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Agenda

I. Preliminary Business
A. Call to Order
B. Salute to the Flag
C. Correspondence
D. Public Comment

II. Consent Agenda
A. Approval of Meeting Minutes

1. September 8, 2009 Special Meeting
2. September 21, 2009 Regular Meeting

III. Reports
A. Superintendent's Report

1. Nature Trail Acknowledgement
2. BRS Update

a. BRS Monthly Enrollment Report
3. Act on 2010/11 Capital Projects Submission
4. CMT Action Plans

B. PTO Update
C. BRS Town Building Committee Update
D. Facilities Committee Report
E. CABE Liaison Report

IV. New Business
A. Adopt 2010/2011 BOE Regular Meeting Dates

V. Finance
A. Approval of Financial Reports from Finance Committee

1. Monthly Summary Financial Report Ending September 30, 2009
2. Monthly Detail Financial Report Ending September 30, 2009
3. Combining Financial Statements Through September 30, 2009
4. Monthly Cafeteria Report

B. Operating Budget Timeline 2010/11
VI. Old Business
VII. Receive and File
VIII. Other

A. Public Comment
B. Executive Session, in accordance with State Statute

IX. Adjournment
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MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL BOARD OF EDUCATION MEETING 
Tuesday, September 8, 2009 

Library Media Center, Beecher Road School 
 
 
 
CALL TO ORDER:  Sheila McCreven, Chair called the meeting to order at 7:04 PM. 
 
BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT: Ms. Sheila McCreven, Chair; Mr. David Barkin, Dr. Clotilde Dudley-Smith (7:10 
PM), Dr. Steve Fleischman, Dr. Thomas Handler, Mr. Mark Livesay (7:07 PM), Mr. Carl Lindskog and Dr. YanYun Wu. 
 
STAFF: Dr. Guy Stella, Superintendent; Chuck Zettergren, Business Manager and Marsha DeGennaro, Clerk of the 
Board.   
 
MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC:  Margaret Hamilton, PTO; Sandy Simowitz, Teacher; Aldon Hynes, community. 
 
BOARD CORRESPONDENCE – None 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT – Aldon Hynes expressed appreciation on the decision to allow students to view the President’s 
speech. 
 
CAPITAL PROJECTS 2010/2011 
Dr. Stella outlined the Capital Projects currently submitted. The unanticipated issue with the heating boilers was 
explained. During the 1997 building project, the boilers installed were not the ones specified in the RFP. They were a last 
minute substitution, designed for gas heating not oil, and while retrofitted, they are inefficient for our use. A brief video 
was viewed depicting water erosion concerns outside the A and B wings adjacent to the Loop and North playgrounds.  
 
It was suggested that a separate line item be designated in the Capital Project budget for the boilers, as replacement within 
the next year or two will be necessary. This item could also be included in the current building project, although the cost 
of replacement may change the current $9.4 m figure. A similar approach could be utilized for the landscaping survey as 
well in a separate line item. 
 
It was also noted that an overview of our technology spending over the last 3-5 years should be clearly articulated to the 
Boards of Selectmen and Finance in terms of validating curriculum enhancements in support of student achievement. 
 
MOTION #1 - EXECUTIVE SESSION 
Move that we go into Executive Session (7:53 PM). 
    Ms. McCreven 
    Second by Mr. Livesay 
    UNANIMOUS 
 
CALL TO ORDER:  Sheila McCreven, Chair called the Executive Session to order (7:53 PM). 
 
BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT: Ms. Sheila McCreven, Chair; Mr. David Barkin, Dr. Steve Fleischman, Secretary; Dr. 
Clotilde Dudley-Smith, Dr. Thomas Handler, Vice Chair; Mr. Carl Lindskog, Mr. Mark Livesay and Dr. YanYun Wu. 
 
STAFF: Dr. Guy Stella, Superintendent. 
 
The Board conducted a Self-Evaluation.   
 
MOTION #2 - RETURN TO PUBLIC SESSION 
Move to return to Public Session (9:51 PM). 
    Ms. McCreven 
    Second by Dr. Handler 
    UNANIMOUS 
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MOTION TO ADJOURN:  (9:52 PM) 
  Mr. Lindskog 
  Second by Mr. Livesay 

UNANIMOUS 
 

 
 
Recorded by Marsha DeGennaro, Clerk of the Board 
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR BOARD OF EDUCATION MEETING 
Monday, September 21, 2009 

Library Media Center, Beecher Road School 
 
 
CALL TO ORDER:  Sheila McCreven, Chair called the meeting to order at 7:02 PM. 
 
BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT: Ms. Sheila McCreven, Chair; Mr. David Barkin, Mr. Michael Ewing, Dr. Clotilde 
Dudley-Smith, Dr. Steven Fleischman, Secretary; Dr. Thomas Handler, Vice Chair; Mr. Mark Livesay, Mr. Carl Lindskog 
and Dr. YanYun Wu. 
 
