously discussed concerns and are assigned by an
evaluator. Tier 3 supports have a clearly articulated area of focus, duration of time, and
criteria for success, and may include a decision to move to a Corrective Support Plan.
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APPENDIX F: Glossary of Professional Learning Opportunities (Educator)

High quality professional learning enhances both educator practice and outcomes for each
and every student. High-quality professional learning integrates research on effective adult
learning and uses interactive, flexible designs to achieve intended outcomes.

advanced coursework: Courses offered at a college, university, or other institution, in person or
online, which further educator skills and/or provide professional training. Coursework
undertaken individually by an educator may be cited in reflections and shared at check-ins, with
evidence of impact on professional learning, practice, and student growth noted.

case study: A longitudinal review of student data (quantitative and qualitative) to examine and
document student growth over time for the purpose of deepening understanding and informing
next steps.

coaching: A process based on trust in which professional colleagues work together to reflect on
current practices; expand, refine, and build new skills; share, implement, and reflect on
evidence-based practice; examine data and student work to develop action plans; teach one
another; conduct classroom research; and/or solve problems.

examination of student work: Individuals or groups of educators review samples of work from
various students. They identify strengths, areas for improvement, and design instructional plans
as a result of the examination most often through the use of a structured protocol.

job-embedded: Any activity that is tied in with authentic classroom practice. May include,
but is not limited to:

- Examining student data

« Mentoring / coaching

- Book study

« Co-planning

- Investigating print and online resources

« Lesson study

« Learning walks / Visitations/observations within a school

learning walks: Groups of educators visiting classrooms with a specific curricular or
instructional focus as the lens for collection of evidence, reflection, and debrief. Although
learning walks may include leaders at times, these are non-evaluative classroom visits to
build shared vision for effective practice.

lesson study: Groups of teachers planning a lesson, observing one present the lesson,
and then reflecting on it afterwards to revise, enhance, and (ideally) implement again with
the same students or in a different classroom.

mentoring: A relationship between a less experienced educator and a more experienced
mentor, in which the mentor provides guidance and feedback regarding practice.

peer observation: An opportunity for teachers to observe each other during classroom
instruction. Teachers may want to observe peers to see a new teaching strategy in action,
learn a new model of instruction, or analyze classroom processes and procedures.

personal professional reading: Individual, self-driven reading and processing of texts, in
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order to improve one’s own teaching practice.

professional literature study (book study, journal articles, etc.): Structures and collaborative
processes in which individuals or groups of professionals engage in the examination and
discussion of a relevant and informative text. The purpose of this study is to promote continuous
learning, professional development, and the exchange of ideas and best practices within a
specific field or industry. By engaging in a professional book study, individuals can deepen their
understanding of key concepts, stay current in their field, and enhance their ability to apply new
knowledge to their professional practice. This collaborative and structured approach to learning
helps foster a culture of continuous improvement and professional growth within a community of
practitioners.

protocols: A learning tool that is structured and rule-based. Often implemented to aid in new
learning for groups or individuals; protocols are also used in the review of data or tuning of
curriculum documents to ensure an objective, systematic approach to the work. Protocols may
also be used for article discussions, case studies, book reviews, and other procedures in
workshops and other learning designs.

school visits: Observation of practice or teaching at a different school or institution to
gain new knowledge, ideas, or activities.

student shadow: Follow a particular student during the academic day for a designated
time, for a particular identified purpose, i.e., engagement.

walkthroughs: A team of leaders who visit classrooms with a specific curricular or
instructional focus as the lens for collection of evidence, reflection, and debrief. This
evidence is reviewed, and next steps are determined as a result of this practice.

web-based learning: Use of online resources or learning activities to develop new
learning or techniques for the classroom.

workshops: Meetings where participants are involved in group discussions or learning
experiences and are normally organized around one or more theme areas. Workshops allow
participants with differing values and priorities to build a common understanding of the problems
and opportunities confronting them. May take place at school or outside.
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APPENDIX G: NFPS Educator Continuous Learning Process Forms

Goal-Setting & Reflection
Mid-Year Reflection
End-of-Year Reflection
Lesson Planning Template
Observation Feedback
End-of-Year Evaluation

Orientation to NFPS Educator Evaluation and Growth System to be completed by
October 15th. Non-negotiable Process Element of the CT Guidelines (2023).

Date of Completion:
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New Fairfield Public Schools
Goal Setting & Reflection

Educator:

Goal Setting
(complete by 10/15)

Educators develop one high-leverage goal focused on High Quality Instruction
(HQI), aligned to the CCT Framework and connected to the NFPS District
Priorities, NFPS Strategic Plan, and/or school goals. Goals can be developed
collaboratively.

The District Goal for High-Quality Instruction:

Educators orchestrate and evaluate student-centered learning through questioning, listening,
eliciting student thinking, and providing actionable feedback to support students in making
meaning.

Tasks support mastery of the standard and success is clearly defined. They are designed for
students to make meaning, and provide an opportunity for each student to engage personally,
intellectually, and academically.

The learning environment is inclusive, flexible, and socially, emotionally, and intellectually
safe in order to foster authenticity, personal connections, learning with and from others, and
intellectual risk-taking.

Learners are academically and intellectually engaged to make meaning and connections.
Learners take ownership of their learning through civil discourse, questioning, taking risks,
extending thinking, collaborating, and persevering.

Educator Goal: (What is your learning goal? Indicate the related CCT Domain / Indicator.)

Educator Action Plan: (What actions will you take to achieve your goal?)

Impact on Educator Practice: (How will your learning impact your practice?)

Impact on Student Learning: (How will your learning impact students’ learning?)
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https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/sde/evaluation-and-support/cctrubricforeffectiveteaching2017.pdf?la=en

Mid-Year Reflection
(complete between 1/2 - 2/15)

Impact on Educator Practice: (How has your learning impacted your practice so far?)

Impact on Student Learning: (How has your learning impacted students’ learning so
far?)

Educator Action Plan: (What actions have you taken so far to achieve your goal? What
changes, if any, need to be made to your plan? What will you do during the remainder of
the year?)
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End-of-Year Reflection
(completed by 2 days prior to your EoY conference)

Educator Action Plan: (What actions did you take to achieve your goal?)

Impact on Educator Practice: (How did your learning impact your practice?)

Impact on Student Learning: (How did your learning impact students’ learning?)

Reflection on the Year: (What challenges did you face this year? What successes did
you have? What are you proud of from this year?)

Future Focus: (What do you see as a likely area of focus for your development, in the
coming year?)
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New Fairfield Public Schools Lesson Planning Template

Teacher: Subject/Grade: Date:
Observer:

CONTEXT

Standard(s): (CCSS or Content Area) NEn EARErED

PUBLIC SCHOOLS X
ARE... “~

Lesson Objective(s): (What will students know, be able to do and understand as a result of
this lesson?)

Lesson Context: (Where does this lesson fall within the unit of study?)

Why is this important beyond this lesson?

(click the image)

TASK

The task supports mastery of the standard and success is clearly defined. It is designed for students to make meaning,
and provides an opportunity for each student to engage personally, intellectually, and academically.

Task Design Cube

How will students engage personally?
How will students engage academically?
How will students engage intellectually?

How will students know what success looks like and when they’ve achieved it?

EDUCATOR

The educator orchestrates and evaluates student-centered learning through questioning, listening, eliciting student
thinking, and providing actionable feedback to support students in making meaning.

What will I do to orchestrate student-centered learning?

50
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https://docs.google.com/document/d/1DXqV3WRAPLw4FBa_rrG3ujRsfh_X92RlarLc4DvRs6U/edit?usp=sharing

How will I provide feedback to students?
What will I do to provide scaffolding as needed, while supporting student independence?

How will you know if students learned what you intended and what will you do if they didn’t?

LEARNERS

The learners are academically and intellectually engaged to make meaning and connections. Learners take
ownership of their learning through civil discourse, questioning, taking risks, extending thinking, collaborating, and
persevering.

What is the relevant background of the learners?
How will students know what they are learning and why?
What opportunities will students have to make meaning and connections?

What opportunities will students have to set goals, solve problems, be reflective and/or persevere?

LEARNING ENVIRONMENT

The learning environment is inclusive, flexible, and socially, emotionally, and intellectually safe in order to foster
authenticity, personal connections, learning with and from others, and intellectual risk-taking.

In addition to what you’ve done over time to create an emotionally and intellectually safe
learning environment ...

How will students interact with one another?
What decisions will students make within this lesson?

What about this lesson adds to the inclusive nature of the learning environment so that students
feel that they all belong and/or see themselves represented?
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Observation Feedback (Reference specific CCT Competencies / NEPS Performance Standards.)

Observed:

Subject/Grade:

Date:

The learners are academically and intellectually
engaged to make meaning and connections.
Learners take ownership of their learning through
civil discourse, questioning, taking risks, extending
thinking, collaborating, and persevering.

The educator orchestrates and evaluates
student-centered learning through questioning,
listening, eliciting student thinking, and providing
actionable feedback to support students in making
meaning.

The task supports mastery of the standard and
success is clearly defined. It is designed for students
to make meaning, and provides an opportunity for
each student to engage personally, intellectually,
and academically.

The learning environment is inclusive, flexible,
and socially, emotionally, and intellectually safe

in order to foster authenticity, personal connections,
learning with and from others, and intellectual
risk-taking.

Additional Feedback:

52




New Fairfield Public Schools
REVIEW OF PRACTICE

Educator: Date:

Review of Practice is a point of contact between an educator and evaluator for reflection, sharing,
feedback, and professional growth. It is an opportunity for educator-evaluator dialogue that is
focused on an artifact of practice selected by the educator for reflection. The review of practice
entails the following:

o The educator selects an artifact or experience to share with the administrator.
Artifacts of practice may include the following (not intended as an exhaustive list):
student work samples, lesson plan, lesson video, task design, formative assessment
tool, student data set, etc.

The educator describes and reflects on the artifact using the template below.

o The educator submits the completed Review of Practice template (and related
artifact if possible) to the evaluator at least 48 hours prior to the review meeting.

o The educator and evaluator meet to discuss the artifact or experience and engage in
professional dialogue about its implications.

Scheduling of the Review of Practice meeting should be undertaken by the educator
(October - April) with attention to the timing of their mid-year and end-year conference to
allow for dialogue and feedback at the Review of Practice that is in addition to the three
growth conference meetings (initial, mid-year, and end-year). An evaluator may also
recommend or schedule a review of practice if appropriate.

Artifact Reflection: Describe and reflect on your selected artifact / experience for this

Review of Practice. You may also attach any relevant evidence. Submit to your evaluator at least
48 hours prior to your Review of Practice conference.
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New Fairfield Public Schools
End-of-Year Evaluation

Educator:

Evaluator:

Commendations and Recommendations:

Growth Criteria Met (yes / no):

Educator Signature

Date

Evaluator Signature

Date
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APPENDIX H: Corrective Support Plan Template (Educator)

NFPS CORRECTIVE SUPPORT PLAN

Educator Evaluator Date
School Grade / Program
Objective

Area(s) of concern (noting CCT Standard)

Resources, Supports, Strategies, and Intervention

Timeframe for implementation and monitoring / review of progress

Supportive Evaluator Actions

Evidence of Growth / Indicators of Success

The expectation is that the level of performance defined in the plan will be maintained with
consistency beyond the period of structured assistance.

