
 
 

 

 
	

Low

 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

ombe Publi
ol Communit

Li

ic School_ L
ties National 

dco
 20

Low SES E
Partnership 

ombe
012 E

valuation R
2012 Evalua

e Pu
Eval

Report 2012
ation Report 

ublic
uatio

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 1 o

c Sc
on R

v  
of 67 

 

choo
Repo

 

ol 
ort 



 

Tab

 

Se

 

Int

 

 

Se

 

 

Se

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Se

 

 

Se
par

 

 

Se

Low

ble of co

ction 1: S

roductio

The fo

Plann

What 

ction 2: S

ction 3: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ction 4: 

 

ction 5: 
rticipation

 

ction 6: O

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

ontents 

School I

on 

ocus of th

ing the a

is the sco

School c

Methodo

Findings 

Enrolmen

Student p

NAPLAN

ESL  

Technolo

Student w

Staff prof

Progress

  

Changes
n in the L

  

Optional

ombe Publi
ol Communit

nformati

he annua

nnual eva

ope of th

context 

ology 

 

nt and At

performa

N   

 

ogy  

welfare a

file  

s toward

 

s in scho
ow SES 

 

l section

ic School_ L
ties National 

ion 

l evaluati

aluation 

e 2012 E

 

 

 

ttendance

ance  

 

 

 

and engag

 

d targets 

 

ools’ sys
School C

 

n: Sharing

Low SES E
Partnership 

ion  

Evaluation

e  

gement 

and stra

stems an
Communit

g Partner

valuation R
2012 Evalua

 

n Report?

 

 

 

p11 

p11 

p30 

p34 

p39 

p48 

p52 

ategies fr

 

d practic
ties Natio

 

rship Ach

Report 2012
ation Report 

? 

rom the 

ces as a 
onal Partn

ievement

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 2 o

 pa

 pa

 pa

 pa

2012 Sch

 pa

result of 
nership 

 pa

ts pa

v  
of 67 

ge 3 

ge 5 

ge 6 

ge 11 

hool Pla

ge 54 

ge 61 

ge 63 

 

n 



Low

Sectio

The fol
School
 
School
Region

 

 Ann

 

 

I endor
 
A copy
respon
 
 

Princip
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

on 1: Sch

llowing is a
l of strateg

l Code: 239
n: South W

nual scho

Matthew L

Michael D

Debbie Sa

Lee Willis 

Belinda Sw

Moy Ly 

Jasmine S

Julie Rush

 

rse the con

y of this rep
nsibility for 

pal:  Matth

ombe Publi
ol Communit

hool Info

a report pre
ies and tar

94 
Western Syd

ool evaluat

Name 

Lewis 

uffy 

age 

wan 

Smith 

h 

ntents of th

port has be
this schoo

hew Lewis,

ic School_ L
ties National 

ormation

epared as 
rgets from 

dney 

tion team 

his report.

een lodged
ol. 

 Lidcombe

Low SES E
Partnership 

n 

a result of
the 2012 S

members

Princip

Deputy

Assista

Assista

Reliev

Reliev

Reliev

Comm
Presid

d with the S

e PS 

valuation R
2012 Evalua

f an evalua
School Pla

s and auth

pal 

y Principal

ant Princip

ant Princip

ing Assista

ing Assista

ing Assista

munity Enga
ent 

School Edu

Report 2012
ation Report 

ation at Lid
an. 

ors 

Position 

pal 

pal 

ant Princip

ant Princip

ant Princip

agement O

ucation Dir

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 3 o

combe Pu

al 

al 

al 

Officer / P&

rector with 

 

v  
of 67 

blic 

&C 



Low

 

Introd
Schools
to unde
underta
activity 
Evidenc
implem
Evaluat
and suc

The 201
and will
Nationa

The fo

The ann
targets 
includes
strategi

The ann

 Wha

 How
mad

 Whe

Planni

The ann
consulta
executiv
Educati
(as app
should 
could in

What i

The ann
Situatio
should 

 the 

               
1 NSW D
https://de
 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

duction 
s participati
ertake an an
aken by the 
on evidenc
ce from eva
entation, m
tion support
ccessful inn

12 Evaluatio
l inform rev
al Partnersh

ocus of the

nual evalua
and strateg
s the revisio
es, and wh

nual evalua

at did we sa

w well did w
de? 

ere to next?

ng the an

nual evalua
ation with k
ve, teaching
ion Consult

propriate). R
allocate Na

nclude this a

s the scop

nual evalua
onal Analysi
contain info

school cont

                      
Department of 
etwww.det.nsw

ombe Publi
ol Communit

ng in the Lo
nnual evalua
school. Eva

ce that has b
aluations ca
ake judgem
ts evidence

novation.1 

on Report t
isions to the

hip funds for

e annual e

ation should
gies in the S
on of target
ether new s

ation should

ay we would

we do it? Ho

? Future dire

nual evalu

ation should
key stakeho
g staff, stud
ative Group

Regional and
ational Partn
as an accou

pe of the 2

ation will bui
s, and focu

ormation ab

text  

                      
Education and

w.edu.au/polic

ic School_ L
ties National 

ow SES Sch
ation and re
aluation is t
been system

an be used t
ments about
e-based dec

emplate is 
e school pla
r the coming

evaluation

 focus on re
School Plan
s (where re
strategies n

 address th

d achieve? 

ow effective 

ections? 

uation 

 be led by t
lders. Key s

dents, paren
p (AECG) In
d state offic
nership reso
untability str

2012 Eval

ild upon the
s on chang

bout: 

 
d Training, Ev
cies/general_m

Low SES E
Partnership 

hool Comm
eport on the
the judgeme
matically co
to plan activ
t their impac
cision makin

provided to
an and infor
g year. 

  

eporting pro
 to inform d

equired), the
eed to be d

he following 

 

were our st

the school p
stakeholder
nts, the P &
nc. and key 
cers are also
ources to su
rategy (Refo

uation Re

e extensive 
es and prog

valuation Polic
man/accountab

valuation R
2012 Evalua

munities Nat
e effectivene
ent of the m

ollected, ana
vities, monit
ct and the a
ng, systems

 assist scho
rm ways in w

ogress and 
decisions ab
e continuatio
developed/im

questions:

trategies? W

principal and
rs would typ
 C Associat
community

o available 
upport the a
orm 5) in th

port? 

work alread
gress over t

cy, 
bility/eval_pol/

Report 2012
ation Report 

ional Partne
ess of the s

merit, worth 
alysed and 
tor and imp
allocation of
s improveme

ools in repo
which scho

achieveme
bout future a
on or cessa
mplemented

What chang

d involve pa
pically includ
tion, the loc
y groups inv
to provide s

annual evalu
heir school p

dy undertak
the last twe

/PD20100416

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 4 o

ership are r
strategies 
or value of 
interpreted
rove their 
f resources.
ent, accoun

orting inform
ols will alloc

nt on the ke
actions. Thi
ation of curr
d.  

ges have we

articipation 
de school 
cal Aborigin
volved in the
support. Sc
uation proce
plans. 

ken for the 
elve months

_i.shtml 

 

v  
of 67 

required 

an 
. 

. 
ntability 

mation, 
cate 

ey 
is 
rent 

e 

of and 

al 
e school 
chools 
ess and 

s. It 



Low

 a su
 evid

und
 revi
 cha

Part
 

Sectio

The cu
languag
educati
Learnin
(school 

The mo
 
 

 

The sc
actively
Merit S
decision

School
Lidcom
focus o
quality 
inclusiv
Underp
underst
make a
commu
strong, 

 

 

 

 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

ummary of t
dence of pro
ertaken to a
sed targets
nges in the
tnership 

on 2: Sch

urrent scho
ges being r
on classes

ng, English 
funded), T

ost predomi
 Chin
 Ara

Kor
 Turk

Pac
Eng
Viet
 

hool has a
y involved in
Selection pr
ns, decision

l Purpose 
be Public S

on continua
teaching p

ve teaching
pinning this 
tanding that
a difference
nity knowle
professiona

ombe Publi
ol Communit

the methodo
ogress towa
achieve the

s (where app
 school sys

hool con

ool commun
represented
s. Specialis
as a Secon
urkish and A

nant langua
nese 
bic  
ean  
kish 

cific Islande
glish 
tnamese 

 
a small, bu
n school de
rocess, sch
ns relating t

School has a
al improvem
practice. Th
 programs 
document 
t in reflectin
e to the stu
edge at a t
al learning c

ic School_ L
ties National 

ology used 
ards targets
e targets 
propriate) a

stems and p

ntext 

nity is high
d. The scho
st program
nd Languag
Arabic.  

ages (March
 22%
 12%
 11%
 10%
r 9%
 8%
 5%
 
t highly co

ecision-mak
hool self e
o capital im

an establish
ment in ma
he staff is c

that result
is a shared

ng, planning
udents we 
team and w
community.

Low SES E
Partnership 

by the scho
s and the eff

and future st
practices as

hly multiling
ool comprise
ms include 
ge, and Co

h 2012) are
% 
% 
% 
% 

ommitted, P
king inclusiv
valuation p

mprovement

hed reputat
aximising s
committed 
t in improv

d notion of c
g and implem

teach. By 
whole scho
  

valuation R
2012 Evalua

ool to gathe
ffectiveness

trategies 
 a result of 

gual (91.7%
es 21 main

Reading 
mmunity La

e: 

P & C Asso
ve of fulfillin
processes, 
ts and schoo

tion as an in
student lear
to the prov

ved learnin
continuous 
menting qu
sharing ou

ool level we

Report 2012
ation Report 

er informatio
s of Partners

participatio

% LBOTE)
nstream clas

Recovery, 
anguages i

ociation wh
ng staff vac
broad fina
ol policy de

nnovative s
rning outco
vision of qu
g outcome
improveme
ality progra

ur combined
e will maint

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 5 o

on 
ship strateg

n in the 

) with 44 
sses and 3

Support T
n Chinese, 

hose memb
cancies thro
ncial mana

ecisions. 

school with a
omes throu
uality learn

es for all s
ent. It is our
ms we can 
d professio
tain and de

 

v  
of 67 

gies 

different 
3 special 
Teacher 
Korean 

bers are 
ough the 
agement 

a strong 
gh high 

ning and 
tudents. 
r shared 
and will 

onal and 
evelop a 



D

T

W

T
T

T

(s
p
a
p

Low

 

Sectio

In cond
draw co
the Low

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

 

Timelin

Date/s P

Term 3 

Week 3 

P
p

T3 – 
Term 4 

 

Term 3 

see 
page 3 
and 
page 4) 

C

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

on 3: DAT

ucting this 
onclusions, 
w SES Scho

planning th

collecting d

analysing d

communica

ne for the s

Phase 

Planning th
process 

Collecting d

ombe Publi
ol Communit

TA ANALY

revised sch
make recom

ool Commun

e process 

data 

data 

ating finding

situational 

e 

data 

ic School_ L
ties National 

YSIS MET

hool situatio
mmendatio
nities Natio

gs, recomm

analysis  

Task/s  

Establish a
including re
stakeholde

 determi
be colle
availab
Analysi

 develop
situatio
tasks, r
allocatio

 decide 
commu
commu

Undertake 
may wish to
training wo
additional m
team in trai

Check out t
Schools We

Collect revi

 student

 student

 student

 student
perform

 staff pro

 student

Low SES E
Partnership 

HODOLOG

nal analysis
ns and refin
nal Partners

endations a

a situational 
epresentativ
r groups:  

ine the data
ected and th
le to revise 
s 

p a timeline 
nal analysis

required res
on of perso

how the fin
unicated to t
unity. 