STAFF: Dr. Guy Stella, Superintendent; Chuck Zettergren, Business Manager; Carol Bequary, Primary Grades Principal; 
MaryLou Torre, Intermediate Grades Principal; Sheila Haverkampf, Special Services Director; and Marsha DeGennaro, 
Clerk of the Board.   
 
MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC:  Sandy Stein, Board of Selectmen; Joseph Holowienko, WEA; Nancy White, CMT 
Coordinator; Pua Ford, Aldon Hynes community. 
 
BOARD CORRESPONDENCE – None 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT – None  
 
CONSENT AGENDA 
 
Minutes 
MOTION #1 – MINUTES, AUGUST 31, 2009 MEETING  
Move that we approve the minutes of the August 31, 2009 Meeting. 
    Dr. Fleischman  
    Second by Dr. Dudley-Smith 
    UNANIMOUS 
 
REPORTS 
 
Superintendent’s Report  
 
¾ Beecher Road School Update - Superintendent Stella provided an update on the H1N1 virus and coordination 

efforts with Amity and Quinnipack Valley Health Department (QVHD), for vaccination clinics. Student 
participation for the BRS Choral Group is currently 25. Parents are urged to register in Instant Alert as it is 
anticipated we will be “paperless” in our communications this year. As part of our security system, we are 
exploring the possibility of installing video cameras.  
 

¾ CMT Report – Ms. White and Ms. Torre presented the results of the Spring 2009 Connecticut Mastery Tests. The 
CMTs provide a baseline for expectations and serve as growth indicators that assist in guiding student instruction. 
Students scored well in each of the core areas and a review of cohort and gender data was also presented. Grade 
level teams are currently reviewing the data and strand offerings to differentiate student instruction to address 
identified weaknesses. Professional Learning Teams will also review the pacing of units for where and when 
strands are taught in comparison to the CMT schedule.  

 
It was noted that while it is clear students continue to progress, concern was expressed that we may be spending 
too much time on CMT’s to the exclusion of other learning and other aspects of the curriculum. Perhaps the 
Board should examine and qualify what is “well”, and not just rely on numbers. It was requested that a listing of 
strands and units as well as other metrics be provided to allow Board members an opportunity to develop an 
understanding of what is being tested. The October Board meeting will focus on specific action plans to address 
identified skill area deficits.   

 
PTO Report - None 
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BRS Town Building Committee  
Mr. Barkin provided a brief overview of the various components in the project - infrastructure, mechanicals/engineering 
(inclusive of HVAC) electrical, plumbing, walls, doors, windows & classroom upgrades that were not included in 1997 
building project. Approximately 12 firms have met all the requirements with a wide cross-section of firms, however, the 
focus is on the whole team.  The Committee met to review, rank, and score proposals and is the process of developing the 
shortlist for interview and fee submissions. Recommendations will then be made to the BOS/BOF and the BOE. The 
Committee is also pursuing the hiring of an expert energy grant consultant who is familiar and knowledgeable with 
securing alternative funding opportunities. 
 
Committee Assignments & Goals – Ms. McCreven presented the standing committee chairs: Mr. Ewing – Policy; Dr. 
Handler – Finance and Dr. Fleischman – Facilities.  Curriculum will be conducted with the full Board serving as a 
Committee of the Whole. Concern was expressed regarding the lack of experience in several assignments. There are other 
members who are highly experienced, extremely knowledgeable and possess a unique ability to provide expertise. It was 
noted that committee chairs will not be in charge of the committee, and therefore, expertise in a specified area is not a 
requirement. The role of committee chair will be to serve as a facilitator of the Board’s direction. They will have an 
obligation to work collaboratively with all nine members of the Board to ensure the work performed by the committee is 
clearly understood.  Committee goals will be aligned with the Strategic Plan. As there were presently only two members 
assigned to Finance and no additional volunteers, Ms. McCreven will serve as the third member. 
 
CABE Liaison – Ms. McCreven will continue to serve as there were no volunteers. 
 
ACES Liaison – Ms. McCreven asked administration to inquire with ACES whether it was truly necessary for a liaison to 
be appointed.  
     
NEW BUSINESS  
Board Meeting Dates – The Board agreed to meet twice a month over the next several months.  Special meetings will be 
held on the first Monday of each month from October through February. Meeting dates are: October 5, November 2, 
December 7, January 4 and February 1. The first meeting in October will be a joint Committee of the Whole 
encompassing Finance and Facility Committee objectives. The Chairs of each committee outlined their perspectives for 
the initial meeting. The liaisons for the Boards of Selectmen and Finance were also invited. Its anticipated the November 
meeting will be for a Committee of the Whole on Curriculum.  The Board was informed of the BOWA Boards of 
Education meeting on November 5. 
 
MOTION #2 – ADDITIONAL BOE MEETING DATES 
Move that we schedule the meeting dates as outlined through February 2. 

Dr. Handler 
 Second by Dr. Fleischman 

UNANIMOUS 
 
Mr. Barkin left the meeting (8:55 PM) 
 
FINANCE 
Mr. Zettergren presented the August 2009 Financial Reports. It was questioned whether the Board has a fiduciary 
responsibility to review these reports each month. This will be discussed at the October 5 meeting.  
 