Signature (Educator)

Signature (Evaluator)
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APPENDIX |I: Sample Corrective Support Plan (Educator)

NFPS CORRECTIVE SUPPORT PLAN

Educator: B.Thomas Evaluator: A. Smith Date:

School: NFMS Grade / Program: 6th grade science

Objective: To improve instructional practices that lead students to construct meaning and apply new learning

Area(s) of concern (noting CCT Standard)
Lessons observed have been primarily whole group, teacher-directed or independent practice
(ie. packets). Growth is focused on expanding opportunities for students to construct new and

meaningful learning through purposeful discourse, application of learning in new contexts,
collaborative experiences, and small group, flexible groupings..

CCT Domain 3, Indicator 3b: Leading students to construct meaning and apply new learning
through the use of a variety of differentiated and evidenced-based learning strategies

Single-Point Competency, CCT Domain 3, Indicator 3b:

The teacher implements effective instruction for active learning that:

> Employs differentiated strategies, tasks, and questions that cognitively engage
students through appropriately integrated recall, problem-solving, critical and creative
thinking, purposeful discourse, and/or inquiry.

> Uses resources and flexible groupings that cognitively engage students.

> Fosters students’ ownership, self-direction, and choice of resources and/or flexible
groupings to develop their learning.

> Provides multiple opportunities for students to develop independence as learners.

And where students:

> Demonstrate new learning in multiple ways, including application of new learning to
make connections between concepts.

> Generate their own questions and problem solving strategies and synthesize and
communicate information.

> Approach learning in ways that will be effective for them as individual learners.
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Resources, Supports, Strategies, and Intervention

Professional text: Next Steps with Academic Conversations (Zwiers, 2019)

Explicitly teach discourse strategies / structures / expectations, then integrate a
discourse strategy each day into lesson plan

Classroom visits alongside CIL with guiding questions to note teacher moves that
support student engagement and application of learning

Planning templates for small group instruction using iReady data

CIL modeling of targeted small group instruction

Implement small group instruction across curriculum areas to target the range of student
needs.

Timeframe for implementation and monitoring / review of progress

Review of Progress: (DATE)

6 weeks (Insert dates)

Supportive Evaluator Actions

Mentor assigned and provided time for planning, classroom visits, and other mentoring
activities.

Review of lesson plans weekly with feedback / annotations.

Bi-weekly mini observations and/or feedback meetings (with bullet-points of
conversation recorded for reference).

Evidence of Growth / Indicators of Success

Lesson plans demonstrate a range of strategies for cognitive student engagement and
active learning;

Observation of instructional practices and learning tasks that consistently provide
opportunities for students to engage in intentional discourse with one another,
inquiry-based problem solving, and application of skills and knowledge.

Student work samples

The expectation is that the level of performance defined in the plan will be maintained with
consistency beyond the period of structured assistance.

Signature (Educator) Signature (Evaluator)
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NEW FAIRFIELD PUBLIC SCHOOLS

Leader Evaluation and Growth System
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Standards and Criteria for Leaders

With the goal to strengthen individual leadership and the collective instructional and organizational
capacity of New Fairfield Public Schools, a shared vision and language for effective leadership in the
district is critical. It ensures clarity of expectations, fosters reflection and dialogue, provides for
specific feedback, and supports accountability. For that reason, the New Fairfield Leader Evaluation
and Growth System utilizes the Connecticut Common Core of Leaders (CCL) and Connecticut School
Leadership Standards (CSLS) (and corresponding Connecticut Leader Evaluation and Support
rubrics) to support leader practice discussions, self-assessment, dialogue, and descriptive feedback.
While these rubrics can be used for specific dialogue and feedback in growth conferences,
corresponding single-point competencies of the CCL-CSLS are used for high-leverage goal-setting
and success criteria for leaders in this system. Links to the CCL-CSLS rubrics and the related
single-point competencies that have been mapped for leaders in the New Fairfield Public Schools
are provided in Appendix J.

A Continuous Learning Process: Goal Setting, Professional Practice and
Evaluator/Observer/ Stakeholder Feedback and Engagement

The New Fairfield Public Schools Leadership Evaluation and Growth System seeks to foster
the continuous growth of all administrators in the district while also providing clarity and
accountability within leader roles. The system is designed to foster both the individual
growth of administrators in the district and the collective capacity of leadership in the district
to support teacher effectiveness and student learning outcomes. This is made possible by a
continuous learning process that allows leaders to engage in self-reflection, planning,
collaboration, and professional learning opportunities throughout and across years to
deepen their knowledge, practice, and efficacy with the goal of growing organizational
capacity, teacher effectiveness, and in turn student learning. The leader models being a
learner, engaging actively in feedback and dialogue with the evaluator as a thought-partner
in this process. The components of this continuous learning process are described in the
pages that follow.

Goal Setting for Continuous Improvement (Leader)

Leader growth in the New Fairfield Leader Evaluation and Growth System is grounded in a
continuous improvement cycle implemented each year collaboratively between the leader and
primary evaluator. An orientation to this process must be provided to all leaders prior to the start of
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the process and no later than October 15th. All leaders/educators are assigned a primary evaluator
(092 or 093).

Professional goals are at the heart of the leader’s growth, with a cycle that unfolds each year to
allow multiple opportunities for professional dialogue, reflection, and feedback related to
transformational leadership, professional practice, and student learning. This cycle is intended to
celebrate strengths, inspire next steps, and identify areas for growth, with the goal of bringing
systems in the school and/or district, teacher effectiveness, and student learning to new levels. In
the spirit of continuous improvement and ongoing growth, this goal process is captured visually not
as a linear journey but rather as a cycle that allows the leader and evaluator to build on rich
professional dialogue and growth in practice from one year to the next. It is a process that also links
to the site visits and review of practice artifact discussion as vehicles that provide points of contact
between leader and evaluator and support ongoing reflection, dialogue, and feedback at points
distributed throughout the year. Also, in this model, reflection and learning from one year can inform
the next steps for growth or professional learning, with the opportunity for a goal or focus to carry
over or be deepened from one year to the next, not in a predetermined manner but rather as the
dialogue and work unfolds during the year and across multiple years.

Continuous Improvement Cycle

S
Goal Conference . Professional

) \\ Learning

Reflection /;

/

[ End Year Reflection H
& Growth Organizational

Conference Capacity, Site Visit
Educator \_______

Observation /

Reflection i Reflection
Feedback _ Feedback
Dialogue / Dialogue

| Mid Year Reflection |
& Growth
Site Visit ‘ Conference
~ with Artifact
Review

Observation /

Professional
Learning

Professional goals in this system serve dual purposes: (1) to shape opportunities for professional
growth in a selected domain of practice for a leader, and (2) to impact educator effectiveness and
student learning in a manner that is evidenced in performance measures, student work, or other
evidence from the classroom. Dialogue between leaders and evaluators at multiple points across
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the year allow for ongoing focus on the goal and meaningful reflection and feedback. The
expectations for a given year regarding these professional leader goals are outlined below.

Goal Setting
Completed by November 1

Mid-year Check-in
Completed by March 1

End-of-Year Reflection
Completed by June 30

Beginning of the Year Goal
and Planning
- Self reflect
- Review data &
evidence

Goal, Rationale, Alignment,
and Educator Action Plan
- Draft goal, rationale,
and professional
learning plan (may
include deepening a
previous year’s goal, if
applicable)
- Indicate alignment to
CCL indicator in either
C in1(l . I
Leadership) or Domain
4 (Culture and
Climate), unless

otherwise agreed
upon by leader and
evaluator

- Goal must support
district priorities /
strategic plan, school
improvement plan,
etc.

- May include
deepening previous
year’s goal (if
applicable)

Goal Setting Conference

- Mutually agree on 1-,
2-, or 3-year goal,
examine related CCL
indicator, and discuss
connection to district
goals

- Discuss professional
learning needs and

Mid-Year Check-In: Reflection,
Adjustments, and Next Steps
- Self-Reflection: Review
and reflect on current
actions towards goal
and growth of
leadership practice,
educator and student
learning, and
achievement
- Select an Artifact for
review to bring to MOY
conference for
discussion (note link to
CCL indicator).

Mid-Year Conference

- Discuss reflection
points and related
evidence of impact on
organizational growth,
educator practice, and
student learning.

- Share Artifact for
review with evaluator
for discussion

- Engage in conversation
with feedback from
evaluator

- Adjust and revise goal
and next steps as
needed

End-of-Year Reflection and
Feedback Process
- Self-Reflection: Review
and reflect on current
actions towards goal
and growth of
leadership practice,
educator and student
learning, and
achievement
- Written reflection
addresses goal / action
plan and CCL Domains
- Submit reflection to
evaluator 48 hours prior
to End-Year Conference

End-of-Year
Conference/Summative
Feedback and Growth Criteria
- Discuss reflection and
share evidence of
impact on
organizational growth,
educator practice, and
student learning.
- Discuss feedback from
evaluator
- Consider future goals
- Evaluator provides
written summative
feedback and guides
next steps
- Annual Summary
approval
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action steps, aligned
to professional status
and goals

- Discuss multiple
measures of evidence
of student and
educator learning,
student, educator, and
organizational growth
and achievement

Orientation to the New Fairfield Public Schools Leader Evaluation and Growth System process will
occur each year in the district by October 15th. The orientation will include an overview of:

Goal setting aligned to CCL and related professional learning plans
Use of standards, rubrics, and single-point competencies

Site visits

Review of practice

Growth criteria

Tiered supports

Dispute resolution

Initial Goal-Setting (completed by November 1)

Goal-setting is undertaken each year by the leader in collaboration with an evaluator. The leader and
evaluator come to a mutual agreement on a goal aligned to the CCL-CSLS rubric and single-point
competencies. This mutually-agreed upon 1-year, 2-year, or 3-year goal is informed by reflection on
multiple measures of evidence of organizational health, student and educator learning, student and
educator growth and achievement, includes a professional learning plan, and identifies support that
is consistent with the educator’s professional status. The goal is informed by reflection on multiple
measures of evidence (organizational health, educator and student learning, performance and

achievement measures) as well as the leader’s own practice, includes a professional learning plan,
and identifies support that is consistent with their professional status. Measurement towards the
goal can include qualitative or quantitative evidence that impacts organizational, educator, and
student learning and performance. Possible sources of evidence are noted below and also in the
Growth Criteria section of this plan. The goal is to be submitted using the Leader Goal-Setting
Template.

Evidence of Impact
While impact of the leader’s actions and learning from goal plan implementation must be evidenced in some
manner, quantitative test scores are only one measure to consider; a range of qualitative tools should also
be considered as evidence of impact and evidence for reflection. Below are some possible sources of
evidence (not intended to be an exhaustive list).
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Examples of evidence of impact on leadership practice, organizational capacity,
and educator and student learning

Strategic plan / School improvement plan outcomes documented

Classroom walkthroughs / learning walks / instructional rounds (or video clips)
Journal entries / learning logs

Artifacts from professional learning sessions developed by the leader

Data analysis and related action steps

Operational artifacts that impact systems (schedules, program restructuring, etc.)
Stakeholder survey feedback

Performance data of whole child development (academic, social-emotional, behavioral
data, etc.)

Feedback to educators for growth

e Stakeholder / community communication

Mid-Year Reflection and Goal Conference (completed by March 1)
The midyear check-in consists of reciprocal dialogue between the leader and evaluator. In

preparation for this conference, the leader engages in self-reflection on progress toward their goal
and the impact that actions have had on the organizational growth of the school / district, on
educator effectiveness, and student learning.