SMART tra
o revisit the
rkshop or in
members of
ining 

the EMSAD
ebsites! 

ised data on

t enrolment

t attendance

t retention 

t literacy/nu
mance 

ofile 

t engageme

valuation R
2012 Evalua

GY 

s, the follow
ne strategie
ship. 

and strategi

analysis te
ves from ke

a that needs
he tools 
the Situatio

for the revi
s, including 
sources and
nnel respon

dings will b
the school 

aining. Scho
e SMART 
nclude new 
f the execut

D and Smar

n: 

e 

meracy 

ent 

Report 2012
ation Report 

(as at 

wing phases
es linked to t

es. 

Req
res

eam 
ey 

s to 

onal 

ised 

d 
nsible 

e 

 

ools 

or 
tive 

rter 

Tim

Sta
Exe
Me

Inte

 

 

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 6 o

1st August 

s were follow
the six Refo

quired 
source 

me 

age and 
ec 
eings 

ernet 

 

v  
of 67 

2012) 

wed to 
orms of 

Staff 
responsib

Principal

 
 
Principal
and 
situationa
analysis 
team 

 

Executive
and all 
untrained 
staff 

Executive
and *Scho
Leaders,

All staff 

ble 

l 

 

 
ool 



D

T
W

T

W
1

T
T

Low

Date/s P

Term 3 
Wk 3 - 7 

A

Term 3, 

Wk 7 – 
0 

Then 
Term 4 

C
fi
re
a

*Sch

 

 

Lidcom

We are 
quantit
not a co
what w

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

Phase 

Analysing d

Communica
indings, 
ecommend

and strateg

hool Leader

mbe PS DAT

collecting e
tative facts 
ollection of 

we did! 

ombe Publi
ol Communit

data 

ating 

dations 
ies  

rs are staff 

TA COLLE

evidence to
and figures
recounts ab

ic School_ L
ties National 

Task/s  

 parents
(compre
involvem
commu

Scanning th

Determine 
changed/pr
previous Si

Drawing co

Validating t

Explaining 

Communica
conclusions
recommend
strategies l

Describing 
progress 

and commu

ECTION 201

o measure o
s that meas
bout what w

Low SES E
Partnership 

s/community
ehensive co
ment includ

unity and AE

he data 

what has 
rogressed f
ituational A

onclusions 

the conclus

significance

ate the find
s, making 
dations and
inked to Re

achieveme

unity memb

12  

our progress
sure achieve
we did – we

valuation R
2012 Evalua

y 
ommunity 
ding Aborigi
ECG) 

rom the 
nalysis 

ions 

e of conclus

ings, explai

d developing
eforms 

ents and 

bers who ex

s towards m
ement and 
 need to rep

Report 2012
ation Report 

Req
res

nal 

sions 

Tim

Com
dat

ining 

g 

Situ
ana
rep
tem

xercise lead

meeting sch
document 
port on the 

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 7 o

quired 
source 

me 

mpleted 
a report 

uational 
alysis 
ort 

mplate  

dership capa

ool targets:
change.  T
effectiven

 

v  
of 67 

Staff 
responsib

Executive
and *Scho
Leaders 

Principal
and 
situationa
analysis 
team 

 

acity. 

 ie. 
This is 
ess of 

ble 

 
ool 

l 



Low

 

 

Target(

Decrea
number
student
lowest 2
bands i
to less t

38% of 
student
proficie
standar
5 & 6) i
NAPLA
Reading

Decrea
number
student
lowest 2
bands i
to less t

34% of 
student
proficie
standar
7 & 8) i
NAPLA
Reading

60% of 
student
achievin
exceed
minimu
in NAPL
Reading

More th
of Year
student
achievin
exceed
minimu
in NAPL
Numera

Decrea
number
student
lowest 2
bands i

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

s) 

se the 
r of Year 3 
ts in the 
2 skill 
n Reading 
than 18%. 

Year 3 
ts at 
ncy 
rd (Bands 
n 

AN 
g. 

se the 
r of Year 5 
ts in the 
2 skill 
n Reading 
than 22%. 

Year 5 
ts at 
ncy 
rd (Bands 
n 

AN 
g. 

Year 5 
ts 
ng or 
ing 
m growth 
LAN 
g. 

han 68% 
r 5 
ts 
ng or 
ing 
m growth 
LAN 
acy. 

se the 
r of Year 3 
ts in the 
2 skill 
n 

ombe Publi
ol Communit

Co-ordina
responsib
Executive
 
 
 
 
 
 
Executive
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Executive
 
 

ic School_ L
ties National 

ator (s) 
ble 
e staff 

e staff 

e Staff 

Low SES E
Partnership 

Data 

Year 3, 5 a
 
 
 
 
 
 
Stage Team
Numeracy 
data 
Eg: stage t
growth data
talking and
(Discovery 
Speaking), 
 
 
 
 
Stage TAR
teachers’ re
changes to
practice as
BOOSTING

valuation R
2012 Evalua

and 7 NAPL

m Literacy a
performanc

esting and 
a, reading d
 listening da
Learning, P
reading da

RS survey –
eflection on

o teaching 
 a result of 

G 

Report 2012
ation Report 

Wh

LAN 

and 
ce 

data, 
ata 
Public 
ata 

n 

2012 

Co
we
ins
We
10 
 
 
We
(fo
Lea
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
We

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 8 o

hen By: (Te

ompleted in 
eeks of Term
stead of boo
ednesday, 

ednesday, W
llowing Acti
arning Repo

ednesday, W

 

v  
of 67 

rm 3) 

last two 
m 3 
osting. 
Week 

Week 6 
ion 
ort) 

Week 6 



Low

Numera
than 18

Increas
number
in band
in Nume
more th

Decrea
number
student
lowest 2
bands i
Numera
than 18

Increas
number
in band
in Nume
more th

82% Ye
student
above m
standar
numera

Improve
outcom
Reading
emphas
develop
quality 
to impro
student
compre
and talk
listening
Improve
outcom
Numera
an emp
develop
quality 
to 
improve
underst
mathem
languag
 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

acy to less 
8%. 

se the 
r of Year 3 
s 5 and 6 
eracy to 

han 27%. 

se the 
r of Year 5 
ts in the 
2 skill 
n 
acy to less 
8%. 

se the 
r of Year 5 
s 7 and 8 
eracy to 

han 43%. 

ear 3 
ts at or 
minimum 
rd in 
acy 

ed student 
es in 
g with an 
sis on 
pment of 
pedagogy 
ove 
ts’ 
ehension 
king and 
g skills. 
ed student 
es in 

acy with 
phasis on 
pment of 
pedagogy 

e students’ 
tanding of 

matical 
ge. 

ombe Publi
ol Communit

ES1 AP a
AP 
Support S

Stage AP
Support s

ic School_ L
ties National 

and SEU 

Staff 

Ps 
staff 

 

Low SES E
Partnership 

L3 Data 
Best Start D
Reading Re

Targeted in
tracking ind
improveme
and Numer
names are 
submitted d
 

valuation R
2012 Evalua

Data 
ecovery Da

ntervention 
dividual stud
ent in Literac
racy (studen
not recorde

data) 

Report 2012
ation Report 

We
We

ata We

Data 
dent 
cy 
nt 
ed in 

We

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 9 o

ednesday, W
ednesday, W
ednesday, w

ednesday, W

 

v  
of 67 

Week 6 
Week 7 
week 6 

Week 7 



Low

Improve
outcom
Reading
emphas
develop
quality 
to impro
student
compre
and talk
listening
Improve
outcom
Numera
an emp
develop
quality 
to 
improve
underst
mathem
languag
Improve
outcom
Reading
emphas
develop
quality 
to impro
student
compre
and talk
listening

Improve
outcom
Numera
an emp
develop
quality 
to 
improve
underst
mathem
languag

2. To de
inclusiv
and saf
culture.

3. All st
clearly a
behavio

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

ed student 
es in 
g with an 
sis on 
pment of 
pedagogy 
ove 
ts’ 
ehension 
king and 
g skills. 
ed student 
es in 

acy with 
phasis on 
pment of 
pedagogy 

e students’ 
tanding of 

matical 
ge. 
ed student 
es in 
g with an 
sis on 
pment of 
pedagogy 
ove 
ts’ 
ehension 
king and 
g skills. 

ed student 
es in 

acy with 
phasis on 
pment of 
pedagogy 

e students’ 
tanding of 

matical 
ge. 

evelop an 
ve, positive 
fe school 
  

tudents 
articulate 
oural 

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

DP, Stage
ESL team
 
 
 
 
Communi
Language
teachers 

Stage 3 te
 
 
Technolog
 
DP, ES1 A
rep, Spee
therapist 

Numeracy
committee
chairperso
 
Stage AP

PBIS com
 
 
 
 
 
PBIS com
chairperso
 

ic School_ L
ies National 

e AP’s, 
m 

ity 
e 

eachers 

gy team 

AP, ESL 
ech 

T
T
a

y 
e 
on 

Ps h

mmittee 

mmittee 
on 

T

Low SES E
Partnership 

Data resulti
initiatives: 

 Acti
emb

 Ove
 Stud
 ESL
 Com

Data

Student Da
Literacy Te

Student dat
Technology
Technology
and studen

Speech The

Student Da
Numeracy T
Data resulti
In Too and 
have alread
above) 

Data resulti
Team initiat

 PBIS
 SET
 IPI d
 Gre

Data resulti

valuation R
2012 Evalua

ing from ES

on Learning
bed TELL 
erall ESL re
dent LBOTE
L staff surve
mmunity Lan
a 

ata resulting
am initiative

ta resulting 
y team initia
y surveys fo
ts 

erapist’s Re

ata resulting
Team initiat
ing from Co
Counting O

dy been cov

ing from PB
tives 
S data 

T data 
data 
en event da

ing from 

Report 2012
ation Report —

SL team 

g to 

port 
E data 
ey 
nguage 

W

W

W

g from 
es 

from 
atives 
or staff 

eport 

W

W
W

W

g from 
tives 

ount Me 
On (may 
vered 

W

W

BIS 

ata 

W
W
W
W

W

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 10 o

Week 5 

Week 4  

Week 4 

Week 7 

Week 8 
Week 5 

Week 9 

Week 7 

Week 8 

Week 6 
Week 7 
Week 7 
Week 6 *Se

Week 7 

 

v  
of 67 

em 1 



Low

expecta
classroo
settings

4. Cont
inform t
parent 
commu
about s
policy a
procedu
how to 
their ch
school. 

1. To pr
quality 
for the w
school 
commu
through
proactiv
program
promote
student
engage
and res
for all s
but part
for boys
support
risk’ lea
all grad
at all lev
(Studen
disabilit
Refuge
Aborigin
and OO
student
enhanc
parent 
particip
and lea
and bui
teacher
capacity
use of 
technol
enhanc
student

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

ations in 
om 
s (PBIS) 

inue to 
the 

nity 
school 
and 
ures and 
support 
ildren at 

romote 
learning 
whole 

nity 
h 
ve 
ms that 
e 
t 
ement 
silience 
tudents, 
ticularly 
s; 
t for ‘at 
arners in 
es and 
vels 
nts with 
ties, 
e, 
nal, ESL 

OHC 
ts); 
ced 

ation 
arning; 

ld 
r 
y in the 

ogy to 
ce 
t 

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

 
 
SRC teac

 
Community
Engageme
Officer 

Principal 
 
 
 