MOTION #3 – BOARD OF EDUCATION 2009/10 MONTHLY SUMMARY FINANCIAL REPORT 
Move that we accept the 2009/10 BOE Monthly Summary Financial Report, F1, submitted by the Business Manager for 
the period ending August 31, 2009. 

 Dr. Handler 
 Second by Dr. Dudley-Smith 

IN FAVOR: Dr. Dudley-Smith, Mr. Ewing, Dr. Fleischman, Dr. Handler, Ms. McCreven and Dr. Wu 
ABSTAIN: Mr. Lindskog, Mr. Livesay  

    MOTION PASSES 6-2 
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MOTION #4 – BOARD OF EDUCATION 2009/10 MONTHLY DETAIL FINANCIAL REPORT 
Move that we approve the 2009/10 BOE Monthly Detail Financial Report, F2-5, submitted by the Business Manager for 
the period ending August 31, 2009. 

 Dr. Handler 
 Second by Dr. Dudley-Smith 

IN FAVOR: Dr. Dudley-Smith, Mr. Ewing, Dr. Fleischman, Dr. Handler, Ms. McCreven and Dr. Wu 
ABSTAIN: Mr. Lindskog, Mr. Livesay  

    MOTION PASSES 6-2 
 
MOTION #5 – BOARD OF EDUCATION 2009/10 COMBINED FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 
Move that we approve the 2009/10 BOE Combined Financial Statements, F6-7, submitted by the Business Manager for 
the period ending August 31, 2009. 

 Dr. Handler 
 Second by Dr. Dudley-Smith 

IN FAVOR: Dr. Dudley-Smith, Mr. Ewing, Dr. Fleischman, Dr. Handler, Ms. McCreven and Dr. Wu 
ABSTAIN: Mr. Lindskog, Mr. Livesay  

    MOTION PASSES 6-2 
 
OLD BUSINESS - None 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT - None 
 
 
MOTION TO ADJOURN:  (9:20 PM) 

  Dr. Handler 
  Second by Dr. Fleischman 

UNANIMOUS 
 
 
 

Recorded by Marsha DeGennaro, Clerk of the Board 



Beecher Road School
Woodbridge School District
Student Enrollment As of October 1, 2009

Gr./Teacher Boys Girls Total Gr./Teacher Boys Girls Total

PRE-K GRADE 4
DePalma 11 8 19 Eleck 11 8 19

Concilio 9 9 18
KINDERGARTEN Russo 9 9 18
Belisle 9 10 19 Vincitorio 10 9 19
Coleman 7 12 19 Rourke 10 9 19
Dempsey 7 12 19 TOTAL 93
Salindardi 8 11 19
Wyman-Anctil 7 12 19
TOTAL 95 GRADE 5

Blinstrubas 8 11 19
McCollom 7 11 18
Chase 10 9 19
Mumford 9 10 19

GRADE 1 Ngov 11 7 18
Chick 10 6 16 TOTAL 93
Hutchinson 7 8 15
Navudu 9 7 16
Piascyk 7 8 15
Regan 9 6 15 GRADE 6

Holowienko 13 8 21
TOTAL 77 Katzen 10 9 19

Osborn 7 12 19
GRADE 2 Smerekanicz 10 11 21
Echeverry 11 8 19 Waldron 11 8 19
Krawec 10 10 20 White 10 13 23
Crespi 8 9 17
Nakouzi 10 8 18 TOTAL 122

TOTAL 74 MULTI-AGE
Sanders(yr 1) 10 10 20
Burness(Yr.2) 8 6 14

GRADE 3 Golden(Yr.3) 6 10 16
Don 10 7 17 Ahern(yr 4) 11 11 22
Halsey 10 8 18
Lavigne 10 8 18 TOTAL 72
Crawford 10 6 16
Reizfeld 11 8 19 ENROLLMENT DATA
TOTAL 88 B.R.S 733 (K-6:714/PreK:19)

Other 4
O.O.D. 1 TOTAL 737

MAGNET 3 COMPARISON TOTALS - BRS October1, 2008
B.R.S 758 (K-6:744/Pre-K:17)
Other 8
TOTAL 766
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2009‐2010 – CMT School Improvement Plan 

School Goals and Performance Targets: 
 
CMT results have been analyzed by grade level teams and coordinators.  The attached action plan is a culmination of teacher, 
coordinator, and administrator insights.  While we continue to focus on overall increased student achievement in the areas of 
literacy and mathematics, an analysis of assessment data reveals that there are specific content strands at each grade level that 
require our focused attention.  Strands where students scored less than 85% on the 2009 fourth generation of the CMT will be 
an area of focus for the 2009‐2010 school year. 
 