The leader brings to the midyear conference an artifact selected for an Artifact Review. This artifact
may be any of the artifacts indicated in the previously-referenced “Evidence of Impact” or another
illustration or example of transformational leadership related to domains of the CCL-CSLS. The
artifact may be quantitative or qualitative. The mid-year conference provides an opportunity to
discuss this artifact specifically and in the broader context of the leader’s goal reflection and any site
visit feedback from the evaluator. The conference is intended to provide the leader with an
opportunity for further reflection, to receive feedback from their evaluator, and to plan revisions or
next steps related to their goal.

End-Year Reflection and Summative Conference (completed by June 30)

The end-of-year reflection and summative conference provides an opportunity for discussion
between the leader and evaluator to continue the discussion of progress toward the leader's goals,
professional learning as it relates to the leader's professional growth and practice, and impact on
organizational systems and capacity, educator and student learning and growth, and student
performance and achievement as evidenced by multiple and varied qualitative and quantitative
indicators. The leader undertakes an end-of-year self-reflection that is to include an analysis of the
impact of their continued professional learning on their leadership practice, and an analysis of the
evidence of impact on organizational, educator, and student growth, with alignment to the domains /
indicators of the CCL-CSLS and connections to district priorities, strategic plan, and school
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improvement plans. It can also include reflection on strengths and concerns as well as possible next
steps for the goal or another professional learning focus for the upcoming school year. This
self-reflection is to be completed in writing using the Leader End-Year Reflection template and
should be submitted 48 hours prior to the end-of-year summative conference to ensure time for the
evaluator to read the reflection before meeting and to ensure the most effective use of the
conference time. The evidence analyzed and discussed in the end-of-year reflection is important for
the leader's subsequent self-assessment and goal setting revisions or new goal.

The evaluator provides specific, actionable feedback related to the leader’s goal at the summative
conference. Discussion of site visits and feedback aligned to the CCL-CSLS rubric and single-point
competencies is also provided in the conference. The evaluator then writes a concise summary of
the leader’s professional practice and growth based on the actions and professional learning
undertaken and related impact. This will include reference to CCL-CSLS single-point competencies
as appropriate across relevant domains / indicators. The written summary will make a distinction
regarding the leader's successful completion of the professional learning process based on the
growth criteria articulated in the Leader Evaluation and Growth System. (See the Growth Criteria
section of this plan for further details.)

Professional Practice and Leader Growth

The New Fairfield Public Schools Leader Evaluation and Support System leverages site visits as a
valuable point of contact and opportunity for feedback and dialogue in support of continuous
learning and growth for the leader. Site visits are intended to provide an opportunity for observation
of leadership undertaken in context. Site visits allow for reflection opportunities and timely,
meaningful feedback based on leader goals, CCL-CSLS domains and indicators, and district / school
priorities, strategic plans, and school improvement plans. Reflection and dialogue between leader
and evaluator following a site visit is to be grounded in the Connecticut Common Core of Leading
(CCL) rubrics and related single-point competencies to ensure specific feedback for growth.

Leader Cohort Observation Framework
Induction (Years 1& 2 in Minimum of 3 Site Visits / Observations and 2 Artifact Reviews
administration, or new to the | (verbal / written feedback, not rated)
district)
Professional (Years 3 & Minimum of 2 Site Visits / Observations and 1 Artifact Review
beyond as an NFPS (verbal / written feedback, not rated)
administrator)
Leader w/ T2/T3 support or | Minimum of 3 Site Visits / Observations and 2 Artifact Reviews
Corrective Support Plan in (verbal / written feedback, not rated)
previous year

63



Definitions for these professional practice structures are provided below. Site visit feedback (verbal
and written) is to be provided within five school days. Additional observations of professional
practice can be conducted as mutually agreed upon or as deemed necessary.

e Site Visits / Observations are for a minimum of 30 minutes; they may be scheduled by the
leader, announced by the evaluator, or unannounced. Site visits / observations may be
differentiated based on the leader’s goal area, domains / indicators to be observed, or areas
of focus for district and/or school improvement. Site visits / observations may include such
activities as evaluator classroom walkthroughs / learning walks, attending leadership team
meetings, faculty meetings, or professional learning sessions, community events being held
by the leader, and/or data meetings with the leader or building-based leadership team. Site
visits / observations are to be followed with verbal and/or written feedback from the
evaluator within 5 school days of the observation, with responsibility shared by both leader
and evaluator to initiate the feedback dialogue.

e Artifact Review is a point of contact between a leader and evaluator for reflection, sharing,

feedback, and professional growth. It is an opportunity for leader-evaluator dialogue that is
focused on an artifact of practice selected by the leader for reflection. The artifact review
entails the following:

o The leader selects an artifact or experience to share with the evaluator. Examples of
an artifact include the following (not intended as an exhaustive list): student work
samples or video clip of instructional practice related to school improvement or
district priorities, data analysis and proposed action steps, stakeholder feedback,
leadership team meeting agendas, BOE presentation / report, etc.

o The leader describes and reflects on the artifact at the growth conference. (Note:
One artifact review may be incorporated into the leader’s mid-year conference;
additional artifact reviews are to be scheduled as a separate meeting.)

o The leader and evaluator meet to discuss the artifact or experience and engage in
professional dialogue about its implications.

To ensure that professional practice structures are relevant and foster professional growth, leaders
may schedule site visits (to the extent possible) and request feedback specific to elements of their
goal area. Evaluators can bring forward feedback in other areas of the CCL-CSLS domains /
indicators as well and may also request that specific observations be scheduled for other areas of
focus if needed to support or enhance the professional learning and growth of a leader.

Evaluator/Observer/Stakeholder Feedback and Engagement
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Site visits and artifact reviews are intended to occur as components that foster a continuous learning
process. The identified high leverage goal of the leader provides a potential (but not exclusive) focus
for strategic evidence collection during the site visit and feedback. Evaluators provide leaders with
specific feedback based on evidence, standards / CCL-CSLS, and the leader’s goal; ensure timely
access to professional learning opportunities and support(s) as needed; and continue to collect
evidence of leader practice and progress toward goals through multiple sources of evidence,
including site visits and artifact reviews. Feedback from site visits is to be provided within five school
days. Responsibility is shared by both leader and evaluator to initiate the feedback dialogue in a
timely manner.

Quality feedback in the NFPS Leader Evaluation and Growth System:

« Is based on multiple and varied quantitative and qualitative indicators of evidence, standards /
CCL, and articulated goals,

« Is personalized for the leader and context,

- Is learning-focused or growth-oriented,

« Provides questions for reflection to refine or revise strategies,

« Expands understanding of one’s experiences and their implications for future experiences,

« Provides opportunities to rework, refine, and revise knowledge, attitudes, skills, and/ or practices,
- Is timely, specific, frequent, and reciprocal.

Growth Criteria (Leader)

A leader is determined to have successfully met the expectations of growth each year through:

e Reflection and artifacts of practice that demonstrate new professional learning for the
leader and the impact of professional learning and growth on the leader’s practice
(related, but not limited, to the educator’s goal).

e Evidence, using multiple measures, of the impact of leader professional learning and
growth related to organizational growth, educator growth, and student learning outcomes
(related, but not limited, to the educator’s goal).

e Articulation of next steps for professional growth in support of organizational growth,
educator effectiveness, and student learning needs.

Sample sources of evidence are listed below and intentionally parallel evidence of impact for goals.
Leaders may ground their evidence of growth in professional learning and practice related
specifically to their goal for the year, but additional organizational, educator, or student data
discussed during the year and feedback for growth outside of the goal area shared by the evaluator
in conferences may also be considered in relation to a leader’s growth. If feedback for growth in
other areas has been provided by the evaluator during the year, it is expected that the leader will
reflect on and demonstrate progress in these areas at the growth conferences that follow.
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Evidence of Impact

Quantitative test scores are only one measure to consider as sources of evidence in support of the growth
criteria for educators; a range of qualitative tools, such as student work samples, observation checklists
from instructional rounds, learning agendas, video clips from the classroom, stakeholder surveys,
community presentations, etc., should also be considered as evidence of impact for reflection.

and educator and student learning

Strategic plan / School improvement plan outcomes documented

Classroom walkthroughs / learning walks / instructional rounds (or video clips)

Journal entries / learning logs

Artifacts from professional learning sessions developed by the leader

Data analysis and related action steps

Operational artifacts that impact systems (schedules, program restructuring, etc.)
Stakeholder survey feedback

Performance data of whole child development (academic, social-emotional, behavioral)
Feedback to educators for growth

Stakeholder / community communication

Process Elements (Leader)

The following sections outline the procedures and process elements that guide the implementation
of the New Fairfield Public Schools Leader Evaluation and Growth System. Note that each leader will

have a primary evaluator and, when applicable, a co-evaluator can collaborate to provide specific,
expert feedback relevant to aspects of a given role.

¢ Timeline

While dates below appear linear in nature, the continuous learning process is intended to be a

cyclical process that allows leaders to build on a professional learning focus and goal from one year

to the next. Also, note that these dates are subject to extension when circumstances justify such
action, such as leader or evaluator extended absence due to iliness or family emergency,
disruptions due to weather, etc.

Leaders will participate in an orientation by

Orientation October 15.

By November 1
Initial Goal Conference
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Submit Goal Setting & Reflection
(111 due date).

By March 1

Mid Year Reflection & Growth Conference
(Includes Artifact Review)

By June 30

End Year Reflection & Growth Conference
Submit EOY Goal Reflection

(2 days prior to Growth Conference)

e Tiered Support (Leader)

All New Fairfield Public School leaders are to have access to high-quality, relevant professional
learning opportunities to improve practice and grow professionally over time. In a plan committed to
professional growth, we seek to provide specific, descriptive feedback and differentiated supports
for leaders to ensure that they are able to be successful in their practice and their impact on
organizational growth, educator effectiveness, and student learning.

Differentiated professional growth opportunities begin in Tier 1 at goal-setting and growth
conferences to discuss action steps in support of a leader’s goals. Evaluators can make
recommendations in those growth conferences to address areas of growth for a leader. In addition,
site visits can be targeted to provide feedback in areas of goal-setting and growth.

If evaluators have continued concerns regarding a leader's progress not only related to goals
discussed at the start of the year but in any area of practice articulated in the CCL-CSLS and related
rubrics and single-point competencies, feedback should be provided promptly verbally and
documented for the leader. This feedback should be accompanied by increasing intensities of
support in Tier 2 and then Tier 3 (as needed). All three tiers of support must be implemented prior to
the development of a Corrective Support Plan. Below are examples of supports of increasing
intensity; this list is not exhaustive but provides examples that capture the spirit of tiered support
and should be considered:

Examples of Administrator / Leader Tiered Supports

Tier 1 Tier 1 supports are professional learning experiences available to all leaders,
such as:

Collegial discourse; site visit feedback; classroom / other school visits;
professional texts; webinars; district professional learning opportunities

Tier 2 Following_specific, descriptive feedback aligned to the CCL-CSLS
single-point competencies from the evaluator (and documented):
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Supports noted above are adapted with increased intensity in focus,
frequency, and duration. (For instance, Tier 2 support may include
structured observation of specific leadership practices and debrief by the
evaluator, leadership coaching sessions by a colleague / mentor, etc.
suggested by the leader or recommended by the evaluator.)