 
 
 
DP 
 
 
 
 
 
Stage 3 AP
 
 
Principal 
 
 
DP 
 
Leadership
 
 
ECT leader
 

ic School_ L
ies National 

chers 

A
t

y 
nt 

D
C
Te

Pa

P 

p coach

rs 

D

 
Q
6 
 
Pa
 
 
Sc
 
D
Le
 
Ea
In

Low SES E
Partnership 

Attainment 
team initiati
Student Re
Council rep

ata resultin
ommunity E
eam initiativ
 Atten

direct
2012 

 Atten
to enh
involv
schoo
makin

arent Forum
ata resultin
 Profe
 Schoo

Comm
 Staff 

 
 Atten
 Learn

Team
 Enrol

uality of Life
students an

arent Satisf

choolMap S

ata from Ex
earning Rep

arly Career 
nduction and

valuation R
2012 Evalua

and Engag
ives 

epresentativ
port 

g from 
Engagemen
ves 
dance at ev
tly addressi
school targ
dance at ev
hance comm
vement and
ol decision 
ng 

m questions
g from 
ssional Lea
ol 
munication
profile 

dance 
ning Suppor

m 
ments 

e Survey fo
nd parents

faction surv

Survey   

xecutive Act
port 

Teachers 
d Accreditat

Report 2012
ation Report —

gement 

ve W

nt 

vents 
ng 

gets 
vents 
munity 
 

s 

W
 
 
 
 
 
W

arning 

rt 

or Year 

vey 

tion 

tion 

 
W
 
 
 
 
 
W
 
 
 
 
 
W
 
 
W
 
 
Te
 
W
 
 
W

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 11 o

Week 7 

Week 6 

Week 9 

Week 6 

Week 5 

Week 5 

Week 5 

erm 4 Week

Week 6 

Week 7 

 

v  
of 67 

k 1 



Low

 

learning

 
Annual 
Report 
or 
ASR Da

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

g.  

School 

ata 

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

Stage 3 AP
SRC teach
 
Assistant 
Principals 
 
DP 
 
 
Sports Co-
ordinator 
 
All Staff 
 
 
Principal, D
SAM 

ic School_ L
ies National 

 

P and 
ers 

DP, 

St
Pu
Am
 
C
 
Sc
st
 
Sc
 
 
Sc
an
 
Fi
(N

Low SES E
Partnership 

tudent Lead
ublic Educa
mbassador

urriculum A

choolMap S
tudents , sta

chool Sport

chool Initiat
nd Special P

inancial Sta
November)

valuation R
2012 Evalua

dership and
ation 
’s Reports

Area Evalua

Survey for 
aff and pare

t Report 

tives, Excur
Programs 

atement 

Report 2012
ation Report —

d 

tion 

ents 

rsions 

Du
Te
or

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 12 o

ue by Week
erm 4, but s
rganising th

 

v  
of 67 

k 2, 
start 
is term! 



Low

3.0 FIN

Studen
Lidcom
compar
 
 
 
 
 
 
Anticipa
13 stud
4 stude
Older h
Cost of 

Studen

Overall 

 Sem

 Sem

 Sem

 Sem

 

Studen

 
Early S

Best St

Compa
into Yea

Critical A

Reading

201

(77 stud

201

(72 stud

Phon

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

NDINGS 

nt enrolmen
be Public S
res to previo
 201
 201
 201
 200
 200
 200

ated enrolm
ents are ref

ents are Abo
omes in the
housing ha

nt attendan

student att

mester 1, 20

mester 1, 20

mester 1, 20

mester 1, 20

nt performa

Stage One B

tart Final A

rative kinde
ar 1.) 

Aspect 

g Texts 

10 

dents) 

11 

dents) 

nics 

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

nt  
School has 
ous enrolme
2  
1  
0  

09  
08  
07  
ment in 2013

fugees 
original. 
e area are b
as increased

ce  

endance av

009 – 95.4%

010 – 95.6%

011 – 95.5%

012 – 94.9%

ance  

Best Start a

Assessmen

ergarten res

0 

6 

(8%) 

2 

(3%) 

0 

ic School_ L
ies National 

a current 
ents of:  
 557
 555
 577
 557
 587
 556

3 (Septembe

being replac
d in and aro

verages 95%

% 

% 

% 

% 

and L3 (La

nt Results, 

sults for the 

1 

20 

(26%) 

23 

(32%) 

1 

Low SES E
Partnership 

enrolment 

7 
5 
7 
7 
7 
6 
er 2012) is 

ced by hom
ound the Lid

% 

anguage Le

November

Literacy

end of 201

END OF

Nu

2 

29 

(38%) 

17 

(24%) 

 

2 

valuation R
2012 Evalua

(Septembe

570.  

me units. 
dcombe are

earning and

r 2011 

0 and end o

F YEAR AC

umber of S

3 

16 

(21%) 

21 

(29%) 

3 

Report 2012
ation Report —

r 2012) of 

ea. 

d Literacy) 

of 2011 (ie.

CHIEVEME

Students 

4 

6 

(8%) 

9 

(12%) 

4 

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 13 o

557 studen

Data 

 Students g

NT 

5 

0 

0 

5 

 

v  
of 67 

nts. This 

going 

6 7

0 0

0 0

6 7

7 

0 

0 

7 



P

A

 

Low

201

(77 stud

201

(72 stud

honemic A

201

(77 stud

201

(72 stud

Concepts

201

(77 stud

201

(72 stud

Compreh

201

(77 stud

201

(72 stud

Aspects of 

201

(77 stud

201

(72 stud

Aspects o

201

(77 stud

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

10 

dents) 

11 

dents) 

Awareness 

10 

dents) 

11 

dents) 

 of Print 

10 

dents) 

11 

dents) 

hension 

10 

dents) 

11 

dents) 

Speaking 

10 

dents) 

11 

dents) 

f Writing 

10 

dents) 

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

8 

(10%) 

2 

(3%) 

0 

18 

(23%) 

7 

(10%) 

0 

12 

(16%) 

3 

(4%) 

0 

22 

(29%) 

6 

(8%) 

0 

18 

(23%) 

9 

(12%) 

0 

11 

(14%) 

ic School_ L
ies National 

19 

(25%) 

25 

(35%) 

1 

22 

(29%) 

34 

(47%) 

1 

16 

(21%) 

14 

(19%) 

1 

20 

(26%) 

33 

(46%) 

1 

17 

(22%) 

30 

(42%) 

1 

30 

(39%) 

Low SES E
Partnership 

24 

(31%) 

24 

(33%) 

 

2 

24 

(31%) 

20 

(28%) 

 

2 

31 

(40%) 

24 

(33%) 

 

2 

28 

(36%) 

22 

(31%) 

 

2 

31 

(40%) 

19 

(26%) 

2 

28 

(36%) 

valuation R
2012 Evalua

23 

(30%) 

11 

(15%) 

3 

8 

(10%) 

6 

(8%) 

3 

18 

(23%) 

31 

(43%) 

3 

7 

(9%) 

11 

(15%) 

3 

11 

(14%) 

14 

(19%) 

3 

8 

(10%) 

Report 2012
ation Report —

3 

(4%) 

10 

(14%) 

4 

5 

(6%) 

5 

(7%) 

4 

0 

0 

4 

0 

0 

4 

0 

0 

4 

0 

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 14 o

0 

0 

 

 

 

5 

0 

0 

5 

0 

0 

5 

0 

0 

5 

0 

 

v  
of 67 

0 0

0 0

 

 

 

6 7

0 0

0 0

6 7

0 0

0 0

6 7

0 0

0 0

6 7

0 0

0 

0 

7 

0 

0 

7 

0 

0 

7 

0 

0 

7 

0 



Low

201

(72 stud

 

In Early
informe

During 

• Stude
student
using th
used as

• The La
Student
writing. 
levels a

• Teach
Each te
met to s
ideas a
profess

• During
Program

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

11 

dents) 

y Stage One
ed individua

2012 

nts were in
t progress w
he Best Sta
s the basis o

anguage, L
ts participat
Teachers c

and writing v

hers implem
eacher set a
share data, 
nd strategie

sional learni

g Term 2 th
m with spee

Number of 
Students

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

4 

(6%) 

e the focus 
l goal settin

itially asses
was tracked
rt software 
of programm

Literacy and
ted in small
collected an
vocabulary)

mented actio
a literacy an

goals and s
es. From the
ng was plan

e Early Sta
ech therapis

0
5
10
15
20
25
30
35
40

37

3

Early A

ic School_ L
ies National 

27 

(38%) 

N

Early 
was mainta

ng/action lea

ssed using t
 on the Lite
to collate d
ming in liter

d Learning (
 group, sho

nd analysed
) every five 

on learning 
nd numerac
strategies a
e needs ide
nned. 

ge One tea
sts. A progra

37

3

40

Studen

Arithme

Low SES E
Partnership 

27 

(38%) 

Numerac

Stage One
ained on reg
arning and t

the Best Sta
eracy and N
ata and gen
racy and nu

L3) interven
ort, explicit, 
d student ac
weeks. 

in five-week
y goal base

and engage
entified in th

am began w
am was dev

2

16

nt Developme

etical Str

valuation R
2012 Evalua

13 

(18%) 

cy 

e, 2012 
gular data c
team profes

art Assessm
umeracy co
nerate early
umeracy. 

ntion was im
systematic 

chievement 

k periods to
ed on their c
e in professi
hese meetin

working on th
vised where

1

13

ent Levels

rategies

Report 2012
ation Report —

1 

(1%) 

collection an
ssional lear

ment packag
ontinuums. 
y learning p

mplemented
lessons for
data (instru

o match data
class data a
onal dialog

ngs, the ES

he Languag
eby each w

0 1

s, 2011

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 15 o

0 

nd analysis 
rning. 

ge. During t
Teachers b
lans which 

d from Term
r reading an
uctional rea

a collection
analysis. Th
ue and sha
1 team 

ge Support 
eek languag

Term

Term

 

v  
of 67 

0 0

 

which 

the year 
began 
were 

m 1. 
nd 
ding 

 cycles. 
he team 
re 

ge 

m 1

m 4

0 



Low

lessons
teacher
story st
various 
aspects
can be 

• Team 
days, e
learning
softwar
identific
to meet

 
 
 
 
Best St

Critical

Readin
Pho

Phon
Awar

Concep
pr

Compre
Aspe
spea

Aspe
wri

*The m
Literacy

 

Best St

Forwar

 

Februa

Septem

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

s based aro
rs and the s
ructure and
specific as

s in subsequ
found in the

professiona
xternal cou
g this year i
re, the critica
cation of gift
t student ne

tart Assess

l Aspect 
 

ng texts 
onics 
nemic 
reness 
pts about 
rint 
ehension 
ects of 
aking 
ects of 
iting 
ajority of Ki
y. 

tart Assess

rd number 

Eme

ary 18 (2

mber 7 (9

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

und the sha
speech thera
d vocabulary
spects of lan
uent lesson
e Language

al learning 
rses/meetin
ncluded the
al aspect of
ted and tale
eeds. 

sment Res

% at Level 
Feb Sep
93 16
74 19
96 25

93 25

82 27
72 23

95 13

ndergarten

sment Res

word sequ

ergent Ini

24%) 36

9%) 7

ic School_ L
ies National 

aring of a qu
apists. Clas
y while the 
nguage. Cla
ns. Base-line
e Support P

included we
ngs and wo
e implemen
f phonemic 
ented stude

ults, Febru

0 % at Le
pt Feb 
6 5 
9 18
5 4 

5 7 

7 18
3 22 

3 5 

 students b

ults, Febru

uences: 

itial (10) 