Specific strand information for each grade level is reflected in the charts on the next few pages.  Before we take a look at the 
individual strands, let’s review the specific content strands for each area.  In reading, there are basically four strands:  (1) 
Forming a General Understanding, (2) Developing Interpretation, (3) Making Reading/Text Connections and (4) Examining 
Content/Structure.  While our students generally perform well in three out of four strands, one reading strand that continues to 
be problematic for the students is Strand Three – Making Reader/ Text Connections.  Without question, our teachers exert 
considerable time and attention to helping students make connections and react to text.  However, a few things present 
stumbling blocks for students on the CMT.  For example, sometimes students write lengthy responses of their own experiences 
related to a problem in the text but they never return to the text to make the actual connection.  Since open‐ended questions 
are frequently the form text‐to‐self connections appear, students must create written responses that are organized, include 
relevant details, and are fluent enough to be easily read.  If the written responses are not clearly explained, students will not 
receive full credit.  Finally, some students make only superficial connections.  These responses lack substance and receive an 
unsatisfactory score.  An area where our students are making progress is Examining Content and Structure.  This strand is most 
closely aligned with critical and creative thinking.  Three main ideas are addressed in this strand:  an examination of the 
author’s craft; extending the text; and demonstration of what was important to the author or the character.    
 
In math, there are twenty‐five strands; however, not every strand is assessed every year.  The data indicates that our students, 
particularly those students in the upper grades, perform well on most strands as evidenced in the 2009 CMT power point 
presentation.  However, our action plan will focus on those strands that are problematic.  This document contains information 
about the strands where students require more intervention.  
 
With regard to writing, students in grades three and four are asked to respond to a narrative prompt while students in grades 
five and six are asked to respond to an expository prompt.  The students also read passages with embedded errors and answer 
multiple choice questions as part of editing/composing/revising.  This action plan outlines specific strategies teachers will use 
with students in grades three through six to address areas that are problematic. 
 
It is important to note that Professional Learning Communities (PLC) will continue to be a vehicle for dialogue regarding student 
performance and achievement as we move forward.  Faculty meetings and grade level team meetings will continue to be 
structured to facilitate an examination of student work as well as the sharing of instructional strategies and the planning of 
common lessons.   
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Areas in Need of Improvement                                                                                    
Grade Three 
 
Grade Three – Math 
 

Strand Number  Descriptor  % Showing Mastery 
2006 

% Showing Mastery 
2007 

% Showing Mastery 
2008 

% Showing Mastery 
2009 

11  Estimating Solutions 
to Problems 

74  69  81  78 

15  Approximating 
Measures 

76  65  78  78 

25  Mathematical 
Applications 

45  53  74  72 

 
Grade Three – Reading 
 

Strand Number  Descriptor  % Showing Mastery 
2006 

% Showing Mastery 
2007 

% Showing Mastery 
2008 

% Showing Mastery 
2009 

1  Forming a General 
Understanding 

85  81  89  79 

3  Making Reader/Text 
Connections 

44  36  74  73 

4  Examining 
Content/Structure 

47  33  78  77 

 
Grade Three – Writing 
 

Strand Number  Descriptor  % Showing Mastery 
2006 

% Showing Mastery 
2007 

% Showing Mastery 
2008 

% Showing Mastery 
2009 

1  Composing/Revising  40  45  62  54 
2  Editing  90  79  94  82 
 
>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>> 
 
 
Grade Four  
 
Grade Four – Math 
 

Strand Number  Descriptor  % Showing Mastery 
2006 

% Showing Mastery 
2007 

% Showing Mastery 
2008 

% Showing Mastery 
2009 

3  Equivalent Fractions, 
Decimals, Percents 

46  73  65  74 

11  Estimating Solutions 
to Problems 

55  73  67  73 

14  Time‐Elapsed Time 
Problems 

80  87  75  80 

15  Approximating 
Measures 

64  67  72  80 

16  Customary and 
Metric Measures 

76  79  81  93* 

17  Geometrid Shapes 
and Properties 

79  80  82  88* 

25  Mathematical 
Applications 

60  58  77  84 

Note:  Strand numbers 16 and 17 reflect mastery this year. 
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Grade Four – Reading 
 

Strand Number  Descriptor  % Showing Mastery 
2006 

% Showing Mastery 
2007 

% Showing Mastery 
2008 

% Showing Mastery 
2009 

2  Developing 
Interpretation 

68  75  80  83 

3  Making Reader/Text 
Connections 

65  41  69  83 

4  Examining 
Content/Structure 

79  75  78  88 

*Strand number 4 reflects mastery this year. 
 
Grade Four – Writing 
 

Strand Number  Descriptor  %Showing Mastery 
2006 

% Showing Mastery 
2007 

% Showing Mastery 
2008 

% Showing Mastery 
2009 

1  Composing/Revising  66  71  63  76 
2  Editing  80  82  87  85 
*Strand number 2 reflects mastery for the past two years. 