Also, additional informal / formal observations or site visits may be
conducted.

Tier 3 Following_specific, descriptive feedback aligned to the CCL-CSLS from the
evaluator (and documented):

Clearly articulated areas of focus, duration of time, and criteria for success
are outlined. In addition to Tier 2 supports, Tier 3 plans may include such
supports as formal mentor assignment and additional informal / formal
observations, including an alternate evaluator conducting one or more
observations / site visits.

Tier 3 plans are to be developed in consultation with the evaluator, leader,
and NFAA representative. A start date and duration of time for this level of
support should be documented. Tier 3 supports may include a decision to
move to a Corrective Support Plan.

Multiple, significant concerns or a severe lapse of judgment may result in a
leader moving to Tier 3 or a Corrective Support Plan directly; this will be
communicated explicitly and with NFAA representation present for the
educator.

Lack of growth and reflection over time, despite tiered supports available, or resistance to
growth-oriented feedback leads to the development of a Corrective Support Plan for a leader. The
Corrective Support Plan is a process that is separate from the leader growth model.

e Corrective Support Plan (Leader)

Lack of growth and reflection over time, despite tiered supports available, or resistance to
growth-oriented feedback, leads to the development of a Corrective Support Plan for a leader. The
Corrective Support Plan is developed in consultation with the evaluator, leader, and NFAA
representative. A template for a Corrective Support Plan is provided in Appendix Q. The planis to
include:

e Clear objectives specific to the well-documented area of concern (aligned to CCL-CSLS
single-point competencies);

e Resources, supports, and interventions to address the area of concern;

e Timeframes for implementing supports and monitoring / reviewing progress;
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e Supportive actions from the evaluator; and
e FEvidence of growth / indicators of success.

A meeting at the conclusion of the Corrective Support Plan period will include the evaluator, leader,
and NFAA representative to discuss the outcome. Lack of significant progress in the timeframe of
the Corrective Support Plan may result in recommendation of separation from the position for the
leader as the outcome. Alternatively, an outcome at the conclusion of the timeframe of a Corrective
Support Plan may include a decrease in the level of support if significant progress is demonstrated.
The expectation is that the level of performance defined in the plan will be maintained by the leader
with consistency beyond the period of corrective support.

Continuation of a Corrective Support plan may be possible in some instances, but it should be noted
that this level of support is not intended to be prolonged or extended given its intensity.

A sample Corrective Support Plan is provided in Appendix R. Orientation to the Leader Evaluation
and Support System and ongoing training will ensure that all stakeholders understand the tiers of
support and process.

e Dispute Resolution

The purpose of the dispute resolution process is to secure at the lowest possible administrative
level equitable solutions to disagreements, which from time to time may arise related to the
evaluation process. The right of appeal is available to all in the evaluation and growth system. As our
evaluation and growth system is designed to ensure continuous, constructive, and cooperative
processes among professional educators, leaders and their evaluators are encouraged to resolve
disagreements informally.

Ultimately, should a leader disagree with the evaluator’s assessment and feedback, the parties are
encouraged to discuss these differences and seek common understanding of the issues. As a result
of these discussions, the evaluator may choose to adjust the report but is not obligated to do so.
The leader being evaluated has the right to provide a statement identifying areas of concern with
the goals/objectives, evaluation period, feedback, and/or professional development plan, which may
include the individual’s professional learning plan or a Corrective Support Plan.

Any such matters will be handled as expeditiously as possible, and in no instance will a decision
exceed 30 workdays from the date the leader initiated the dispute resolution process.
Confidentiality throughout the resolution process shall be conducted in accordance with the law.
Claims that the district has failed to follow the established procedures of the evaluation and support
program shall be subject to the grievance procedures set forth by the current collective bargaining
agreement.
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Process
The leader being evaluated shall be entitled to representation by his/her/their respective
collective bargaining unit at all levels of the process.

1. Within three school days of articulating the dispute in writing to their
evaluator, the leader being evaluated and the evaluator will meet with
the objective of resolving the matter informally.

2. Ifthere has been no resolution, the educator may choose to continue
the dispute resolution process in writing to the Superintendent or
designee within three workdays of the meeting with his/her/their
evaluator (see step 1).

3. The Superintendent (or designee) will arbitrate the issue in dispute. In
this case, the Superintendent (or designee) will review all applicable
documentation and meet with both parties (evaluator and educator
being evaluated, with representation from NFAA) as soon as possible,
but no longer than five workdays from the date of the written
communication to the Superintendent (or designee).

The Superintendent (or designee) will act as arbitrator and make a final decision, which shall
be binding.

Time Limits

1. Since it is important that appeals be processed as rapidly as possible, the number of days
indicated within this plan shall be considered maximum. The time limits specified may be
extended by written agreement of both parties.

2. Days shall mean workdays. Both parties may agree, however, to meet during breaks at
mutually agreed upon times.

3. The leader being evaluated must initiate the appeals procedure within five workdays of
the scheduled meeting in which the feedback was presented. If no written initiation of a
dispute is received by the evaluator within five workdays, the leader shall be considered to
have waived the right of appeal.

4. The leader being evaluated must initiate each level of the appeal process within the

number of days indicated. The absence of a written appeal at any subsequent level shall be
considered as waiving the right to appeal further.
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e Role of PDEC

The PDEC serves as the collaborative decision maker using a consensus protocol to create, revise,
and monitor the New Fairfield Public Schools Evaluation and Growth System, as well as the district
professional learning plan each year. Pursuant to Connecticut General Statute 10-220a and Public
Act 23-159 Section 11 (b) (3), each local and regional board of education must establish a
professional development and evaluation committee (PDEC) to include at least one teacher and one
administrator, selected by the exclusive bargaining representative for certified employees, at least
one paraeducator selected by their exclusive bargaining representative, and other personnel as the
local board deems appropriate. It is critical that individuals selected as delegates for administrators,
teachers, and other school personnel are representative of the various classifications within the
groups. The committee seeks balance to the extent possible across the groups of administrators,
general education classroom teachers, special education teachers, related service providers,
instructional coaches, interventionists, unified arts staff, and paraeducators.

The duties of PDEC shall include, but are not limited to:

e participation in the development or adoption of the New Fairfield Public Schools
Educator and Leader Evaluation and Growth System, pursuant to section 10-151b;

e the development, evaluation, and annual updating of a comprehensive local
professional development plan for certified employees of the district; and

e the development and annual updating of a comprehensive local professional
development plan for paraeducators of the district in collaboration with Human
Resources.

The Educator and Leader Evaluation and Growth System shall be mutually agreed upon by the New
Fairfield Public Schools Board of Education and the district PDEC. If the local or regional board of
education and the PDEC are unable to come to mutual agreement, they shall consider the
Connecticut Model Educator and Leader Evaluation and Support program and may, through mutual
agreement, adopt that model or a mutually agreed-upon adaptation of the model, provided that the
adapted model is consistent with the CT 2023 Guidelines.

e Local and State Reporting

The Superintendent shall report:
1. The status of teacher evaluations to the New Fairfield Public Schools Board of Education
on or before June 1 of each year; and

2. The status of the implementation of the teacher evaluation and support program,
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including the frequency of evaluations, the number of teachers who have not been
evaluated, and other requirements as determined by the Department of Education, to the
Commissioner of Education on or before September 15 of each year.

For purposes of this section, the term “teacher” shall include each professional employee of a board

of education, below the rank of superintendent, who holds a certificate or permit issued by the State
Board of Education.
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APPENDIX J: CCL-CSLS Single Point Competencies
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A[! pendix J - CCL-CSLS Single Point Competencies and NFPS Performance Standards

Below are the standards and related rubrics, including performance standards and single-point competencies, developed for the New
Fairfield Public Schools Leader Evaluation and Growth System. The PDEC plans to continue to engage in analysis of the CCL-CSLS
related rubrics and current draft of NFPS single-point competencies in order to further refine and enhance the single-point competencies
for future years.

Connecticut Common Core of I eaders (CCL) and Connecticut School I eadership Standards (CSLS
Corresponding Connecticut [Leader Evaluation and Support rubrics
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Common Core of I.eading - Connecticut School Leadership Standards (CCL-CSLS. 2012
Connecticut Leader Evaluation and Support Rubrics (2017)

Single-Point Competencies of Effective Leadership

Domain 1: Instructional Leadership

Education leaders ensure the success and achievement of all students by developing a shared vision, mission and goals focused on high expectations for all students,

and by monitoring and continuously improving curriculum, instruction and assessment.

Indicator 1.1: Shared Mission, Vision, and Goals - Leaders collaboratively develop, implement, and sustain the vision, mission,

Areas of
Strength

and goals of the district and school to support high expectations for all students and staff.

Effective Leadership Practice
(Adapted from the Connecticut Leader Evaluation and Support Rubrics (2017)

Opportunities
for Growth /
Next Steps

The leader demonstrates instructional leadership that:

> Develops, implements, and sustains shared vision, mission, and goals of high expectations for
all students across the years, including life skills and college- and career-readiness .

> Creates school and/or district improvement plans that align school and district goals to move
forward the broader vision and mission, that can serve as a meaningful guide for educator
goals, and that focus resources and instructional practices in a manner to effectively support
the vision, mission, and goals.

> Engages a range of stakeholders in the development, implementation, and revision of the
vision, mission, and goals, including the proactive identification of obstacles to be addressed.

And where educators and leaders collaboratively build the capacity of stakeholders to:

> Reflect upon, review, and revise regularly the vision, mission, and goals in a cycle of
continuous improvement.

> Create, implement, and sustain improvement plans to address the vision, mission, and goals,
as well as the obstacles or barriers to those goals.

75


https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/sde/evaluation-and-support/ccl-csls.pdf?la=en
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/sde/evaluation-and-support/leaderevalrubric2017.pdf?la=en
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/sde/evaluation-and-support/leaderevalrubric2017.pdf?la=en

Domain 1: Instructional Leadership

Education leaders ensure the success and achievement of all students by developing a shared vision, mission and goals focused on high expectations for all students,

and by monitoring and continuously improving curriculum, instruction and assessment.

Indicator 1.2: Curriculum, Instruction, and Assessment - Leaders develop a shared understanding of standards-based best

Areas of
Strength

practices in curriculum, instruction, and assessment.

Effective Leadership Practice
(Adapted from the Connecticut Ieader Evaluation and S Rubri

Opportunities
for Growth /
Next Steps

The leader demonstrates instructional leadership that:

> Consistently collaborates with stakeholders in a curriculum process of development,
implementation, and monitoring to ensure written and taught curriculum is aligned to State and
national standards and allows for the application of learning in authentic settings and through
relevant experiences.

> Promotes and models evidence-based instructional strategies and practices that address the
diverse learning needs of all students.

> Consistently collaborates with staff to ensure the use of formative and summative assessment
practices to inform instructional decision-making.

And where educators and leaders collaboratively build the capacity of staff to:

> Engage in cycles of continuous review and improvement of curriculum that meets or exceeds
standards and ensures innovative learning applications.

> Research, identify, and implement evidence-based practices to meet students’ diverse needs.

> Implement, evaluate, and revise assessments to drive decisions at multiple levels (student
instruction, district curriculum, etc.).
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Domain 1: Instructional Leadership

Education leaders ensure the success and achievement of all students by developing a shared vision, mission and goals focused on high expectations for all students,

and by monitoring and continuously improving curriculum, instruction and assessment.