6 (49%) 

7 (9%) 

Low SES E
Partnership 

uality pictur
ss teachers 
speech the

ass teachers
e data for th

Program sec

eekly team 
rking with c
tation of the
awareness
nts in kinde

uary 2012 a
Literacy

evel 1 % 
Sept Fe
35 0
44 5
55 0

35 0

31 0
33 7

36 0

egin schoo

uary 2012 a

Numeracy

Intermedia
(10) 

8 (11%)

9 (12%)

valuation R
2012 Evalua

re book wer
focus upon
rapists pres
s follow up 
his program
ction. 

meeting se
consultants.
e L3 Literac
s, effective n
ergarten and

and Septem

at Level 2
eb Sept
0 23 
5 16
0 16 

0 21 

0 28
7 33 

0 24 

l at Level O

and Septem

y 

ate Faci
(10)

6 (8%

12 (16

Report 2012
ation Report —

re implemen
n developing
sent lessons
and extend

m was collec

ssions, plan
 Topics for 

cy initiative, 
numeracy le
d differentia

mber 2012

% at Lev
Feb S

1 1
3 1
0 

0 

0 1
0 1

0 1

O in all critica

mber 2012

ile 
0) 

Fac

%) 3 

6%) 25 

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 16 o

nted by clas
g understan
s based aro

d upon these
cted and res

nning days/
team profes
Best Start 

essons, 
ating the cur

el 3 % at 
Sept Feb 
15 0 
12 0 
4 0 

7 0 

13 0 
11 0 

17 0 

al aspects o

cile (30) 

(4%) 

(33%) 

 

v  
of 67 

ss 
nding of 
ound 
e 
sults 

/half 
ssional 

rriculum 

Level 4
Sept 
12 
9
0 

12 

1
0 

9 

of 

Facile 
(100) 

3 (4%) 

15 
(20%) 



Low

Numera

 

Februa

Septem

Early a

 

Februa

Septem

Pattern

 

Februa

Septem

  

Langua

 

Data Su

Instru
Readin

RR Le
RR Le
RR Le
RR Le

 

Data Su
'Writing
minute 
them in
that stu

 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

al identific

Eme

ary 40 (5

mber 9 (1

arithmetica

Eme

ary 39 (5

mber 9 (1

n and numb

Eme

ary 18 (2

mber 13 (1

age, Literac

ummary – 

 
 
 

uctional 
ng Levels 

 
evels 1-2 
evels 3-5 
evels 6-8 
evels 9+ 

ummary – 
g vocabulary
period. Stu
 a list forma
dents use i

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

ation: 

ergent 

54%) 27

2%) 21

l strategies

ergent Pe

53%) 33

2%) 37

ber structu

ergent I

24%) 30

17%) 24

cy and Lea

Instruction

 
Results a

of 2011
 (i.e cur

Year 
% of gr

3 
15 
31 
51 

Writing Vo
y' is the num
dents are a
at. Teachers
n their writi

ic School_ L
ies National 

1-10 

7 (36%) 

1 (28%) 

s: 

erceptual 

3 (45%) 

7 (49%) 

ure: 

Instant 

0 (41%) 

4 (32%) 

arning (L3) 

nal Reading

at end 
 ES1 
rrent 
1) 

(A

rade 

ocabulary 
mber of wor
asked to wri
s may prom
ng. 

Low SES E
Partnership 

1-20 

6 (8%)

17 (23%)

Figurative

1 (1%)

19 (25%)

Repeated

21 (28%)

24 (32%)

Data 

g Levels 

Week 5
As L3 initiat

began) 
% of grade

91 
8 
0 
1 

rds that a st
te all the wo

mpt orally by

valuation R
2012 Evalua

1-10

1 (1%

) 28 (37

e Coun
on/b

1 (

) 10 (

d Multip

) 5 (7%

) 11 (15

 
2012 

ive 
W

(Mo
data 

e % 

tudent can w
ords that th
y suggesting

Report 2012
ation Report —

00  

%) 

7%) 

nting-
back 

1%) 

13%) 

ple Comb
t

%) 

5%) 3 

Week 30 
ost recent 
collection)
of grade 

5 
37 
25 
33 

write indepe
ey know an
g common w

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 17 o

 

 

Facile 

0 

0 

binations 
to 10 

0 

(4%) 

 
L3 Init

Targ

% of g
5

20
25
50

endently in 
nd often rec
words or wo

 

v  
of 67 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

tiative 
gets 

grade 
5 
0 
5 
0 

a ten-
cord 
ords 



Low

Wr
Voca

Numbe
0

6
24
5

• Result
on the l

• Early S
oral lan
learning
compre
develop
and refi

 

Readin

In Term
NAPLA
Results
pronoun
compre
below s
were re

 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

 
 
 

riting 
abulary 
r of words 
0-5 

6-23 
4-49 
50+ 
ts demonst
iteracy con

Stage One 
guage is ne

g areas. Th
ehension an
pment. Deve
ine skills be

ng Compreh

m 1, week 2 
AN 2008 que
s from the in
n referencin

ehension sk
showed that
e-assessed 

% 

% 

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

 
Results a

of 2011 
 (i.e cur

Year 
% of gr

6 
26 
48 
20 

rate good p
tinuum (rea

teacher obs
ecessary to
is is also re

nd phonemic
elopment o

eyond the ba

hension- Y

students in
estions.  Th
nitial assess
ng, vocabula
ills.  This da
t there were
in Term 2. 

of grade T1 W

of grade T2 W

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

P
e
rc
e
n
ta
ge

 o
f 
St
u
d
e
n
ts

ic School_ L
ies National 

at end 
ES1 

rrent 
1) 

(A

rade 

progress in r
ading texts a

servations a
 enhance a

eflected in th
c awarenes
f oral langu
asics for rea

S

Year 2 

n year 2 wer
ey complet

sment indica
ary and infe
ata was use
e significant

0‐6

Band 1

Wk 2 27%

Wk9 10%

0%

5%

0%

5%

0%

5%

0%

Low SES E
Partnership 

Week 5
As L3 initiati

began) 
% of grade

95 
4 
1
0 

reading and
and aspects

and evaluat
achievemen
he critical as
ss are all str
age skills is
ading texts 

 

Stage 1 Dat

re assessed
ed the asse
ated that ou
erential que
ed to inform
t growths in

7‐10 11

Band 2 Ba

27% 2

17% 1

valuation R
2012 Evalua

 
2012 

ive 
W

(Mo
data 

e % 

d writing in L
s of writing)

tions sugge
t across En
spects data
rongly base
s also requi
and aspect

ta 

d on reading
essment ag
ur year 2 stu
estions in or
m our Boost 

 Bands 4, 5

1‐14 15‐19

and 3 Band 4

21% 16%

14% 24%

Report 2012
ation Report —

Week 30 
ost recent 
collection)
of grade 

19 
21 
25
35 

L3 which re
). 

est that deve
nglish as we
a – aspects 
ed in oral lan
red to exten
ts of writing

g comprehe
ain in Term
udents need
rder to impro
support pro

5 and 6 whe

9 20‐24 2

4 Band 5 B

4%

14%

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 18 o

 
L3 Init

Targ

% of g
20
30
50

 
eflected prog

eloping stud
ell as all oth
of speaking

nguage 
nd achievem

g. 

ension using
m 2, week 9.

ded to impr
ove overall 
ogram.  The
en the stude

 

25‐32

Band 6

5%

21%

 

v  
of 67 

tiative 
gets 

grade 
0 
0 
0 

gress 

dents 
er 
g, 

ment 

g year 3 
  

rove in 

e graph 
ents 



Low

Readin

 

 

Student
It was e
texts.  T
give su

Stage 1
our teac
weeks u
The dis
profess
percent

 

Year 1-

Clu

(prior to
2

(Kinde
5

(Ye
 

 

 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

ng Levels 

ts in Stage 
evident from
They need t
pporting de

1 used the C
ching and le
using the B

strict Best S
sional learni
tages of sta

- Phonemic

usters 

1 
o school) 
2-4 
ergarten) 
5-6 
ear 1) 

%

%

%

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

1 were ben
m this asses
to be able to

etails after re

Critical Aspe
earning pro
est Start so
tart consult
ng, constru

age 1 studen

c awarenes

Te
Percen

stud
1

7

1

% of grade T1 

% of grade T2 

% of grade T3 

P
e
rc
e
n
ta
ge

 o
f 
St
u
d
e
n
ts

ic School_ L
ies National 

nchmarked u
ssment that 
o retell main
eading a tex

ects of Liter
grams.  Ass

oftware.  Th
ant has liais
ctive feedb
nts in the cl

ss 

rm 1 
ntage of 
dents 
0% 

8% 

1% 

0‐9

Leve

Wk 1 36%

Wk10 25%

Wk 10 14.50

0%

5%

10%

15%

20%

25%

30%

35%

40%

Low SES E
Partnership 

using the P
students in

n events or 
xt. 

racy and Nu
sessments 
e teachers 
sed with the
ack and res
usters of th

Percent

9 10‐14

els Levels

% 16%

% 13%

0% 14.50%

valuation R
2012 Evalua

M benchma
n stage 1 ne

facts using

umeracy Co
are ongoing
focus on tw

e stage teac
sources.  Th
he critical as

Term 2 
tage of stud

10% 

77% 

11% 

15‐19

Levels

23%

22%

21%

Report 2012
ation Report —

ark kit at the
eed to focus
g text specif

ontinuum m
g and data 

wo aspects f
chers, provi
he table bel
spects: 

dents

20‐24 2

Levels Le

17% 8

27% 1

23% 2

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 19 o

 

e end of eac
s on retelling
fic vocabula

markers to in
is updated 
for five wee
iding ongoin
low shows t

Term 3
Percentage

students
7% 

67% 

25% 

25+

evels

8%

13%

27%

 

v  
of 67 

ch term.  
g of 

ary and 

nform 
every 5 

eks.  
ng 
the 

3 
e of 
s 



Low

Year 2-

Clu

(prior to
2

(Kinde
5

(Ye
 

Year 1-

Clu

(prior to
2

(Kinde
5

(Ye
7

(Ye
 

Year 2-

Clu

(prior to
2

(Kinde
5

(Ye
7

(Ye
 

Aspects
Discove
into our
indicate
achieve

 

 

 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

- Phonemic

usters 

1 
o school) 
2-4 
ergarten) 
5-6 
ear 1) 

- Comprehe

usters 

1 
o school) 
2-4 
ergarten) 
5-6 
ear 1) 
7-8 
ear 2) 

- Comprehe

usters 

1 
o school) 
2-4 
ergarten) 
5-6 
ear 1) 
7-8 
ear 2) 

s of speakin
ery Learning
r literacy pro
es that our s
e stage litera

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

c awarenes

Te
Percen

stud
3

54

44

ension 

Te
Percen

stud
1

7

1

0

ension 

Te
Percen

stud
0

4

4

1

ng and Voca
g and the L
ograms to f
students ne
acy outcom

ic School_ L
ies National 

ss 

rm 1 
ntage of 
dents 
3% 

4% 

4% 

rm 1 
ntage of 
dents 
0% 

8% 

2% 

0% 

rm 1 
ntage of 
dents 
0% 

7% 

0% 

1% 

abulary Kno
anguage S
urther deve

eed to furthe
mes. 