 

GRADE FIVE 

Grade Five - Math 

Strand 
Number 

Descriptor % Showing 
Mastery 2006 

% Showing Mastery 
2007 

% Showing 
Mastery 2008 

% Showing 
Mastery 2009 

3 Equivalent Fractions, Decimals, 
Percents 

90 82 84 85 

11 Estimating Solutions to 
Problems 

77 71 75 82 

15 Approximating Measures 85 81 81 77 
16 Customary and Metric 

Measures 
80 73 79 81 

17 Geometric Shapes and 
Properties 

78 84 89 85 

20 Statistics and Data Analysys 93 89 85 84 
24 Classification and Logical 

Thinking 
75 69 79 76 

 

Grade Five – Reading 

Strand 
Number 

Descriptor % Showing 
Mastery 2006 

% Showing Mastery 
2007 

% Showing 
Mastery 2008 

% Showing 
Mastery 2009 

3 Making Reader/Text 
Connections 

49 55 71 71 

 

Grade Five – Writing 

Strand 
Number 

Descriptor % Showing Mastery 
2006 

% Showing Mastery 
2007 

% Showing 
Mastery 2008 

% Showing 
Mastery 2009 

1 Composing and Revising 87 81 90 82 
2 Editing 77 72 91 84 
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GRADE SIX 

Grade Six – Math 

Strand 
Number 

Descriptor % Showing 
Mastery 2006 

% Showing 
Mastery 2007 

% Showing 
Mastery 2008 

Showing 
Mastery 2009 

7 Computation with Whole 
Numbers and Decimals 

73 78 74 83 

8 Computation with Fractions and 
Integers 

60 78 80 88 

9 Solve Word Problems 73 84 76 85 
11 Estimating Solutions to 

Problems 
67 78 68 92 

12 Ratios and Proportions 71 87 79 89 
16 Customary and Metric Measures 44 75 75 72 
17 Geometric Shapes and 

Properties 
55 62 84 85 

20 Statistics and Data Analysis 60 84 74 93 
24 Classification and Logical 

Reasoning 
59 81 72 86 

25 Mathematical Applications 50 74 69 76 
 

Grade Six – Reading 

Strand 
Number 

Descriptor % Showing 
Mastery 2006 

% Showing 
Mastery 2007 

% Showing 
Mastery 2008 

% Showing 
Mastery 2009 

2 Developing Interpretation 77 83 87 92 
3 Making Reader/Text 

Connections 
60 63 54 72 

 

Grade Six – Writing 

Strand 
Number 

Descriptor % Showing 
Mastery 2006 

% Showing 
Mastery 
2007 

% Showing 
Mastery 2008 

% Showing 
Mastery 2009 

1 Composing/Revising 73 83 80 85 
2 Editing 81 92 84 91 
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Connecticut Mastery Test – Action Plan – Reading             

District Goal:  Increase student achievement in reading. 

School Goal:   At least 85% of students will meet or exceed the goal standard on the CMT in reading. 

Areas in Need of 
Improvement Based on 
March 2009 Scores 

Action Steps – What steps/activities/strategies will 
be initiated to achieve this goal? 

Individuals 
Responsible 

Timeline  Evaluation/Outcome 
Data 

 
Forming a General 
Understanding – Current 
Grade 4 
 
Developing 
Interpretation –Current 
Grade 5 
 
Making Reader Text 
Connections – Current 
Grades 4, 5, and 6 
 
Examining Content and 
Structure – Current 
Grades 4 and 5 
 
Current Grade 3 – 
All areas will be focused 
on – a particular 
emphasis will be on 
building stamina, 
providing time and 
instruction with regard 
to developing complete 
and fluent written 
responses to text, 
encouraging  students to 
self‐ assess, and offering 
opportunities for 
students to practice tests 
in a CMT‐like format.  
This is in addition to the  
strategies noted on this 
page. 
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1)  Teachers and Administrators will analyze CMT 

results as well as DRA results and other 
formal/informal assessments to determine 
specific instructional needs. 

2)  Teachers will match reading instruction to 
individual student needs through 
implementation of Reader’s Workshop and 
guided reading groups. 

3)  Teachers will use instructional materials to 
teach reading comprehension strategies – 
Graphic Organizers – Individual reading 
materials determined by teacher as part of 
Reader’s Workshop. 

4)  Teachers will use strategies such as Read 
Alouds, Think Alouds, Response Journals, Mini – 
Lessons, etc. 

5)  Teachers will use holistic assessments to 
conduct item analysis and provide small group 
intervention to students in need. 

6)  Teachers will use Harcourt and mid‐year tests 
and specific themes to evaluate progress grade‐
wide – grades 3, 4, and 6. 

7)  Teachers will model making connections 
between text and outside experiences. 

8)  Teachers will model how to synthesize 
information from text to write personal 
responses. 

9)  Teachers will incorporate Nancy Boyles reading 
strategies and Columbia reading strategies into 
reading instruction. 

10)  Teachers will provide all children with more test 
samples and time and instruction in written 
responses. 

11)  Teachers will introduce appropriate test 
terminology.  Incorporate CMT vocabulary into 
daily reading instruction – use word walls. 

12)  Teachers will administer reading assessments in 
accordance with Language Arts matrix – 2 to 4 
times yearly and participate in 
Curriculum/Assessment Team reviews. 

13)  Teachers will include non‐fiction reading 
strategies as part of reading instruction. 