Indicator 1.3: Continuous Improvement - Leaders use assessments, data systems, and accountability strategies to monitor and
evaluate progress and close achievement gaps.

Areas of
Strength

Effective Leadership Practice
(Adapted from the Connecticut Ieader Evaluation and S Rubri

Opportunities
for Growth /
Next Steps

The leader demonstrates instructional leadership that:

> Analyzes multiple and varied sources of data to monitor progress and inform decision-making
that addresses student and/or adult learning needs in support of the school or district vision,
mission, and goals.

> Develops collaborative practices for staff to analyze varied sources of data (including student
work) to monitor progress and adjust instruction to meet the diverse needs of all students.

> Engages staff in a solutions-oriented process to address challenges related to student success.

And where educators and leaders collaboratively build the capacity of staff to:

> To use multiple and varied sources of data to monitor progress and inform decision-making to
address student and/or adult needs related to the school or district vision, mission, and goals.

> Engage in continuous improvement cycles that review data and determine goals for instruction
at the district, school, grade, team, or student level.

> Develop and implement solutions systemically to district or school challenges related to
student success and achievement.
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Domain 2: Talent Management

Education leaders ensure the success and achievement of all students by implementing practices to recruit, select, support and retain highly qualified staff, and by

demonstrating a commitment to high-quality systems for professional learning.

Indicator 2.1: Recruitment, Selection, and Retention - Leaders recruit, select, support, or retain effective educators needed to

Areas of
Strength

implement the school or district’s vision, mission, and goals.

Effective Leadership Practice
(Adapted from the Connecticut [ eader Evaluation an

Opportunities
for Growth /
Next Steps

The leader demonstrates talent management that:

> Develops and implements a coherent and intentional process to recruit, select, support, and
retain staff, aligned with district and school vision, mission, and goals, and following district
policies and procedures.

> Uses multiple sources of evidence and considers student and staff needs when making
recruitment, selection, and retention decisions.

> Develops and maintains positive relationships to retain highly-qualified and diverse staff.

> Identifies and responds consistently to support the needs of early-career staff.

And where educators and leaders collaboratively build the capacity of staff to:

> Develop and implement strategies to recruit, select, support, and retain staff, aligned with the
district and school vision, mission, and goals, and influencing district policies and procedures.

> Utilize multiple sources of evidence when making collaborative hiring or retention decisions.
> Empower others to build supportive and positive relationships to retain staff.

> Provide high-quality, differentiated support to early-career staff teachers.
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Domain 2: Talent Management

Education leaders ensure the success and achievement of all students by implementing practices to recruit, select, support and retain highly qualified staff, and by

demonstrating a commitment to high-quality systems for professional learning.

Indicator 2.2: Professional Learning - Leaders establish a collaborative professional learning system that is grounded in a
vision of high-quality instruction and continuous improvement through the use of data to advance the school or district’s vision,

Areas of
Strength

mission, and goals.

Effective Leadership Practice
(Adapted from the Connecticut Leader Evaluation and Support Rubrics (2017)

Opportunities
for Growth /
Next Steps

The leader demonstrates talent management that:

> Establishes, implements and monitors the impact of a high-quality professional learning
system to improve practice and advance the school or district’s vision, mission, and goals.

> Models reflective practice using multiple sources of evidence and feedback to determine
professional development needs and provide professional learning opportunities.

> Creates the conditions, including support, time, and/or resources for professional learning, that
lead to improved practice.

> Fosters leadership opportunities for staff for improved instruction and organizational capacity.

And where educators and leaders collaboratively build the capacity of staff to:

> Promote collaborative practices and foster leadership opportunities for a professional learning
system that promotes continuous improvement.

> Lead others to reflect on and analyze multiple sources of data to identify and develop their own
professional learning.

> Collaboratively develop the conditions, including support, time and resources based on a
comprehensive professional learning plan, that leads to improved instruction.
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Domain 2: Talent Management

Education leaders ensure the success and achievement of all students by implementing practices to recruit, select, support and retain highly qualified staff, and by

Indicator 2.3: Observation and Performance Evaluation - Leaders ensure high-quality, standards-based instruction by building
the capacity of educators to lead and improve teaching and learning.

Areas of
Strength

demonstrating a commitment to high-quality systems for professional learning.

Effective Leadership Practice
(Adapted from the Connecticut [ eader Evaluation an

Opportunities
for Growth /
Next Steps

The leader demonstrates talent management that:

> Evaluates staff using multiple sources of evidence (observations, review of practice, student
learning data, growth conferences) aligned to educator performance standards to improve
teaching and learning.

> Regularly provides timely, clear, specific, and actionable feedback based on evidence.

> Proactively engages in difficult conversations with staff about performance or growth to
strengthen teaching and enhance student learning.

And where educators and leaders collaboratively build the capacity of staff to:

> Engage in peer-to-peer collaboration and discourse based on multiple sources of evidence
(including peer-to-peer observation) to improve teaching and learning.

> Create a culture of collaborative professional discourse to strengthen teaching and enhance
student learning.
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Education leaders ensure the success & achievement of all students by managing organizational systems & resources for a safe, high-performing learning environment.

Domain 3: Organizational Systems

Indicator 3.1: Operational Management - Leaders strategically align organizational systems and resources to support student

Areas of
Strength

achievement and school improvement.

Effective Leadership Practice
(Adapted from the Connecticut Leader Evaluation and Support Rubrics (2017)

Opportunities
for Growth /
Next Steps

The leader demonstrates organizational leadership that:

> Establishes, implements, and monitors organizational systems (ie. schedules) that consistently
support the vision, mission, and goals of the school and/or district and its orderly operation.

> Designs and implements a comprehensive school site safety and security plan.

> Ensures safe operations (including advocating for facilities) and proactively identifies and
addresses issues and concerns that support a positive learning environment.

> Develops or implements communication and data systems that assure the accurate and timely
exchange of information.

> Develops capacity of staff to document and access student learning progress over time.

And where educators and leaders collaboratively build the capacity of staff to:

> Make or inform decisions regarding the organizational structures and systems.
> Identify, address, and/or resolve any identified safety issues and concerns in a timely manner.
> Inform decisions regarding continuously improving the data and communication systems.

> (ollaboratively document and access student learning progress over time and continually seek
input on improving information and data systems.
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Education leaders ensure the success & achievement of all students by managing organizational systems & resources for a safe, high-performing learning environment.

Domain 3: Organizational Systems

Indicator 3.2: Resource Management - Leaders establish a system for fiscal, educational, and technological resources that

operate in support of teaching and learning.

Areas of
Strength

Effective Leadership Practice
(Adapted from the Connecticut [.eader Evaluation and Support Rubrics (2017)

Opportunities
for Growth /
Next Steps

The leader demonstrates organizational leadership that:

> Develops, implements, and monitors a transparent and fiscally-responsible budget aligned to
the school and district improvement plans and district, state, and federal regulations.

> Advocates for and works to secure school or program financial/educational resources that
support achievement of the district / school’s vision, mission and goals.

> Allocates resources to ensure educational equity for all diverse student, family, and staff needs.

And where educators and leaders collaboratively build the capacity of staff to:

> Play an important role in developing, monitoring, and advocating for the budget in their
respective areas.

> Practice responsible resource allocation while balancing programmatic needs with district
goals and continuous improvement efforts.

> Engage relevant stakeholders in allocating resources to foster and sustain educational equity
for diverse student, family and staff needs.
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Domain 4: Culture and Climate

Education leaders ensure the success and achievement of all students by collaborating with families and other stakeholders to respond to diverse community needs and

interests, by promoting a positive culture and climate, and by modeling ethical behavior and integrity.

Indicator 4.1: Family, Community, and Stakeholder Engagement - Leaders use professional influence to promote the growth
of all students by actively engaging and collaborating with families, community partners, and other stakeholders to support the
vision, mission, ad goals of the school and district.

Areas of
Strength

Effective Leadership Practice
(Adapted from the Connecticut L.eader Evaluation an

Opportunities
for Growth /
Next Steps

The leader demonstrates professional influence on culture and climate that:

> Communicates and advocates for the vision, mission, and goals of the school and/or district so
that families, community partners, and other stakeholders understand and support equitable and
effective learning opportunities for all students.

> Promotes and provides opportunities for families and members of community to be actively
engaged in decision-making in support of schoolwide or districtwide student achievement or
student-specific learning improvement.

> Maintains and promotes relationships with a wide range of families, community partners and
other stakeholders, viewing diversity in the community as an asset, to discuss, respond to, and
influence educational issues.

And where educators and leaders collaboratively build the capacity of staff to:

> Create a school-wide or district-wide culture in which staff make themselves accessible and
approachable to all families and stakeholders in a collaborative manner.

> Engages with local stakeholders and in broader contexts (regional, State, etc.) to grow the
mission, vision, and goals of the school or district.

> Integrates the diverse assets and needs of the community into the educational program to meet
the learning needs of all students.
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Domain 4: Culture and Climate

Education leaders ensure the success and achievement of all students by collaborating with families and other stakeholders to respond to diverse community needs and

interests, by promeoting a positive culture and climate, and by modeling ethical behavior and integrity.

Indicator 4.2: School Culture and Climate - Leaders establish a positive climate for student achievement, as well as high
expectations for adult and student conduct.

Areas of
Strength

Effective Leadership Practice
(Adapted from the Connecticut Leader Evaluation and Support Rubrics (2017)

Opportunities
for Growth /
Next Steps

The leader demonstrates professional influence on culture and climate that:

> Establishes, monitors, and implements standards for student behavior and conduct aligned to
school and district values and ensures training for staff and students to uphold these
expectations.

> Communicates and holds themselves and other adults responsible for behaviors that align with
the CT Code of Professional Responsibility.

> Maintains and promotes a positive and inclusive climate focused on student learning, high
expectations, and the wellness of staff and students.

And where educators and leaders collaboratively build the capacity of staff to:

> Establish a culture in which students self-monitor themselves and others in expectations of
conduct.

> Foster a culture in which staff self-monitor and provide feedback to peers aligned with the CT
Code of Professional Responsibility.

> Sustain ongoing collaboration with the community to strengthen school/district culture.
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Domain 4: Culture and Climate

Education leaders ensure the success and achievement of all students by collaborating with families and other stakeholders to respond to diverse community needs and

interests, by promeoting a positive culture and climate, and by modeling ethical behavior and integrity.

Indicator 4.3: Equitable and Ethical Practice -Maintains a focus on ethical decisions, cultural competencies, social justice and
inclusive practice for all members of the school or district community.

Areas of
Strength

Effective Leadership Practice
(Adapted from the Connecticut Leader Evaluation and Support Rubrics (2017)

Opportunities
for Growth /
Next Steps

The leader demonstrates professional influence on culture and climate that:

> Maintains the highest standards of professional conduct and holds high expectations of ethics,
integrity, and professionalism for themselves and others.

> Promotes reflection, dialogue, and actions that foster educational equity in access, opportunity,
and outcomes across the school culture and climate.

> Holds self and others responsible for the ethical, legal, and socially-responsible use of
technology in support of school and district goals, mission, and vision.

And where educators and leaders collaboratively build the capacity of staff to:

> Sustain the highest standards of professional conduct, ethics, and integrity as a school or
district community.

> Collaborate across all stakeholders in fostering equitable outcomes for each student.

> Proactively address the benefits and challenges of technology and social media in the context
of the school or district goals, mission, and vision.