Low SES E
Partnership 

Percent

Percent

Percent

owledge ha
upport Prog

elop student
er improve i

valuation R
2012 Evalua

Term 2 
tage of stud

3% 

53% 

45% 

Term 2 
tage of stud

10% 

77% 

12% 

0% 

Term 2 
tage of stud

1% 

29% 

61% 

9% 

ve been a m
gram (speec
t English lan
n these two

Report 2012
ation Report —

dents

dents

dents

major focus
ch Patholog
nguage acq
o critical asp

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 20 o

Term 3
Percentage

students
0% 

35% 

65% 

Term 3
Percentage

students
3% 

69% 

26% 

1% 

Term 3
Percentage

students
0% 

21% 

38% 

40% 

s in stage 1.
gist) are em
quisition.  O
pects in ord

 

v  
of 67 

3 
e of 
s 

3 
e of 
s 

3 
e of 
s 

  
mbedded 

ur data 
der to 



Low

Year 1-

Clu

(prior to
2

(Kinde
5

(Ye
7

(Ye
 

Year 2-

Clu

(prior to
2

(Kinde
5

(Ye
7

(Ye
 

Year 1-

Clu

(prior to
2

(Kinde
5

(Ye
7

(Ye
 

Year 2-

Clu

(prior to
2

(Kinde

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

- Aspects o

usters 

1 
o school) 
2-4 
ergarten) 
5-6 
ear 1) 
7-8 
ear 2) 

- Aspects o

usters 

1 
o school) 
2-4 
ergarten) 
5-6 
ear 1) 
7-8 
ear 2) 

- Aspects o

usters 

1 
o school) 
2-4 
ergarten) 
5-6 
ear 1) 
7-8 
ear 2) 

- Aspects o

usters 

1 
o school) 
2-4 
ergarten) 

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

of Speaking

Te
Percen

stud
1

8

1

0

of Speaking

Te
Percen

stud
1

5

3

7

of writing 

Te
Percen

stud
4

8

1

0

of writing 

Te
Percen

stud
3

3

ic School_ L
ies National 

g 

rm 1 
ntage of 
dents 
0% 

0% 

0% 

0% 

g 

rm 1 
ntage of 
dents 
1% 

5% 

6% 

7% 

rm 1 
ntage of 
dents 
4% 

5% 

0% 

0% 

rm 1 
ntage of 
dents 
3% 

3% 

Low SES E
Partnership 

Percent

Percent

Percent

Percent

valuation R
2012 Evalua

Term 2 
tage of stud

10% 

78% 

10% 

0% 

Term 2 
tage of stud

1% 

45% 

46% 

8% 

Term 2 
tage of stud

4% 

85% 

10% 

0% 

Term 2 
tage of stud

3% 

33% 

Report 2012
ation Report —

dents

dents

dents

dents

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 21 o

Term 3
Percentage

students
3% 

65% 

31% 

0% 

Term 3
Percentage

students
0% 

26% 

42% 

31% 

Term 3
Percentage

students
3% 

58% 

39% 

0% 

Term 3
Percentage

students
0% 

30% 

 

v  
of 67 

3 
e of 
s 

3 
e of 
s 

3 
e of 
s 

3 
e of 
s 



Low

5
(Ye

7
(Ye

 

Year 1-

Clu

(prior to
2

(Kinde
5

(Ye
7

(Ye
 

Year 2-

Clu

(prior to
2

(Kinde
5

(Ye
7

(Ye
 

Numera

Stage 1
2) to tra
groupin

Year 1 

            

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

5-6 
ear 1) 
7-8 
ear 2) 

- Vocabula

usters 

1 
o school) 
2-4 
ergarten) 
5-6 
ear 1) 
7-8 
ear 2) 

- Vocabula

usters 

1 
o school) 
2-4 
ergarten) 
5-6 
ear 1) 
7-8 
ear 2) 

acy 

1 teachers h
ack student 
ng and plann

         

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

4

1

ry knowled

Te
Percen

stud
1

8

0

0

ry knowled

Te
Percen

stud
1

5

3

6

have been u
growth and

ning. 

% of grade T

% of grade T

P
e
rc
e
n
ta
ge
 o
f 

St
u
d
e
n
ts

ic School_ L
ies National 

6% 

9% 

dge 

erm1 
ntage of 
dents 
3% 

7% 

0% 

0% 

dge 

erm1 
ntage of 
dents
1% 

6% 

8% 

6% 

using the Sc
d inform our

Em

T1 Wk 5

T2 Wk10

0%
20%
40%
60%

Early A

Low SES E
Partnership 

Percent

Percent

chedule for 
r Numeracy

mergen
t

Per

21% 3

7% 3

Arithme

valuation R
2012 Evalua

47% 

17% 

Term 2 
tage of stud

13% 

87% 

0% 

0% 

Term 2 
tage of stud

1% 

54% 

39% 

6% 

Early Num
y program.  

rceptu
al

Figu
e

39% 18

38% 17

etical Str

Report 2012
ation Report —

dents

dents

ber Assess
The data is

rativ
e

Coun
on 

8% 18%

7% 26%

rategies

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 22 o

33% 

37% 

Term 3
Percentage

students
3% 

54% 

41% 

0% 

Term 3
Percentage

students
0% 

24% 

47% 

28% 

sment (SEN
s used for st

ting
&…

Facil

% 3%

% 12%

s

 

v  
of 67 

3 
e of 
s 

3 
e of 
s 

A 1 and 
tudent 

 

e

%



Low

Year 2 

            

 

Conclu

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Stage 2

Literac

In 2012
was giv

We focu
the 201

 
 
 
 
 

The stu
assessm
(ILPs), 
connec

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

         

usions/Futu

Data from p
of phonolog
speech pat
working in c
Benchmark
further impr
Continue to
on their lea
Count Me I
skills to inte
Stage teac
consistent t
Stage teac

2 Literacy a

cy 

2 Stage 2 us
ven followed

used on the
1 NAPLAN

Inferring 
Visual Liter
Main Idea 
Characteris
Language R
 

udents were
ment was g
have made
tions with th

P
e
rc
e
n
ta
ge

o
f

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

ure directio

phonemic a
gical aware
thologist wil
clusters 1-3
king assess
rove readin
o implemen
arning. 
n Too train

erpret SENA
hers to mee
teacher jud
hers to colle

and Numer

sed data to 
d by the sam

e following s
 data –  

racy 

sation 
References

e given a NA
given again 
e exceptiona
hese studen

% of grade T

% of grade T

P
e
rc
e
n
ta
ge
 o
f 

St
u
d
e
n
ts

ic School_ L
ies National 

ons 

awareness h
ness knowl
l withdraw a

3 to focus o
sments indic
g comprehe
t Discovery

ing for stag
A results wh
et on a regu
gement on 
ect and inte

racy Data 2

inform our 
me test at th

strategies, w

s 

APLAN style
in June 201

al growth, e
nts: hence a

Em

T1 Wk 5

T2 Wk10

0%
20%
40%
60%

Early A

Low SES E
Partnership 

has demons
edge in Kin
a small grou
n phonemic
cated a nee
ension. 

y Learning w

e 1 teacher
hich will info
ular basis to
the Critical 

erpret their o

2012 

teaching, u
he end of th

which were 

e assessme
12. Student
specially th
an excellen

mergen
t

Per

7% 2

1% 1

Arithme

valuation R
2012 Evalua

strated a ne
ndergarten a
up of stude
c awareness
ed to focus o

with an emp

rs so that th
orm our num
o discuss st

Aspect ma
own data. 

sing five-we
he cycle.  

areas need

ent in Febru
ts, who are 
e refugee s
t learning e

rceptu
al

Figu

21% 2

18% 2

etical St

Report 2012
ation Report —

eed for furth
and year 1. 
nts from ye
s. 
on oral rete

phasis on st

hey have the
meracy prog
udent progr

arkers. 

eek action p

ding further 

uary 2012 a
on Individu

students. Te
environment

urativ
e

Coun
on

0% 36

2% 42

rategies

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 23 o

her explicit t
 The schoo
ar 2 who ar

lling of a tex

tudents refle

e knowledg
gram. 
ress and de

plans.  A pr

developme

and the sam
al Learning
eachers ma
t was create

nting
n &…

Fac

6% 17%

2% 18%

s

 

v  
of 67 

 

teaching 
ol’s 
re still 

xt to 

ecting 

e and 

evelop 

e-test 

ent from 

me 
 Plans 

ade 
ed. 

ile

%

%



Low

Althoug
teachin
classes

The gra

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Aspect

Student
listening
teacher
using fiv
usage. 
shown 
Clusters

Talking

5
9
10

 

Stage 2

During 
assesse
and voc
evident 

 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

gh the inferr
g.  The PRO

s. 

aphs show t

ts of Speak

ts were plac
g lesson wh
r, STL teach
ve week ac
The studen
in the follow
s) and fewe

g & Listenin
Clusters 

1-4 – ES1
5-8 – Stage
-10 – Stage
0-11 –Stage

2 Writing D

Semester 1
ed at the be
cabulary.  T
in the follow

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

ring questio
OBE kit was

the growth o

king – Cont

ced on the c
here the cla
her and the 
ction plans. 
nts were rep
wing table. T
er students 

ng 

 
e1 
e 2 
e 3 

Data 

1, Stage 2 c
eginning of 
The students
wing graphs

Term

0 

10 

20 

30 

40 

50 

60 

0‐25% 

ic School_ L
ies National 

ns showed 
s introduced

of the stude

tinuum of C

continuum 
ass is divide

AP. These
The focus h

placed on th
There are m
in Clusters 

Sem

concentrated
Term1. Fro
s were asse
s. There is 

St
m 1 & Term

25‐50% 

Low SES E
Partnership 

improveme
d and the in

ents. 

Critical Asp

in Semeste
ed into four g
 lessons ha
has been on
he continuu
more studen

5-8 (Stage 

mester 1 
3% 

51% 
38% 
8% 

d on Persua
om the resul
essed again
still a need 

tage 2  
m 2 Read

50‐75% 

valuation R
2012 Evalua

ent there is 
nferential co

pects of Li

er 1. Each c
groups, usin

ave been in 
n structure, 
m in Semes

nts now in C
1 Clusters)

asive writing
lts, we focu
n at the end
for further g

ing Data 

75‐100% 

T

T

Report 2012
ation Report —

a need for f
omponent is

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

teracy 

lass has a w
ng the class
line with th
vocabulary

ster 2 and t
Clusters 9-1
). 

Semest
1% 

36%
54%
9% 

g. The stud
sed on stru

d of Term 2.
growth in vo

Term 1 

Term 2 

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 24 o

further expl
s being use

weekly talki
s teacher, E
e writing tex

y and langu
he growth is
0 (Stage 2 

ter 2 

% 
% 

dents were 
cture, conn
 The growth
ocabulary u

 

v  
of 67 

icit 
d in all 

ing & 
ESL 
xt type, 
age 
s 

nectives 
h is 

usage.  



Low

Persua

 

Persua

 

During 
evident 
sequen

Explan

 

Numera

Stage 2
scaffold
opportu
mathem
assistan

Results

Maths 

Whilst w
decided
enough
program

 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

asive Writin
% 

0 -25% 
25% - 50%
50%  - 75%
75% - 100%

asive Writin
% 

0 – 25% 
25% - 50%
50 – 75% 

75 – 100%

Term 3, Sta
that our Ta
cing and th

ation Writi
% 

0-25% 
25-50% 
50-75% 

75-100% 

acy 

2 has focuse
d. Teachers
unities for th
matically stra
nce of the E

s from the m

Five-Week 
% 

0 -25% 
25 – 50% 
50 – 75% 

75 – 100%

we had inte
d as a team
h profession
m. 