14)  Teachers will provide explicit instruction in 
reading strategies including fluency building. 

15)  Teachers will incorporate CMT practice and 
instruction into the curriculum. 

16)  Teachers will develop common assessments 
that align with the reading comprehension 
strands and objectives measured by the CMT. 

17)  Teachers will monitor remediation of students 
receiving special education, language arts 
support, and ELL support. 

 
 
 

 
1‐17 
Grade 3‐6 
Teachers, 
Language Arts 
Specialists, 
Principals 

 
1:  By 
10/09 
 
2‐11:  
Ongoing 
 
12:  2‐4 
times 
yearly 
 
13:  
Ongoing 
 
14 ‐15: 
Ongoing 
 
16:  As 
needed, 
no less 
than 
twice 
yearly. 
 
17:  
Ongoing 
 
 

 
1‐17:  DRA Results, 
Informal Reading 
Assessment information, 
Teachers College Reading 
Assessments, Reading 
Journals, Common 
Assessments… 
 
Evaluate stamina during 
practice test 
administration for 
students in each grade, 
especially grade three. 
 
 
12‐ Administrator and 
Teachers and Language 
Arts Specialists will 
review assessments. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Connecticut Mastery Test – Action Plan – Writing 

District Goal:  Increase student achievement in writing. 

School Goal:   At least 85% of students will meet or exceed the goal standard on the CMT in writing. 

Areas in Need of 
Improvement Based 
on March 2009 Scores 

Action Steps – What 
steps/activities/strategies will be initiated to 
achieve this goal? 

Individuals Responsible  Timeline  Evaluation/Outcome 
Data 

 
Composing and 
Revising – Current 
Grades 4, 5, and 6 
 
Editing – Current 
Grades 4 and 5 
 
Direct Assessment of 
Writing – All grades 
 
 
Current Grade 3 – 
All areas will be 
focused on. 
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1)  Administrators will continue to 
provide job‐embedded professional 
development in Writer’s Workshop. 

2)  Teachers will follow district timeline 
to implement Units of Study for 
Writer’s Workshop. 

3)  Teachers will administer CMT‐like 
writing prompts a minimum of four 
times per year.  Data will be 
analyzed and results will drive 
instruction. 

4)  Teachers will develop lessons as 
part of instruction in areas of 
composing, revising, and editing and 
use the Queue series to support 
instruction. 

5)  Teachers will provide practice 
opportunities to students re:  CMT 
practice and preparation. 

6)  Teachers will maintain writing 
portfolios on all students. 

7)  Teachers will implement CMT 
remediation for students identified 
in below basic, basic, and proficient 
range using language arts specialists 
and tutors provided by grant 
monies as available. 

8)  Teachers will create individualized 
student plans for students who do 
not meet benchmarks. 

9)  Teachers will analyze data at team 
meetings during common planning 
times and staff meetings as part of 
PLC and Curriculum and Assessment 
Team Reviews. 

10)  Teachers will create common grade 
level assessments. 

 

 
1‐  Administrators 
 
 
 
2 – Teachers and 
Language Arts 
Specialists 
 
3 – Teachers 
 
 
 
4 – Teachers and 
Language Arts 
Specialists 
 
5 – Administrators, 
teachers, and 
Language Arts 
Specialists 
 
 
6 – Teachers  
 
7 – Language Arts 
Specialists and 
Tutors 

           8 – Language Arts      
Specialists, Teachers,  

 
 
9 – Teams 

 
          10 –Classroom    
Teachers 

 
1 – 
About 6‐
8 times 
per year 
 
2‐10 ‐ 
Ongoing 

 
1,2:  Analysis of Writer’s 
Notebooks 
 
3 – Evaluate results of 
Writing Prompts using 
CMT state rubric. 
 
4‐6:  Harcourt 
Assessments, On‐ 
Demand Writing 
Assessments, CMT 
practice tests 
 
7 ‐ 9:  Examination of 
progress made on 
individual student plans. 
 
10:  Examination of 
Common Assessments 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 



Connecticut Mastery Test – Action Plan – Math 

District Goal:  Increase student achievement in math. 

School Goal:   At least 85% of students will meet or exceed the goal standard on the CMT in math. 

Areas in Need of 
Improvement Based on 
March 2009 Scores 

Action Steps – What steps/activities/strategies will 
be initiated to achieve this goal? 