> Demonstrate and model the legal, ethical, and social use of technology across the community.
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APPENDIX K: Reflection Prompts (Leader)
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Self-Reflection Sample Questions / Conversation Prompts - Leader

Thinking about the success and challenges you may have encountered last year, or at
the start of this year, what questions do you have about leadership and organizational
well-being? What new learning might you want to explore to inform your understanding
of these questions and professional leadership practice?

In reviewing the rubric, what areas emerge as opportunities for your professional

learning and practice?

Based on your current organization’s strengths and needs, and/or knowledge of
district/school/ program goals, what new learning might you explore to address the
needs?

Based on knowledge of your students/adult learners, and/or knowledge of
school/program goals, are there any new strategies or methods you’d like to explore and
implement this year? How do you see yourself contributing to the school or district’s
mission, vision, and/or Vision of the Learner and what strategies can you learn more about
to support that focus?

What are you considering for your learning goal?

What will it look like when you achieve your goal?

Professional Learning and Action Questions - Leader

Indicators of success

What question will you focus on to address your goals?

What are the criteria for an accomplished practice?

How do you plan to collect and analyze evidence to assess progress toward your
goals?

What research/professional readings might you explore to support your professional
learning and achieve your goal?

What specific professional learning might you need to achieve your goal?

What support might you need from your colleagues, supervisor, others? How
frequently?

How might you apply your learning to practice? How often?

Determine Evidence

What evidence might you collect and analyze to understand progress toward your

goal? Quantitative or qualitative or both?

How would you like your evaluator to collect data/evidence for feedback?

From how many different situations should we examine data/evidence?

What are the advantages and disadvantages of the identified evidence?

How will the data help us to analyze your practice?

What is the timeline for collecting this evidence and measuring impact?

What are the anticipated challenges or obstacles, and how do you plan to address them?
How might you communicate/share your professional learning to your colleagues or
families? What professional learning would be beneficial for your growth as an educator?
In what ways can we encourage collaboration and communication among

colleagues to promote a culture of sharing best practices?

87



Analysis of Evidence

e What do you observe in your evidence?

e What patterns, themes, or outliers do you notice?

e What does the evidence say about how you are doing in relation to your goal and
indicators of success?

e Based on the evidence and your practice overall, what are your strengths?

e In what aspect do you want to continue to grow or refine your knowledge, skKill,
practice?

Learning Reflection and Next Steps

What is clear to you now?

What are you learning?

What do you understand now that you didn’t understand as clearly before?
How will this learning influence future actions?

What is a single sentence conclusion that represents your learning?

Under what circumstance might this conclusion not be true?

What are ways you continue to refine your practice?

What more do you want to learn and practice?

How might you accomplish that? What is your next plan?

What resources and support do you want or need?

Once learning has been implemented: What effect did the learning have on practice,
students?

Reflect on the Feedback Process

e |n what ways did my engagement with you support your learning?
e What did | do as a learning partner that helped you as a learner and how did it help?



Appendix L: Definition of Cohorts (Leader)

Leader Cohort

Observation Framework

Induction (Years 1& 2 in
administration, or new to the
district)

Minimum of 3 Site Visits / Observations and 2 Artifact Reviews

(verbal / written feedback, not rated)

Professional (Years 3 &
beyond as an NFPS
administrator)

Minimum of 2 Site Visits / Observations and 1 Artifact Review
(verbal / written feedback, not rated)

Leader w/ T2/T3 support or
Corrective Support Plan in
previous year

Minimum of 3 Site Visits / Observations and 2 Artifact Reviews

(verbal / written feedback, not rated)
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Appendix M: Growth Criteria and Evidence of Impact / Sources of Evidence (Leader)

Growth Criteria
A leader is determined to have successfully met the expectations of growth each year through:

e Reflection and artifacts of practice that demonstrate new professional learning for the
leader and the impact of professional learning and growth on the leader’s practice
(related, but not limited, to the educator’s goal).

e Evidence, using multiple measures, of the impact of leader professional learning and
growth related to organizational growth, educator growth, and student learning outcomes

(related, but not limited, to the educator’s goal).

e Articulation of next steps for professional growth in support of organizational growth,
educator effectiveness, and student learning needs.

Sample sources of evidence of impact are listed below.

Evidence of Impact

Quantitative test scores are only one measure to consider as sources of evidence in support of the growth
criteria for educators; a range of qualitative tools, such as student work samples, observation checklists
from instructional rounds, learning agendas, video clips from the classroom, stakeholder surveys,
community presentations, etc., should also be considered as evidence of impact for reflection.

Examples of evidence of impact on leadership practice, organizational capacity,
and educator and student learning

Strategic plan / School improvement plan outcomes documented

Classroom walkthroughs / learning walks / instructional rounds (or video clips)

Journal entries / learning logs

Artifacts from professional learning sessions developed by the leader

Data analysis and related action steps

Operational artifacts that impact systems (schedules, program restructuring, etc.)
Stakeholder survey feedback

Performance data of whole child development (academic, social-emotional, behavioral)
Feedback to educators for growth

Stakeholder / community communication
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APPENDIX N: General Glossary (Leader)

check-ins: Formal or informal meetings or conferences held in the spirit of collaboration between
the leader and evaluator and to engage in reciprocal dialogue regarding what is happening in
one’s practice at that moment in time including goal(s), professional learning, multiple and varied
forms of quantitative and qualitative evidence, adjustments, and next steps (i.e., classroom/
school/building or district). During each school year, a minimum of three check-ins (goal-setting,
mid-year, and end-year) provide an opportunity for discussions to set and adjust goals, celebrate
growth and positive impact, identify needs, assess and discuss evidence and learning, and next
steps in one’s learning.

community: A school community typically refers to the localized group of students, educators,
parents, and staff within a specific school, fostering a sense of belonging and shared objectives
within that school.

A district community encompasses a broader scope, involving multiple schools within a school
district, and often includes administrators, teachers, students, and families collaborating across
various educational schools and programs within that district. The district community
addresses overarching educational policies, resource allocation, and coordination among
multiple schools and programs to promote consistent and effective education across a larger
administrative unit.

consensus protocol: Consensus decision-making is a creative and dynamic way of reaching
agreement in a group. Instead of simply voting for an item and having the majority getting their
way, a consensus group is committed to finding solutions that everyone actively supports — or
at least can live with.

By definition, in consensus no decision is made against the will of an individual or a minority. If
significant concerns remain unresolved, a proposal can be blocked and prevented from going
ahead. This means that the whole group has to work hard to find win-win solutions that address
everyone’s needs.

continuous learning process: The continuous learning process is a cycle of feedback,
reflection, goal setting, opportunities for professional learning, feedback from observations / site
visits (peers or evaluators), and a collection of and reflection on multiple measures of evidence.
This process is embedded into the goal-setting conference, mid-year check-in, and end-year
conference for leaders each year, in addition to points of contact for feedback based on
observations/site visits and artifacts of review.

Corrective Support Plan: A pattern of persistent lack of growth and reflection or resistance to
growth-oriented feedback should lead to advancing levels of support with a defined process for
placing an educator on a Corrective Support Plan with indicators of success for transitioning out
of it. The Corrective Support Plan shall be developed in consultation with the leader and their
exclusive bargaining representative for administrators chosen pursuant to C.G.S. §10-153b.
Corrective Support Plans shall include clear objectives specific to the well documented area of
concern; resources, support, and interventions to address the area of concern; timeframes for
implementing the resources, support, and interventions; supportive actions from the evaluator;
and outcomes or further action as determined in consultation with the evaluator, leader, and
bargaining unit representative.
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dispute resolution: A process for resolving disputes in cases where the evaluator and leader
being evaluated cannot agree on goals/objectives, the evaluation period, feedback, or the
professional learning plan or other outcomes of the evaluation process.

evidence: Evidence collected and presented as a part of the evaluation system may include
(but is not limited to) artifacts, observations of practice, site visit feedback, and reflections of the
leader impact on organizational health, educator growth, and student learning, growth, and
achievement as part of the leader feedback process. This evidence may be both quantitative
and qualitative.

feedback: “Feedback is defined as a dynamic, dialogic process that uses evidence to engage a
learner, internally or with a learning partner, in constructing knowledge about practice and self.
Its primary purpose is learning that guides change” (Killion, 2019).

Quality feedback:

e |s based on multiple and varied quantitative and qualitative indicators of evidence,

standards, and goal(s)

Is personalized

Is learning-focused or growth-oriented

Provides questions for reflection to refine or revise strategies

Expands understanding of one’s experiences and their implications for future

experiences

e Provides reflective opportunities to rework, refine, and reorder knowledge, attitudes,
skills, and/ or practices

e |s timely, frequent, and reciprocal

From Killion, J. (2019). The feedback process: Transforming Feedback for Professional
Learning. Learning Forward.

formal observations: A formal observation (minimum of 30 minutes) is a structured and planned
process of watching, assessing, and evaluating a leader’s performance. This typically includes a
pre-conference and post-conference meeting and results in a written evaluation within five school
days.

goals and standards: Should be a high leverage goal based on professional practice standards
and consistent with the goals of the district. Clear alignment between district, school, and certified
staff goals (departments, grade-level teams, or collaborations) improves the collective
effectiveness of practice.

growth criteria: Successful completion of the Continuous Improvement Process, supported with
evidence that includes the impact the leader’s new learning had on their practice/goal, along with
a reflection on challenges and next steps; and the impact the leader’s new learning and practice
had on organizational health, educator growth, student learning, growth, and/or achievement,
supported by evidence.

high leverage goals: High leverage goals are based on professional practice standards
and are transferable across roles, disciplines, and positions and aligned to a strategic
focus. They address strategies for development of human capital (people), instruction
(knowledge and skills), and organizational management that transcends schools (Grissom,
et al,, 2021).

informal observations: An informal observation is typically an unplanned / unannounced visit no
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less than 15 minutes intended to evaluate leader performance. This typically includes either
verbal or written feedback provided to the educator within five school days.

leader: A leader is defined as someone in a leadership position who has attained the 092
certification. This may include superintendent, assistant superintendent, principal, assistant
principal, pupil services director, or special education coordinator. This is not an exhaustive list,
but rather serves to illustrate the definition. Superintendents will confirm district leaders with
evaluation roles.

multiple measures: Can include, but is not limited to, structures and systems to support leader
learning and growth, culture and climate changes, student learning, growth, and achievement as
mutually agreed upon during the goal-setting process. This may also include additional evidence
relative to one or more competencies.

mutual agreement: An agreement or condition that is reciprocal or agreed upon by all parties.

organizational health: Organizational health in schools and districts means how well the whole
school system is functioning. It encompasses various interconnected elements that contribute to
a positive and thriving learning environment, including leadership, culture and climate,
communication, professional learning, resource management, collaboration and teamwork,
student-centered focus, continuous improvement, community engagement, and innovation.