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

ng 

% 
% 
% 

ng 

% 

% 

age 2 conce
alking & List
e use of tec

ng Five-We

ed on probl
s have been
he students 
ategies. Th
ESL teache

maths asses

Action Pla

% 

nded to use
 to only intr

nal learning 

ic School_ L
ies National 

Year

2

Year

2

entrated on 
tening Grou
chnical lang

eek Action
Pr

4

2

em solving 
n giving a pr

to develop 
ey have als
r. 

ssments hav

an 
Pr

2
4

e Origo mat
roduce the O
to enable th

Low SES E
Partnership 

r 3 Term1 
12% 
27% 
51% 
10% 

r 4 Term1 
9% 

25% 
52% 
14% 

Explanatio
ups have im
guage. 

n Plan 
re-Test 
3% 

40% 
31% 
26% 

strategies, 
roblem a da
and apply p

so focused o

ve shown c

re-test  
6% 

18% 
28% 
48% 

 

ths and afte
Origo Think
his to be an

valuation R
2012 Evalua

n writing.  F
mpacted on w

using New
ay to their st
problem so
on the lang

onsistent g

er much disc
k Tanks. It w
n effective b

Report 2012
ation Report —

Year 3 te
2% 

20%
50%
28%

Year 4 Te
0% 

22%
53%
25%

From the res
writing in st

Final Asses
0% 

23%
41%
36%

man’s Error
tudents, in o
lving strateg
uage of ma

rowth acros

Final Asses
2% 

14%
27%
57%

cussion at s
was felt we d
basis for the

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 25 o

erm 2 

% 
% 
% 

erm 2 

% 
% 
% 

sults, it was
tructure, 

ssment 

% 
% 
% 

r Analysis a
order to pro
gies and wo

aths with the

ss the stage

ssment 

% 
% 
% 

stage meeti
did not have

e numeracy 

 

v  
of 67 

s 

as a 
ovide 
orking 
e 

e.  

ings, we 
e 



Low

Future 
 

 

 

 

 
 
 

 
STAGE

LITERA

In 2012
given a 
assessm
need.  

We focu
compre
required

 
 

 

Each cl
the clas
focus o
groups,

Each cl
reading
Principa
They al

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

Directions
Refining the
differentiati
Gradually, 
data for the
More pract
Judgement
Continued 
the beginni
Continual u
Plan asses
Continued f

E 3 LITERA

ACY 

2 Stage 3 te
NAPLAN s

ment was g

used on the
ehension, w
d further de

Explicit, sys
% decrease
February to
 
Year 5 Res

o Rea
o Voc
o Infe

 

Year 6 Res

o Rea
o Voc
o Infe

ass has ha
ssroom teac
n reading s
, vocabulary

ass also ha
g groups, us
al again. Th
so focus on

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

s for Stage 
e analysis o
ng the curr
each teach

eir own clas
ice in marki
t (CTJ) 
monitoring 
ng and re-t

updating of 
ssment cycle
focus on ta

ACY AND N

eachers use
style assess
given again 

e following L
hich were a

evelopment.

stemic data
e of student
o June: 

sults 

ading  
cabulary 
erential  

sults 

ading 
cabulary 
erential 

d weekly re
cher, ESL te
strategies, n
y developm

as weekly ta
sing the clas
hese lesson
n the structu

ic School_ L
ies National 

2 
of data, to in
iculum with
er being res

ss. 
ing writing s

of five wee
ested at the
Individual a
es in advan
lking and lis

UMERACY

ed data to in
sment in Fe
in June 201

Literacy are
areas revea
. This has re

a informing t
t errors in s

10.8% 
16.2% 
6.2% 

5.99% 
7.9% 
6.2% 

eading grou
eacher, STL
novel studie
ent, compre

alking and li
ssroom teac
s have cen

ure and deli

Low SES E
Partnership 

nform us of 
out the use
sponsible fo

so we are c

k learning c
e end of the
and Targete
nce (Five we
stening and

Y DATA 201

nform our te
ebruary 2012
12 to gauge

eas; reading
aled by prete
esulted in:

teachers an
school base

ps where th
L teacher a
s involving 
ehension st

istening les
cher, ESL te
tred around
ivery of spe

valuation R
2012 Evalua

our teachin
e of textbook
or the collec

onsistent -

cycles wher
e cycle. 
ed Learning 
eek action p
d oral langua

12 

eaching and
2 as a pre-t

e the studen

g, vocabular
esting and 2

nd targeted 
d stage rea

he class is d
nd the Assi
higher orde
trategies an

sons with a
eacher, ST
d persuasive
eeches. Stag

Report 2012
ation Report —

ng, so we a
ks. 
ction of and

Consistenc

re students 

Plans. 
plans) 
age develop

d planning.  
test and the
nts’ progres

ry and infer
2011 NAPL

teaching an
ading asses

divided into 
stant Princi

er thinking a
nd inferentia

a similar stru
L teacher a
e and inform
ge 3 will be

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 26 o

re data driv

 the analys

cy of Teache

are pre-test

pment. 

Students w
e same 
s and areas

ential 
LAN data, th

nd learning 
sment from

4 groups, u
pal. These 

activities for
al meaning. 

ucture to the
and the Assi
mation text 
e holding a P

 

v  
of 67 

ven and 

is of 

er 

ted at 

were 

s of 

hat 

plans. 
m 

using 
groups 

r some 

e 
istant 
types. 
Public 



Low

Speakin
session

In the s
progres
as follow

YEAR 5

   % Ba

<20 
21-45 
46-81 
82-93 
>94 
   

YEAR 6

   % Ba

<30 
31-50 
51-84 
84-96 
>96 
 

In the s
progres
are as f

YEAR 5

   % Ba

<20 
21-45 
46-81 
82-93 
>94 
 

YEAR 6

   % Ba

<30 
31-50 
51-84 
84-96 
>96 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

ng Competi
ns. 

school base
ss in Readin
ws: 

5 

nd Mon

Feb
Feb
Feb
Feb
Feb

6  

nd Mon

Feb
Feb
Feb
Feb
Feb

school base
ss in Vocab
follows: 

5 

nd Mon

Feb
Feb
Feb
Feb
Feb

6  

nd Mon

Feb
Feb
Feb
Feb
Feb

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

tion in Term

d stage ass
ng from low

nth N
s

bruary 7
bruary 2
bruary 3
bruary 3
bruary 0

nth N
s

bruary 
bruary 
bruary 3
bruary 
bruary 

d stage ass
ulary from l

nth N
s

bruary 2
bruary 3
bruary 9
bruary 2
bruary 

nth N
s

bruary 3
bruary 
bruary 
bruary 
bruary 6

ic School_ L
ies National 

m 4 using th

sessments, 
er to higher

No. of 
students 
7 
28 
31 
3 
0 

No. of 
students 
12 
15 
36 
15 
1 

sessments, 
ower to hig

No. of 
students 
26 
31 
9 
2 
1 

No. of 
students 
32 
12 
18 
11 
6 

Low SES E
Partnership 

he speeches

 NAPLAN q
r percentag

Month 

June 
June 
June 
June 
June 

Month 

June 
June 
June 
June
June 

 NAPLAN q
her percent

Month 

June 
June
June 
June 
June 

Month 

June 
June 
June 
June 
June 

valuation R
2012 Evalua

s developed

questions w
e bands (Fe

No. o
stud
8 
15 
41 
4 
1 

No. o
stud
7 
13 
36 
21
2 

questions w
tage bands 

No. o
stud
10 
31
19 
6 
3 

No. o
stud
22 
14 
23 
11 
9 

Report 2012
ation Report —

d and writte

were used to
ebruary to J

of 
ents 

D

+
-
+
+
+

of 
ents 

D

-
-
-
+
+

were used to
(February t

of 
ents 

D

-
-
+
+
+

of 
ents 

D

-
+
+
-
+

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 27 o

en in these 

o track stud
June). Resu

Difference 

+1 
13 

+10 
+1 
+1 

Difference 

5 
2 
-- 

+6 
+1 

o track stud
to June). Re

Difference 

16 
--- 

+10 
+4 
+2 

Difference 

10 
+2 
+5 
-- 

+3 

 

v  
of 67 

dent 
ults are 

dent 
esults 



Low

 

In the s
progres
Results

YEAR 5

   % Ba

<20 
21-45 
46-81 
82-93 
>94 
 

YEAR 6

   % Ba

<30 
31-50 
51-84 
84-96 
>96 
 

Stage 3
enable 
with the

NUMER

In Num
week S
assesse
based g
differen
student
thinking

Problem
student
opportu
strategi

Both nu

Student
June to

 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

school base
ss in Inferen
s are as follo

5 

nd Mon

Feb
Feb
Feb
Feb
Feb

6  

nd Mon

Feb
Feb
Feb
Feb
Feb

3 teachers w
further imp

e current tea

RACY 

eracy in 20
tage 3 has 
ed in Febru
groups were
ntiated acco
ts are catere
g activities. 

m solving gr
ts in their gr
unity to deve
es. 

umber and p

ts were give
o gauge prog

Explicit, sys

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

d stage ass
ntial Meanin
ows: 

nth N
s

bruary 2
bruary 2
bruary 2
bruary 0
bruary 0

nth N
s

bruary 
bruary 
bruary 2
bruary 
bruary 5

will continue
rovement fo
aching and 

12, Stage 3
had across
ary using s
e formed us

ording to the
ed for in the

roups are ce
roups throug
elop and inv

problem sol

en a school
gress. This 

stemic data

ic School_ L
ies National 

sessments, 
ng from lowe

No. of 
students 
23 
21 
25 
0 
0 

No. of 
students 
16 
18 
29 
11 
5 

e to focus o
or all studen
learning str

3 has been 
s stage num
chool based
sing these r
e needs of t
ese groups 

entred on N
gh a proble
vestigate di

lving groups

 based NAP
has resulte

a informing t

Low SES E
Partnership 

 NAPLAN q
er to higher

Month 

June 
June 
June 
June 
June 

Month 

June 
June 
June 
June 
June 

n reading, v
nts as data 
rategies. 

focusing on
mber and pro

d assessme
results. Num
he students
with Maths 

Newman’s E
em each ses
fferent prob

s are fluid w

PLAN style 
ed in: 

teachers an

valuation R
2012 Evalua

questions w
r percentage

No. o
stud
16 
13 
31 
8 
1 

No. o
stud
10 
13 
36 
17 
3 

vocabulary 
shows that 

n number an
oblem solvi
ents and 20
mber and pr
s in each gr
Olympiad a

Error Analys
ssion, with s
blem solving

with student

number as

nd targeted 

Report 2012
ation Report —

were used to
e bands (Fe

of 
ents 

D

-
-
+
+
+

of 
ents 

D

-
-
+
+
-

and inferen
students a

nd problem 
ng groups. 

011 NAPLA
roblem solv
roup. Gifted
and extensi

sis. Teache
students ha
g and worki

ts moving g

sessment in

teaching an

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 28 o

o track stud
ebruary to J

Difference 

7 
8 

+6 
+8 
+1 

Difference 

6 
5 

+7 
+6 
2 

ntial meanin
re making g

solving. Ea
Students w
N results. A
ing lessons
 and talente
ion high ord

rs take the 
aving the 
ng mathem

roups as ne

n February 

nd learning 

 

v  
of 67 

dent 
June). 

ng to 
growth 

ach 
were 
Ability 
s are all 
ed 
der 

matically 

eeded. 

and 

plans. 