Individuals 
Responsible 

Timeline  Evaluation/Outcome 
Data 

 
Current Grade 4:  
Strands 11, 15, 16 and 
25 
 
 
Current Grade 5:  
Strands, 3, 11, 14, 15, 25 
 
Current Grade 6:  
Strands 11, 14, 15, 16, 
and 24 
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1)  Students will continue to master all content 
strands, especially those targeted at each grade level. 
2)  Students will be evaluated in each of the areas 
utilizing various assessment tools, including common 
assessments.  Instruction will be focused upon 
individual student needs. 
3)  Teachers will monitor remediation of students 
receiving special education services and those 
receiving support through the math center. 
4)  Teachers will utilize classroom practice CMT 
materials with students and provide students with 
ongoing practice in the CMT format. 
5)  Math specialist will provide teachers with 
resources to implement objectives/strands not 
currently in the BRS math resources. 
6)  Teachers and math specialists will develop flexible 
groups for math intervention. 
7)  Math word walls will be created by teachers. 
8)  Teachers will work on targeted objectives/strands 
on a unit‐by‐unit basis. 
9)  Teachers will employ differentiated instruction. 
10) Common assessments will be created and 
implemented by teachers/math specialist. 
11) Teachers will routinely incorporate word 
problems with estimation into daily lessons. 
12) Teachers will utilize PQRST method with students 
as one strategy. 
13) Teachers will use Daily Math Review packets in 
addition to Problems of the Month with students. 
14) Data will be analyzed by teachers at team 
meetings. 
15) Individual student plans will be created by 
teachers/math specialist. 
16) Teachers will develop assessments that align with 
the math strands and objectives as measured by the 
CMT. 
17)  SMART Goals will be created to target at least 
one weak strand. 
18) Administer fact assessments weekly. 
19)  Assign computational fluency homework. 
20)  Offer intense support in the 
Geometry/Measurement unit implemented in grades 
3‐6.  

 
1‐20:  
Classroom 
teachers and 
Math Specialist 

 
All 
strands 
will be 
addressed 
on an 
ongoing 
basis and 
as they 
appear in 
specific 
math 
units and 
as 
indicated 
on the 
pacing 
guide. 

 
CMT Practice Tests 
 
Daily Math Review 
Packets 
 
End of Unit Tests –  
Common Assessments 
Trailblazers (3rd – 5th) and 
McDougal‐Littell Math 
Series (6th) 
 
Teacher 
Assessments/Common 
Assessments 
 
SMART Goal Assessments 
Monthly 
 
Monthly Fact Assessment 
Data 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 



Data Collection  
Beecher Road School 

Writing – Individual Instructional Analysis and Assessment Plan 
2009‐2010 School Year 

 

Student Name:  _________________________________  Grade:    _______________ 

Teacher:    _________________________________  Specialist:    _______________ 

Prompt Score:                                                                               Level: 
 
Composing and Revising: 
 
Editing: 
 

Targeted CMT Objectives 

Writing  Grade 3  Grade 4  Grade 5  Grade 6 
Direct Assessment of 
Writing 

       

Composing and Revising         
1. Content, Organization, 
and Time 

       

2. Revision:  Syntax         
3. Revision:  Word Choice         
Editing         
1. Capitalization         
2.Punctuation         
 

A.  Identify instructional strategies to support writing areas of need. 

 

 

 

B.  Additional Comments: 
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Data Collection 
Beecher Road School 

Math – Individual Instructional Analysis and Assessment Plan 
2009 ‐ 2010 School Year 

 

Student Name:  _____________________________________________Grade:    ____________ 

Teacher:  _____________________________________________ Specialist:  ____________ 

Level:                   Below Basic            Basic              Proficient           Goal              Advanced 
(Circle one.) 
 

Targeted CMT Objectives 

Math Strands  Grade 3  Grade 4  Grade 5  Grade 6 
Strand 1         
Strand 2         
Strand 3         
Strand 4         
Strand 5         
Strand 6         
Strand 7         
Strand 8         
Strand 9         
Strand 10         
Strand 11         
Strand 12         
Strand13         
Strand 14         
Strand 15         
Strand 16         
Strand 17         
Strand 18         
Strand 19         
Strand 20         
Strand 21         
Strand 22         
Strand 23         
Strand 24         
Strand 25         
 

1.  Identify instructional strategies to support math areas of need. 
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Data Collection 
Beecher Road School 

Reading – Individual Instructional Analysis and Assessment Plan 
2009 ‐ 2010 School Year 

 

Student Name:  ____________________________________________ Grade:    _____________ 

Teacher:    ____________________________________________   Specialist:  _____________ 

Reading Scores:  CMT 

Grade  CMT Level:  Below Basic, Basic, Proficient, 
Goal, Advanced 

Target level for 2009 Performance 

3     
4     
5     
6     
 

DRP Information 

Date  DRP Score  Level/Comments 
     
     
     
     
 

DRA Information/Informal Reading Information/Harcourt Information 

Tool  Grade Placement/Age  Grade/Age Performance  Comments 
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Targeted CMT Objectives 

Strand/Objective  Grade 3  Grade 4  Grade 5  Grade 6 
 
General Understanding 
 
 

       

 
 
Developing Interpretation 
 

       

 
Making Reader/Text 
Connections 
 
 

       

 
Examining Content and 
Structure 
 
 
 

       

 

 

Identify instructional strategies to support reading areas of need. 
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Beecher Road School     K‐3      CMT Action Plan    2009‐2010 School Year 

 

 

 

12 

Action  Staff  Timeline 

Examine current K‐3 language arts & 
math curriculum and correlation to CMT 
strands 