PDEC (Professional Development and Evaluation Committee): The Professional
Development and Evaluation Committee serves as the collaborative decision maker to
create, revise, and monitor the evaluation and support program for the district, as well as the
professional learning plan for certified employees of the district. The committee also gathers
input and feedback for the development and updating of professional learning for
paraeducators.

professional learning: Professional learning and growth are centered on accelerating individual
and collective learning and closing the knowing-doing gap for leaders and teachers. This includes
co-designing interactive, sustained, and customized learning growth opportunities that are
grounded in the evidence of what is most needed and most effective. See also Appendix O,
Glossary of Professional Learning Opportunities (Leader).

review of practice: Reviews of practice are non-classroom observations and may include, but
are not limited to, observation of delivery of professional learning, facilitation of meetings,
coaching/mentoring other leaders or teachers, review of leader or educator work, or review of
other leader artifacts.

rubric: A rubric is a systematic and standardized tool, designed as a continuum, and is used to
communicate the performance of educators based on specific criteria. It can be used to evaluate a
single criterion to emphasize specific expectations and provide targeted feedback for
improvement. It can encourage a growth mindset.

single-point competency: A description of a standard of behavior or performance that is framed
only as a single set of desired outcomes rather than laid out across a rating or scale of
performance like a more traditional rubric.

site visits: A site visit provides an opportunity for observation and dialogue with the leader that
may include but is not limited to leader engagement with educators, families or other partners in
the work with a focus on the leader’s goal.
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student outcomes: Student outcomes include multiple measures of student learning,
growth, and achievement as mutually agreed upon during the goal setting process.

tiered support: Increasing levels of support for educators in their professional growth.

Tier 1

It is the expectation that all leaders consistently access opportunities for professional
growth within their district. Tier 1 supports are broadly accessible professional learning
opportunities for all, inclusive of, but not limited to, collegial conversations, school site
visits, available district resources (e.g., books, articles, videos, etc.), formal professional
learning opportunities developed and designed by the district PDEC and other leader
supports (e.g., leadership coaching). These resources should be identified through a goal
setting process by mutual agreement.

Tier 2

In addition to Tier 1, Tier 2 supports are more intensive in duration, frequency, and focus
(e.g., observation of specific leadership practices, etc.) that can be either suggested by
the leader and/or recommended by an evaluator.

Tier 3

Tier 3 supports are responsive to previously discussed concerns and are assigned by an
evaluator. Tier 3 supports have a clearly articulated area of focus, duration of time, and
criteria for success, and may include a decision to move to a Corrective Support Plan.



APPENDIX O: Glossary of Professional Learning Opportunities (Leader)

High quality professional learning enhances both leader practice and outcomes for each and
every educator and student. High quality professional learning integrates research on effective
adult learning and uses interactive, flexible designs to achieve intended outcomes.

advanced coursework: Courses offered at a college, university, or other institution, in person or
online, which further leader skills and/or provide professional training. Coursework undertaken
individually by a leader may be cited in reflections and shared at check-ins, with evidence of
impact on professional learning, practice, and student growth noted.

case study: A longitudinal review of school / organizational-based data (quantitative and
qualitative) to examine and document growth over time for the purpose of deepening
understanding and informing next steps.

coaching: A process based on trust in which professional colleagues work together to reflect on
current practices and problems of practice; expand, refine, and build new skills; share,
implement, and reflect on evidence-based practice; examine data to develop action plans; teach
one another; conduct action research; and/or solve problems.

examination of student work: Individuals or groups of educators review samples of work from
various students. They identify strengths, areas for improvement, and design instructional plans as
a result of the examination most often through the use of a structured protocol.

job-embedded: Any activity that is tied in with authentic classroom or school leadership practice.
May include, but is not limited to:

« Examining student data

« Mentoring / coaching

« Book study

« Co-planning

« Investigating print and online resources

« Lesson study

« Learning walks / Visitations/observations within a school

learning walks: Groups of educators (or leaders) visiting classrooms with a specific
curricular or instructional focus as the lens for collection of evidence, reflection, and
debrief. These are non-evaluative classroom or site-based visits to build shared vision for
effective practice and leadership.

lesson study: Groups of teachers planning a lesson, observing one present the lesson,
and then reflecting on it afterwards to revise, enhance, and (ideally) implement again with
the same students or in a different classroom.

mentoring: A relationship between a less experienced educator / leader and a more
experienced mentor, in which the mentor provides guidance and feedback regarding
practice.

peer observation: An opportunity for educators to observe each other during classroom
instruction. Teachers may want to observe peers to see a new teaching strategy in action,
learn a new model of instruction, or analyze classroom processes and procedures. Leaders
may want to observe peers facilitating a data team meeting, engaging in a difficult
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conversation, or facilitating a professional learning experience.

personal professional reading: Individual, self-driven reading and processing of texts in order to
improve one’s own practice.

professional literature study (book study, journal articles, etc.): Structures and collaborative
processes in which individuals or groups of professionals engage in the examination and
discussion of a relevant and informative text. The purpose of this study is to promote continuous
learning, professional development, and the exchange of ideas and best practices within a specific
field or industry. By engaging in a professional book study, individuals can deepen their
understanding of key concepts, stay current in their field, and enhance their ability to apply new
knowledge to their professional practice. This collaborative and structured approach to learning
helps foster a culture of continuous improvement and professional growth within a community of
practitioners.

protocols: A learning tool that is structured and rule-based. Often implemented to aid in new
learning for groups or individuals; for instance, protocols are also used in the review of data or
tuning of curriculum documents to ensure an objective, systematic approach to the work.
Protocols may also be used for article discussions, case studies, book reviews, and other
procedures in workshops and other learning designs.

school visits: Observation of practice or teaching at a different school or institution to
gain new knowledge, ideas, or activities.

student shadow: Follow a particular student during the academic day for a designated
time, for a particular identified purpose, i.e., engagement.

walkthroughs: A team of leaders visiting classrooms with a specific curricular or
instructional focus as the lens for collection of evidence, reflection, and debrief. This
evidence is reviewed, and next steps are determined as a result of this practice.

web-based learning: Use of online resources or learning activities to develop new
learning or techniques for the classroom.

workshops: Meetings where participants are involved in group discussions or learning
experiences and are normally organized around one or more theme areas. Workshops allow
participants with differing values and priorities to build a common understanding of the problems
and opportunities confronting them. May take place at school or outside.
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APPENDIX P: NFPS Leader Continuous Learning Process Forms

Goal-Setting & Reflection
Mid-Year Reflection
End-of-Year Reflection
Lesson Planning Template
Observation Feedback
End-of-Year Evaluation

Orientation to NFPS Leader Evaluation and Growth System to be completed by
October 15th. Non-negotiable Process Element of the CT Guidelines (2023).

Date of Completion:
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New Fairfield Public Schools
Goal Setting & Reflection

I Administrator:

Goal Setting
(complete by 11/1)

Educators develop one rich goal that is tied to one of the three indicators of either Domain
1 (Instructional Leadership) or Domain 4 (Culture and Climate) as well as their school or
department goals. Goals can be developed collaboratively.

Administrator Goal: (What is your learning goal?) ‘

I Administrator Action Plan: (What actions will you take to achieve your goal?) I

Impact on Administrator Practice: (How will your learning impact your practice?) ‘

Impact on Student Learning: (How will your learning impact students’ learning?) ‘
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End-of-Year Reflection
N (completed by 2 days prior to your EoY conference)

Administrator Action Plan: (What actions did you take to achieve your goal?) ‘

Impact on Administrator Practice: (How did your learning impact your practice?) ‘

Impact on Student Learning: (How did your learning impact students’ learning?) ‘

Reflection on the Year: (What challenges did you face this year? What successes did
you have? What are you proud of from this year?)

Future Focus: (What do you see as a likely area of focus for your development, in the
coming year?)
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New Fairfield Public Schools
End-of-Year Evaluation

Administrator / Leader:

Evaluator:

Commendations and Recommendations:

Growth Criteria Met (yes / no):

Administrator / Leader Signature

Evaluator Signature

Date

Date
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APPENDIX Q: Corrective Support Plan Template (Leader)

NFPS CORRECTIVE SUPPORT PLAN

Leader Evaluator Date
School Grades / Program (if applicable)
Objective

Area(s) of concern (noting CCL-CSLS Standard)

Resources, Supports, Strategies, and Intervention

Timeframe for implementation and monitoring / review of progress

Supportive Evaluator Actions:

Evidence of Growth / Indicators of Success

The expectation is that the level of performance defined in the plan will be maintained with
consistency beyond the period of structured assistance.

Signature (Leader)

Signature (Evaluator)
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APPENDIX R: Sample Corrective Support Plan (Leader)

NFPS CORRECTIVE SUPPORT PLAN

Leader: C. Hutchins Evaluator: B. Jones Date:

School: NFMS Grade / Program: Middle School (gr 6-8)

Objective: To improve leadership that builds cycles of continuous improvement in the building through the
monitoring and use of student learning data.

Area(s) of concern (noting CCL Standard)

Leadership has focused on relationships with and across staff members. While this has built a
pleasurable climate in the building, student performance has declined over the past year and there
has been little response from the leader. Growth in this plan includes establishing a structure for
the analysis of data to inform feedback to staff, engaging staff in the use of protocols for data
analysis on a regular basis to inform instruction, and actively monitoring student performance
measures with staff to build high expectations, efficacy, and an ongoing solutions-oriented
approach to improvement.

CCL Domain 1, Indicator 3: Leaders use assessments, data systems and accountability
strategies to monitor and evaluate progress and close achievement gaps (Continuous
Improvement).

Single-Point Competency, CCL Domain 1, Indicator 3:

The leader demonstrates instructional leadership that:

> Analyzes multiple and varied sources of data to monitor progress and inform
decision-making that addresses student and/or adult learning needs in support of the
school or district vision, mission, and goals.

> Develops collaborative practices for staff to analyze varied sources of data (including
student work) to monitor progress and adjust instruction to meet the diverse needs of all
students.

> Engages staff in a solutions-oriented process to address challenges related to student
success.

And where educators and leaders collaboratively build the capacity of staff to:

> To use multiple and varied sources of data to monitor progress and inform
decision-making to address student and/or adult needs related to the school or district
vision, mission, and goals.

> Engage in continuous improvement cycles that review data and determine goals for
instruction at the district, school, grade, team, or student level.
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> Develop and implement solutions to district or school challenges related to student
success and achievement.

Resources, Supports, Strategies, and Intervention

e Professional text: Datawise (2013)

e Meet with colleague at ES who has implemented data protocols for universal screenings
(sample data protocols provided).

e Observe data meeting at ES with Assistant Superintendent of Curriculum and Instruction.

e (CSDE Webinar re: use of interim assessments (IAB/ FIAB)

Timeframe for implementation and monitoring / review of progress
6 weeks (Insert dates)

Review of Progress: (DATE)

Supportive Evaluator Actions

e Resources noted above made available.

e Administrator mentor assigned and provided time for planning and meeting.

e Data review meetings biweekly with Assistant Superintendent to model perspectives on
data.

Evidence of Growth / Indicators of Success

e Analysis of data at biweekly meetings demonstrates insights into student learning and
curricular / instructional needs.

e Data protocol to be used with grade-level teams to analyze tier 1 data and set goals.

e (Grade-level staff engage in review of benchmark data and inquiry-based problem solving,
and application of skills and knowledge.

e Student progress monitoring demonstrates improved learning outcomes for students.

The expectation is that the level of performance defined in the plan will be maintained with
consistency beyond the period of structured assistance.