Low

 

In the s
progres
as follow

YEAR 5

   % Ba

<20 
21-45 
46-81 
82-93 
>94 
 

YEAR 6

   % Ba

<30 
31-50 
51-84 
84-96 
>96 
Numbe
continu
be area

FUTUR
 

 
 

 
NSW D

Of the 
English
Seven, 
Develop
confide

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

% decrease
February to
 
Year 5 Res

o Num
 

Year 6 Res

o Num
school base
ss in Numbe
ws: 

5 

nd Mon

Feb
Feb
Feb
Feb
Feb

6  

nd Mon

Feb
Feb
Feb
Feb
Feb

r results ind
e to focus o

as that need

RE DIRECT
Teachers to
programmin
Initiate 5 we
Continue re
current sho
students ar

Draft Englis

35 staff me
 curriculum
55% of s

pment Con
nt in using 

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

e of student
o June: 

sults 

mber  

sults 

mber 
d stage ass
er from lowe

nth N
s

bruary 4
bruary 9
bruary 3
bruary 
bruary 5

nth N
s

bruary 3
bruary 
bruary 2
bruary 2
bruary 
dicate that s
on number a
d further imp

IONS FOR 
o be respon
ng and diffe
eek Action 
eading, talk
ows the stra
re showing 

sh Syllabus

embers sur
m by the Lite
staff survey
nference. W

the new E

ic School_ L
ies National 

t errors in s

22% 

20% 
sessments,
er to higher

No. of 
students 
4 
9 
34 
15 
5 

No. of 
students 
3 
16 
21 
20 
18 
students ac
and in partic
provement.

STAGE 3
nsible for an
erentiating t
Learning C
ing and liste

ategies whic
growth acro

s  

rveyed, at l
eracy Comm
yed had tr

While no sta
English Sylla

Low SES E
Partnership 

school base

NAPLAN s
r percentage

Month 

June 
June 
June 
June 
June 

Month 

June 
June 
June 
June 
June 

ross the sta
cular fractio

nalysis of th
the curriculu
ycles to clo
ening, num
ch are being
oss the stag

least 87% f
mittee to be
rialled the 
aff member
abus, two-t

valuation R
2012 Evalua

d stage num

style questio
e bands (Fe

No. o
stud
0 
16 
28 
14 
9 

No. o
stud
1 
10 
28 
27 
12 

age are mak
ons and dec

heir own cla
um to a grea

oser monitor
ber and pro
g employed 
ge. 

found the t
e valuable o

units of w
rs surveyed
thirds of sta

Report 2012
ation Report —

mber asses

ons were us
ebruary to J

of 
ents 

D

-
-
-
-
+

of 
ents 

D

-
-
+
+
-

king growth
cimals, whic

ss data to h
ater degree
r student pr
oblem solvin

at present,

two present
or highly va
work devel
d indicated
aff indicated

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 29 o

ssment from

sed to track 
June). Resu

Difference 

4 
7 
6 
1 

+4 

Difference 

2 
6 

+7 
+7 
6 
. Teachers 

ch were sho

help inform 
e. 
rogress. 
ng groups a
, are workin

tations on t
luable. As o
oped at th
 that they 
d that they 

 

v  
of 67 

m 

student 
ults are 

need to 
own to 

as the 
ng and 

the new 
of Week 
he Staff 
are not 
are still 



Low

develop
area. S
are rele
fits in w
the old 
on the E

Numera
 
Target:
pedago
 

1. 

 

2. 

3. 

4. 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

ping confide
taff comme

eased, more
with existing

and new sy
English curr

acy Comm

: Improved 
ogy to impro

Strategy: 
students w

Outcome: 
Four comm
meeting an
Newman’s 

Strategy: P
 Coun
 Coun

Outcome: 

Strategy:  
 Profe

math
 Cont

Outcome: 
2 has deve
stage to e
expected th

Strategy: 
support cha

Outcome: 
equipment 
This is par
Stage 1 an
the develop

Conclusio

 Prof
Cou

 Stag
lear

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

ence, which
ents indicate
e stage col
 programs 

yllabus. The
riculum. 

mittee Repo

student out
ove students

Implementi
ith the intric

During co
mittee mem
nd at a m
Error Analy

Provide TPL
nt Me in To
nting On 

To be imple

essional l
hematical la
tinue to rein

During a st
eloped a sta
encourage 
hat after pro

Continue t
anging peda

The comm
for use by 

rticularly ne
nd Stage 2 
pment of the

ns: 

fessional le
unting On 
ge teams to
rning. 

ic School_ L
ies National 

h indicates 
ed a need to
laborative p
e.g. L3 and

e DEC has n

ort 

tcomes in L
s’ understan

ng Newma
cate languag

mmittee m
mbers atten
mathematics
ysis in Term

L for all teac
o 

emented in 

earning a
anguage an
nforce the la

taff meeting
age blog for

and suppo
ofessional le

to equip al
agogy in the

mittee decid
each stage

ecessary fo
have purch
ese resourc

earning in 

o consider 

Low SES E
Partnership 

a need for 
o work with 
planning tim
d Best Start
not currentl

Literacy with
nding of ma

an’s problem
ge of mathe

meetings Ne
nded exter
s conferenc
m 3. 

chers that n

2013-2014

about stud
d concepts

anguage us

g in Term 4
r this purpos
ort the stu
earning othe

ll classroom
e teaching o

ded to deve
e out of the 
or stages tra

ased these
ces. 

Newman’s 

strategies t

valuation R
2012 Evalua

further pro
the BOS de

me, informa
t, as well as
y held any 

h an empha
athematical 

m solving 
ematics. 

ewman’s E
nal training
ce. All sch

need trainin

4   

dent reflec
. 

sed in mathe

4 student re
se. This is 

udents’ refl
er stages w

ms with qu
of mathema

elop and pu
stage alloc
ansitioning 

e. Other sta

Error Anal

to develop 

Report 2012
ation Report —

ofessional d
eveloped un

ation on how
s, more info
professiona

asis on dev
language.

strategy to

rror Analys
g at a ma
ool staff w

g for staff in

ction journ

ematics in a

eflection was
used by cla
ection of 

will follow su

uality nume
atics. 

urchase tub
ation of the
out of usin

ges are con

lysis and C

student refl

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 30 o

developmen
nits of work
w the new 
ormation co
al learning s

elopment o

o assist ou

sis was dis
athematics 
were introd

n: 

nals to r

all strands. 

s discussed
ass teachers
Mathematic

uit. 

eracy resou

bs of mathe
e numeracy 
ng textbook
ntinuing to 

Count Me I

lection of th

 

v  
of 67 

nt in this 
k as they 
syllabus 
mparing 

sessions 

of quality 

r NESB 

scussed. 
network 
uced to 

reinforce 

d. Stage 
s on the 
cs. It is 

urces to 

ematical 
budget. 

ks. Both 
work on 

n Too / 

heir own 



Low

 

Studen

Lidcom
Intellect
NAPLA
NAPLA

Studen

Reading

 
 
 
 
 

Writing 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

Spelling

 
 
 
 
 

 

Gramm

 
 
 
 
 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

nt Performa

be PS has 
tual Disabil

AN testing in
AN in 2012. 

nt NAPLAN

g 

performanc
94% studen
20% studen
39% studen
areas for fu
reason), ma

performanc
8% student
63% studen
96% of stud
increase of
areas of str
to orient the
areas of fur
common di
consistently
content spe

g 

Performanc
8% of stude
61% studen
95% of stud
areas of str
syllable wo
areas for fu
 

mar and Pun

performanc
13% studen
47% studen
90% of stud
areas for fu
irregular ve
 

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

ance (all sc

a Special E
ities. There 

n May, 2012
 

 Performan

ce showing 
nts achieve
nts in Band
nts in Band
urther devel
ake predict

ce is 3 point
ts in Bands 
nts in Band
dents perfo
f 6 students
rength: dem
e reader. 
rther develo
graphs and
y uses capi
ecific vocab

ce showing 
ents in Ban
nts in Band
dents perfo
rength- spe

ord with affri
urther devel

nctuation 

ce showing 
nts in bands
nts in Band
dents perfo
urther devel
erbs in a sim

ic School_ L
ies National 

chools) NA

Education U
 were no sp

2. Six Year 5

nce Year 3 

a slight upw
ed above mi
s 1 and 2 (1
s 5 and 6 (5
opment- inf
ions about 

ts above sta
1 and 2 (8%
s 5 and 6 (5
rming abov

s (10%)in Ba
monstrates a

opment: spe
d letter com
tal letters a

bulary. 

a slight upw
ds 1 and 2 
s 5 and 6 (5
rming abov
lls a three s
cative endi
opment- pa

a slight upw
s 1 and 2 (1
s 5 and 6 (5
rming abov
opment: ide

mple senten

Low SES E
Partnership 

APLAN 2012

nit.  Results
pecial educa
5 Special E

Literacy 

ward trend c
nimum stan
14% in state
50% in state
ferring (use
plot and loc

ate and 13 
% in state)
57% in state

ve minimum
ands 5 and 
awareness 

ells high fre
binations, w
nd full stops

ward trend 
(11% in sta
50% in state

ve minimum
syllable wor
ng, spells a
ast and pres

ward trend m
12% in state
56% in state

ve minimum
entifies pas
nce 

valuation R
2012 Evalua

2 

s are inclus
ation studen

Education (IM

compared t
ndard 
e) 
e) 

es backgrou
cating inform

points abov

e) 
 standard 
6 from 201
of the inten

quency wor
writes comp
s, compose

compared t
ate) 
e) 
 standard 

rd with the e
a two syllabl
sent tense o

moving tow
e) 
e) 
 standard 
t and prese

Report 2012
ation Report —

sive of stude
nts in Year 
M) students

o 2011 

nd knowled
mation. 

ve region 

1. 
ded audien

rds and wor
plex texts us
es persuasiv

to 2011 and

elided vowe
le word with
of regular a

wards state

ent tense of 

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 31 o

ents with Mi
3 at the tim

s participate

dge to infer 

nce by attem

rds containi
sing paragra
ve texts usi

d is above s

el –e, spells 
h the ending
nd irregular

regular and

 

v  
of 67 

ild 
me of 
ed in 

and 

mpting 

ing less 
aphs, 
ng 

state. 

a one 
g –ance 
r verbs 

d 



Low

Studen

Overall 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 

Pattern

 
 
 
 

 

Data, M

 
 
 
 

 

 

Studen

Reading

 
 
 
 
 

Writing 

 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

nt NAPLAN

Numeracy 

performanc
20% studen
38% studen
94% of stud
areas of str
face value 
directions o
pattern, Le
areas for fu
interprets a

s, Number 

performanc
17% studen
56% studen
areas of str
problem, ad
Subtraction
Subtraction
determines

Measuremen

performanc
19% studen
35% studen
areas of str
directions o
areas for fu
interprets a
determine a

nt NAPLAN

g 

performanc
83% studen
30% studen
18% studen
areas for fu
questions 
 

23% studen

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

 Performan

ce showing 
nts in Band
nts in Band
dents perfo
rength: Data
of coins to f

on a simple 
ngth- reads

urther devel
a calendar to

and Algebra

ce showing 
nts in Band
nts in Band
rength- Divi
ddition- solv
n- uses face
n- determine
s the most li

nt, Space a

ce showing 
nts in Band
nts in Band
rength: Data
on a simple 
urther devel
a calendar to
a height 