Principal 

Language Arts Coordinators 

Math Coordinator 

September / October  

Analyze individual student performance 
on (3rd grade)  CMT  

Principal 

Coordinators and Grade Level Team 
Teachers 

October/ November 

Collaborate with grade level team 
teachers to refine instruction / 
differentiation based on specific CMT 
strands 

Principal 

Coordinators and Grade Level Team 
Teachers 

Ongoing 

Use DRA II assessment to measure and 
instruct in the area of fluency 

Principal 

Classroom Teachers 

Language Arts Support 

Ongoing 

Continue administration  & analysis of 
Problem of the Month to increase 
problem solving ability 

Principal 

Classroom Teachers 

Math Coordinator 

Ongoing 

Establish mid‐year and year‐end math 
assessments for analysis and 
instructional direction 

Principal 

Classroom Teachers 

Math Coordinator 

January ‐ May 

Provide structured time for grade 2 and 
grade 3 teachers to meet and discuss 
CMT strands 

Principal 

Grade 2 and 3 Classroom Teachers 

Math & Language Arts Coordinators 

Ongoing 

Provide explicit instruction to grade 2 
students in the genre of test taking 

Principal 

Math Coordinator 

Classroom Teachers 

Ongoing 

Provide opportunities for 2nd grade 
students to experience timed 
assessments to increase endurance 

Principal 

Classroom Teachers 

Ongoing 



Beecher Road School 

Special Services Department 

CMT Action Plan 

2009 ‐ 2010 

Action  Staff  Timeline 

Special Services staff engage in CMT 
action planning with grade level teams in 
Reading, Writing and Mathematics 

All Special Education Teachers  September / October  

Special Services staff analyze individual 
student performance on CMT  

All Special Education Teachers grades 4‐6  September / October  

Special Services staff review eligibility 
for CMT‐MAS and provide this 
alternative through IEP process for 
appropriate students 

All Special Education Teachers grades 3‐6  October ‐ January 

Special and General Education Teachers 
provide practice in genre of test taking 

All Special Education Teachers grades 1‐6  November ‐ February 

Special Services staff collaborate with 
grade level team teachers to refine 
instruction / differentiate for students 
with special needs based on specific CMT 
strands using SMART Goals 

All Special Education Teachers grades 4‐6  Ongoing 

with frequent progress monitoring 

Special Services staff review IEP to 
ensure alignment of goals and objectives 
with team instructional decisions and 
grade level standards. 

All Special Services Staff  Ongoing 

Special Services staff collect and analyze 
data with grade level team teachers to 
monitor progress and adjust instruction 

All Special Services Staff  Ongoing 

Progress monitoring shared with director 
Nov. & Jan. 

 

Special Services staff provide 
opportunities for classroom meetings for 
discussion, questions and strategies for 
test taking, particularly at grade 3,4 
levels as appropriate 

Intermediate School Psychologist, School 
Counselor, Special Education Teachers 

January ‐ March 
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Woodbridge School District
CMT Action Plan 2009



The ultimate purpose of assessment is to 
support and enhance student learning.



How Do We Use CMT data?

• As a snapshot of student and group 
performance

• As a tool to guide instructional decisions
• As a tool to help to establish individual 

instructional goals



STRAND COMPARISONS
2006 - 2009



Strand Comparison – Reading
Grade 3

Percent At / Above Goal by Content Strand



Strand Comparison - Reading
Grade 4

Percent At / Above Goal by Content Strand



Strand Comparison - Reading
Grade 5

Percent At / Above Goal by Content Strand



Strand Comparison - Reading
Grade 6

Percent At / Above Goal by Content Strand



Strand Comparison - Writing
Grade 3

Percent At / Above Goal by Content Strand



Strand Comparison - Writing
Grade 4

Percent At / Above Goal by Content Strand



Strand Comparison - Writing
Grade 5

Percent At / Above Goal by Content Strand



Strand Comparison 
Grade 6

Percent At / Above Goal by Content Strand



Mathematics - Percent At / Above Goal
Strand Comparison by Grade 2008-2009 



• Specific Content Strand 
Discussion

• Action Plan Discussion
• Practical Steps in the Classroom
• Special Services CMT Action Plan

• K-3 CMT Action Plan



WOODBRIDGE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

REGULAR MEETING DATES 
 
 

2010  
 
 
    Tuesday   January 19  (Martin Luther King - 18) 
    Monday   February 22 
    Monday   March 15 
    Monday   April 26  
    Tuesday   May 18  (Town Meeting 17) 
    Monday   June 21 
    Monday   July 19 
    Monday   August 16 
    Monday   September 20  
    Monday   October 18 
    Monday   November 15 
    Monday   December 20 

 
2011 

 
 
    Tuesday   January 18  (Martin Luther King - 17) 
    Monday   February 21 
    Monday   March 21 
    Monday   April 18  
    Tuesday   May 17  (Town Meeting 16) 
    Monday   June 20 
    Monday   July 18 
    Monday   August 15 
    Monday   September 19  
    Monday   October 17 
    Monday   November 21 
    Monday   December 19 
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