Signature (Leader) Signature (Evaluator)
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New Fairfield Public Schools
Professional Development and Evaluation Committee
(PDEC)

Michelle Brown (Elementary - Kindergarten)
Brian Cragin (MS - Special Education)
Kenneth Craw (Superintendent of Schools)
James D’Amico (HS - Principal)

Ernest Fabrizio-Garcia (HS - World Language)
Monika Krepsztul (6-12 Special Education Supervisor)
Kimberly Laughlin (MS/HS Counselor)
Pamela Lionetti (Elementary - Literacy CIL)
Kimberly Moran (MS - Mathematics)

Kate Bishop (Elementary - Library Media Specialist)
Joel Pardalis (MS - ELA)

Cynthia Ross-Zweig (Paraeducator)

Sarah Sanborn (Elementary - Literacy CIL)
Robert Spino (Elementary - Assistant Principal)
Kristine Woleck (Assistant Superintendent)




Guiding Principles

> Shared vision supports a system of continuous improvement in the New Fairfield Public
Schools.

> Differentiation of professional learning experiences, through responsive and

high-quality goal-setting and growth plans, allows educators and leaders at all levels of
their career path to grow.

> Reflection, feedback, and dialogue are drivers of professional growth individually
and collectively to build capacity in the district.

> Feedback that is specific, timely, accurate, actionable, and responsive fosters continuous
learning and improvement.

> Multiple sources of evidence, quantitative and qualitative, demonstrate student
learning and educator and leader growth.
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Educator Observation of Practice:

Educator Cohort Observation Framework

Induction 1& 2 Minimum of 2 Formal Observations, 1 Informal
(Years 1& 2, new to Observation and 1 Review of Practice (verbal / written
profession or State) feedback)

Induction 3 & 4 (Years 3 | Minimum of 2 Informal Observations and 1 Review of
& 4, or, new to NFPS with | Practice (verbal / written feedback)
prior tenure in CT district)

Professional Minimum of 1 Informal Observation and 1 Review of
(Tenured status) Practice (verbal / written feedback)
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POLICY GUIDANCE
Personal Technology Use in Schools

The Connecticut State Board of Education (Board), in support of its Position Statement on Personal Tech-
nology Use in Schools, offers the following guidance for districts to consider when drafting and adopt-
ing policies to restrict access to cell phones during the school day. This guidance emphasizes creating
engaging spaces for learning to mitigate the negative impact that cell phones have on student learning.
Included in this guidance are considerations for specific policies and practices in elementary, middle,
and high school based on developmental readiness and maturity. Specific recommendations are pro-
vided for appropriate roles and responsibilities for local and regional boards of education and admin-
istrators in policy development; for school leaders and educators in ensuring consistent policy imple-
mentation; for families and students in supporting and complying with the district policy; and for higher
education institutions and the Connecticut State Department of Education in preparing and supporting
educators, school leaders, administrators, and local and regional boards of education.

A comprehensive policy should include language that incorporates age-appropriate restrictions
that align with developmental considerations of students and the structure of the school day in each

grade-band and school.

* Elementary School
- The policy for elementary school students should focus on removing cell phones from
the classroom to maximize academic, social, and emotional development. Elementary
school students’ school day environments and experiences and classroom activities
should create spaces that encourage personal interaction among peers.

- Specific procedures for collecting and isolating cell phones upon arrival at school or in
the classroom may be necessary to ensure compliance with the policy.

» Middle School
- The policy for middle school students should also focus on removing cell phones from
the school day or classroom. Developmentally, this age group is particularly vulnerable
to the negative effects of excessive personal technology use and has a difficult time
controlling their impulses. Concurrently, middle school students experience increased
autonomy and independence during the school day, which can lead to increased
opportunity for cell phone misuse.

- Possession of cell phones in this age group is likely to be viewed as a rite of passage
into adulthood, so communication and application of policies that restrict use must be
developed in consideration of the specific challenges of middle school students.

« High School
- The policy for high school students regarding school day access and use should still
be restrictive; however, as appropriate, high school students may be developmentally
ready to take more ownership of controlling excessive use and understanding respon-
sibilities regarding technology use to better prepare them for life after high school.

- Inappropriate and potential illegal use of technology is likely to increase in high school
on and off school grounds, including accessing and sharing inappropriate content
and cyberbullying, requiring inclusion of expectations regarding technology use in the
student Code of Conduct.

- Cell phones that are turned off and kept out of sight create classroom environments
where students are less likely to be distracted by interruptions, can focus more on
learning, and allow educators to concentrate on instruction instead of constantly
monitoring student cell phone use. The policy should therefore address high school
students having cell phones on their person during class.



Position Statement and Policy Guidance | Personal Technology Use in Connecticut Schools 3

Responsibilities of local boards of education and superintendents of schools in developing
a Personal Technology Use in Schools Policy

Engage and elicit feedback from school leaders, educators, families, students, and relevant
stakeholders in the development and adoption of a policy that aims to mitigate the negative
impact of unrestricted access to personal technology in schools.

Consider the development of associated regulations that align with the policy and provide
for professional learning of all school staff in the implementation of the policy.

Ensure that the foundation for the Personal Technology Use in Schools policy is districtwide in
its vision, scope, and implementation.

Consider the unique vuinerabilities and opportunities of different student developmental
stages to create age-appropriate segments of the districtwide policy.

At all age levels, behavioral expectations related to technology should be included in the
student Code of Conduct to address issues such as cyberbullying, accessing/sharing
inappropriate content, recording or taking photographs without consent, plagiarism, and the
unapproved use of artificial intelligence (Al) software and applications.

Embed a Personal Technology Use in Schools policy within a broader, intentional digital
educational strategy. Consider a systemic approach toward developing digital literacy and
citizenship to ensure that it is comprehensive and equips students from Kindergarten through
Grade 12 with the skills and tools necessary to safely navigate online spaces.

Assist families in understanding healthy uses of technology, setting ground rules, utilizing
parental controls on devices, and ways to monitor technology use.

Review and update the district policy regularly to address future technological devices,
online platforms, and emerging threats.

Consult board legal counsel during policy drafting and as needed to ensure compliance
with applicable federal and state laws and alignment with best practices. Areas to consider
include: school personnel access to content on student personal technology devices;
consequences for violations of board policy or student Code of Conduct; accessing or
disseminating inappropriate, harmful, or illegal content; material created on personal
devices that may fall under the Family Education Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA) or constitute
part of an educational record; and access for students with disabilities or medical needs as
outlined in individualized education programs (IEP) and Section 504 accommodations.

Responsibilities of school leaders and educators in supporting consistent implementation
of the policy

+ School Leaders:

Engage educators, families, and students in a mindful introduction to the Personal
Technology Use in Schools Policy that is sensitive to the concerns of all involved.

Support educators in learning about the policy and the consistent, uniform application and
enforcement of the district policy and associated regulations.

Provide educators with professional development on best practices for incorporating
technology into classroom lessons and activities using allowable school-issued devices.

Develop a graduated response to inappropriate personal technology use that encourages
students to see the value in a cell-phone-free space and creates opportunities to develop
positive skills related to technology use.

Create a process for exceptions to the Personal Technology Use in Schools policy based on a stu-
dent’s specific needs and as appropriate according to each student’s individualized education
program (IEP), Section 504 accommodations, individualized health care plan, or learning plan.

Create a positive environment regarding media and technology by incorporating digital
citizenship education as part of the curricula.
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 Educators:

Recognize that impulse control is a skill that needs to be developed and that students require
support and instruction to establish healthy and responsible relationships with technology
and social media.

Create engaging lessons that foster in-person group work and collaboration among peers to
strengthen students’ interpersonal skills, peer interaction, and social communication.

Model the digital habits and the utilization of personal technology and social media in
alignment with the district policy.

Participate in professional learning opportunities related to supporting positive digital habits,
digital citizenship, and integrating the effective use of technology in the classroom.

Responsibilities of families, caregivers, and students to support the implementation of and
adherence to the policy

» Families and Caregivers:

Promote student engagement in learning by being mindful of communicating with students
via cell phone during the school day and encourage children to use planning and problem-
solving skills, coping strategies, and in-school supports to help foster independence.
Support school initiatives to create technology-free spaces that allow students to fully
participate in their education while encouraging in-person connections with peers and adults.
Model a healthy relationship with social media and screen time at home and reduce the use
of technology as a tool for occupying young children.

Consider using age-appropriate parental controls on smartphones to encourage the
development of healthy relationships with technology.

Establish open lines of communication with children and have regular conversations
regarding the safe and responsible use of technology.

« Students:

Request to participate in opportunities to provide feedback in the development of the district
policy and grade-band specific policies, as appropriate.

Follow the district Personal Technology Use in Schools policy and the student Code of Conduct.
Engage in lessons and classroom discussions related to social and emotional learning, digital
citizenship, media literacy, and the responsible use of technology.

Encourage peers to use technology and social media appropriately, including being aware of
and limiting the frequency in which they check their cell phones.

Report concerning and inappropriate cell phone use and online behavior by peers to a principal,
teacher, school counselor, psychologist, social worker, or any trusted adult in the school building.

Responsibilities of state-level partners in preparing educators and supporting districts in
developing and implementing district policies

« Higher Education Institutions (Educator Preparation Programs):

Participate in initiatives related to technology use in schools, including the development of model
curricula for digital citizenship, media literacy, and responsible use of technology and social media.

Prepare pre-service candidates to effectively create a positive learning environment in
accordance with the Connecticut Common Core of Teaching, focusing on evidence-based
approaches to incorporating 2Ist century technology in the classroom.

Prepare pre-service candidates to develop student skills and dispositions to respond to real-
world digital challenges in safe, effective, and thoughtful ways.

Contribute to the field of emerging research and best practices related to personal
technology use by children and adolescents.
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« Connecticut State Department of Education (CSDE):

Develop a Kindergarten through Grade 12 Model Curricula for Digital Citizenship, Media
Literacy, and Responsible Use of Technology and Social Media.

Provide professional learning and technical assistance on the effective integration and
implementation of the Kindergarten through Grade 12 Model Curricula.

Continue to invest in resources that assist school districts in policies that address emerging
technologies.

Monitor future national guidance and federal resources for dissemination to aid districts in
maintaining prevailing content in district policies.

Coordinate and partner with state agencies, policymakers, and stakeholders to support
district efforts in policy development and implementation.

Continue support of and collaboration with the research community to gather data to
support district policies and elevate best practices.
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Cell phones or smart devices are to be kept in the student’s
locker so that it is not a distraction during the school day.

If a child or parent needs to be reached, the office will
assist with connecting families.

If a student does not follow expectations with respect to technology use, we
will work with families to address the incident based on how it is outlined in
our parent handbook, the NFPS Code of Responsibility and Respect, and
district policy.



New Fairfield Middle School

e While students are allowed to bring cell phones to school, they must stay in
lockers for the entirety of the school day.

e Students who violate this policy receive consequences that are aligned with

BOE policy (BYOD Agreement) and the NFPS Code of Responsibility and
Respect.

e Policy & expectations are communicated regularly
to students and families.




New Fairfield High School

e Expectations communicated to students, parents / guardians:

o Need to follow the rules of the teacher and the school
o Participate fully, respect classmates and teachers

m Come to class prepared

m Be engaged in the lesson

m Use appropriate language

e Personal devices must be placed in the holders
in each room during the entire class period.

e May not be taken out of the holders to go to the bathroom
o May be used during passing times and study hall



Forward Thinking ... About Wellness

Beyond procedures and practices -

Education to build understanding and expand mindsets among students

Resources for parents / guardians / families

With links to our Wellness Strategic Planning Godl ...

>

Student-facing and parent presentations regarding not only cell phone use, but also social
media more broadly.

Family resources to foster social skills, oral language development, and the role of play for
our younger students.
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