 Performan

ce showing 
nts achieve
nts in Band
nts in Band
urther devel

nts in Band

ic School_ L
ies National 

nce Year 3 

upward tre
s 1 and 2 (1
s 5 and 6 (3
rming abov
a- interprets
find a total a
plan, P&A-

s a chart in c
opment; rec
o solve a pr

a 

upward tre
s 1 and 2 (1
s 5 and 6 (4
sion- uses 
ves money 
e value of co
es the corre
kely outcom

nd Geomet

upward tre
s 1 and 2 (1
s 5 and 6 (4
a- interprets
plan,  
opment: rec
o solve a pr

nce Year 5 

a slight dow
ed above mi
s 3 and 4 (1
s 7 and 8 (3
opment: Co

s 3 and 4 (1

Low SES E
Partnership 

Numeracy

nd nearly o
13% in state
39% in state

ve minimum
s informatio
and then ca
- interprets a
cm and mm
calls the nu
roblem 

nd passing 
12% in state
44% in state
working ma
problem an
oins to find 
ect process 
me in a simp

try 

nd but is sti
13% in state
42% in state
s informatio

calls the nu
roblem, Len

Literacy 

wnward tren
nimum stan
18% in state
35% in state
omprehensi

14% in state

valuation R
2012 Evalua

y 

n par with s
e) 
e) 
 standard 

on in a colum
alculates ch
a rule to de

m to determi
umber of mi

above state
e) 
e) 
athematicall
nd calculate
a total, then
to solve a  

ple experim

ill below sta
e) 
e) 

on in a colum

umber of mi
ngth- reads 

nd compare
ndard 
e) 
e) 
ion- inferen

e) 

Report 2012
ation Report —

state. 

mn graph, S
hange, Posit
etermine the
ne a height
nutes in ha

e 

ly to solve a
es the total a
n calculates
word proble

ment  

ate 

mn graph, P

nutes in ha
a chart in c

ed to 2011 

tial and app

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 32 o

Subtraction-
tion- Follow

e first value 
t  
lf an hour, 

a multi-step
amount, 
s change, 
em, Chance

Position- Fo

lf an hour, 
cm and mm

plied knowle

 

v  
of 67 

- uses 
ws 

in a 

 

e- 

ollows 

 to 

edge 



Low

 
 
 
 
 

 

Spelling

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Gramm

 
 
 
 
 

 

 

Studen

Overall 

 

 
 
 
 

 

 

Pattern

 
 
 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

17% studen
89% of stud
decrease o
areas of str
areas of fur
approach 

g 

performanc
19% of stud
54% studen
88% of stud
areas of str
ing, correct
areas for fu

mar and Pun

performanc
25% studen
30% studen
88% of stud
areas of str
use of its a
areas for fu
sentence, i
identifies th
plurals 

nt NAPLAN

Numeracy 

performanc
with 2011. 
27% studen
29% studen
94% of stud
areas of str
finds the le
areas for fu
compares l
of patterns,

s, Number 

performanc
28% studen
26% studen

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

nts in Band
dents perfo

of 12% in Ba
rength: mos
rther develo

ce showing 
dents in Ba
nts in Band
dents perfo
rength- spe
tly spells 2 s
urther devel

nctuation 

ce showing 
nts in bands
nts in Band
dents perfo
rength: iden
nd it’s in a c

urther devel
dentifying a

he correct w

 Performan

ce showing 

nts in Band
nts in Band
dents perfo
rength: 2D i
ngth repres

urther devel
ength, lang
, lines of sy

and Algebra

ce showing 
nts in Band
nts in Band

ic School_ L
ies National 

s 7 and 8 (2
rming abov
ands 7 and 
st items ans
opment: con

downward 
nds 3 and 4
s 7 and 8 (4
rming abov
lls two sylla
syllable wor
opment- sp

a downwar
s 3 and 4 (2
s 7 and 8 (3
rming abov

ntifies an –ly
complex se
opment: ide

an error in a
word to com

nce Year 5

downward 

s 3 and 4 (1
s 7 and 8 (3
rming abov
identifies th
sented by o
opment: Od

guage of cha
mmetry, pla

a 

downward 
s 3 and 4 (1
s 7 and 8 (3

Low SES E
Partnership 

23% in state
ve minimum

8 from 201
swered on s
nsistently at

trend comp
4 (15% in st
41% in state

ve minimum
able words a
rd, silent fin

pells one sy

rd trend com
21% in state
35% in state

ve minimum
y adverb in 

entence. 
entifying the
a subject-ve
plete a com

Numeracy

trend comp

17% in state
31% in state

ve minimum
e shape tha
ne unit on a
dd and even
ance, interp
ace value, n

compared t
18% in state
31% in state

valuation R
2012 Evalua

e) 
 standard 
1. 

state averag
ttempts at s

pared to sta
tate) 
e) 
 standard 
and three sy

nal consona
llable word 

mparative to
e) 
e) 
 standard 
a simple se

e correct co
erb agreeme
mplex sente

y 

pared to sta

e) 
e) 
 standard 
at tessellate
a scaled dra
n numbers,
preting a co
nets of shap

to state whi
e) 
e) 

Report 2012
ation Report —

ge 
spelling usin

te on an up

yllable word
ant ‘n’ 

with conso

o state. 

entence, ide

onjunction in
ent in a sim
nce, verb te

te, which re

es inside a g
awing 
 3D view of
lumn graph

pes 

ch remaine

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 33 o

ng a multi-s

pward trend

ds ending w

nant cluste

entifies the 

n a compou
ple sentenc
ense, singu

emained on

given shape

f shapes, 
h, determinin

ed on par wi

 

v  
of 67 

trategy 

. 

with –

r ‘tch’ 

correct 

und 
ce, 
lar and 

 par 

e, 2D 

ng rule 

ith 2011 



Low

 

 

 

Data, M

 

 
 
 

 

Studen

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Studen

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 

Targete

1:1 STL

 

 

 

Langua
our Kin

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

areas of str
unknown, e
areas for fu
chance, de

Measuremen

performanc
2011 
19% studen
26% studen
areas of str
problem.  
areas for fu
column gra
 

nt NAPLAN

school tren
28% studen
21% studen
61.3% stud
average sc
areas of foc
implicit in a
interpreting
 

nt NAPLAN

school sligh
26% studen
29% studen
68% studen
average sc
areas of str
elements  
areas of foc
describes t

ed Interven

LA/L&ST int

Six Year 1 
semester. 

Five Year 2
semester. 

Thirteen St
over fifteen

age Support
dergarten s

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

rength- use
estimates th
urther devel
etermining ru

nt, Space a

ce show dow

nts in Band
nts in Band
rength: Volu

urther devel
aph, lines of

 Performan

d remain th
nts in Bands
nts in Bands

dents achiev
hool growth
cus: identifie

an informatio
g information

 Performan

ht downwar
nts in Bands
nts in Bands
nts achieve
hool growth
rength: cha

cus: 2D- ide
he likelihoo

ntions 

tervention r

students im

2 students 

tage 2 stud
n weeks. 

t Program c
students by

ic School_ L
ies National 

s appropria
he fraction o
opment: od
ule of patte

nd Geomet

wnward tren

s 3 and 4 (1
s 7 and 8 (2
ume- uses g

opment: 3D
f symmetry,

nce Year 7 

he same and
s 4 and 5 (1
s 8 and 9 (4
ved or exce
h (59.5) was
es the main
on text, reco
n 

nce Year 7 

rd trend  
s 4 and 5 (2
s 8 and 9 (3
d or exceed
h (63) was h
nce-calcula

entifies the 
od of an eve

resulted in 

mproving th

improving t

dents impro

commenced
y the speec

Low SES E
Partnership 

ate strategie
of a square 
dd and even
rns, place v

try 

nd compare

15% in state
29% in state
given dimen

D view of sh
 position 

Reading 

d below sta
18% in state
42% in state

eeded expec
s higher tha
n purpose o
ognises a c

Numeracy

22% in state
30% in state
ded expecte
higher than 
ates the pro

2D shape to
ent using the

heir reading

their readin

oving their 

d in Term 3
ch therapists

valuation R
2012 Evalua

es to match 
that has be

n numbers, 
value 

ed to state, 

e) 
e) 
nsions of tw

hapes, comp

ate 
e) 
e) 
cted growth
an state (49
of an argume
character’s a

y 

e) 
e) 
ed growth 
state (46)
bability of c

o match a g
e language 

g by an ave

g by an av

reading by 

3 with base
s, using the

Report 2012
ation Report —

a word pro
een shaded
compares l

which rema

wo prisms an

pares lengt

h 
.8) 
ent, interpre
attitude and

choosing on

given descr
of chance

erage of 8.

verage of 7.

an averag

line data be
e Renfrew A

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 34 o

blem and fi
. 
ength, lang

ained on pa

nd solve a w

h, interpreti

ets informat
d mood and

e of these 

iption, chan

1 RR levels

.8 RR level

e of 5.2 RR

eing collect
Action Pictu

 

v  
of 67 

nd an 

guage of 

ar from 

word 

ing a 

tion 
 

nce- 

s in first 

s in first 

R levels 

ted from 
ure test.  



E

C

9
E

T
c
k
c
t
i

E
A

 

T
f
t

Low

36 stud
8.5 yea

 
Two tea
of the 2

 
 

 

 

ESL Rep

Context 

91.7% of al
ESL Suppor

This strongl
case for all 
knowledge 
classroom a
rained in T
mpacts on s

ESL teache
Attachment 

 

 

 

 

The ESL te
focus on A
eachers ar

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

dents were 
ars) in using

achers parti
24 who had 

One studen
One studen
meet a disa
Three stude
attendance
Eight stude
two studen
during this 

port - Cha

l LBOTE st
rt. 

ly indicates
teachers to
of Second 

all day, eve
TELL in 201
sustainabili

rs.  
of ESL teac

The Early S
class supp
withdrawal 
mathematic
The Stage 
ESL teache
week. The 
targeted du
Stage 2 E
Reading Re
Untrained E
willing to un

am meet w
Action Lear
e taking a 

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

identified a
 grammar e

icipated in R
the lowest 

nt was trans
nt was put o
ability) 
ents were r

e or learning
ents improve
ts who ente
time. All of 

anges sin

udents at L

 a high % o
o be langua
language 

ery day. All 
12. 16% of 
ty. 

chers to Sta

Stage 1 tea
port for liter

groups (
cs in prepar
1 team co

er/Assistant
Critical As

uring this tim
ESL role w
ecovery and
ESL teache
ndertake TE

weekly with 
rning and 
stronger ro

ic School_ L
ies National 

as being sig
effectively.

Reading Re
Literacy ac

sferred 
on hold (due

referred from
g difficulties
ed their rea
ered the pro
the remain

nce 2011

Lidcombe P

of students
age teache
acquisition 
staff were 
staff are pe

ages is wor

m maintain
racy (readin
(Early Pha
ration for cla

ontinued the
t Principal. 
spects – Vo
me as all stu
as shared 
d program c

ers were app
ESOL traini

school exe
professiona

ole in share

Low SES E
Partnership 

gnificantly b

ecovery (RR
hievement.

e to an indiv

m the progra
. 

ading by an 
ogram in Te
ing six stud

1 

S are ident

s needing E
ers and to h

and use t
trained in T

ermanent a

rking well 

ed a focus 
ng and com
ase 1 stud
assroom les
e implemen
Community

ocabulary K
udents are e

with an u
consistency
pointed to S
ng) was ap

ecutive and 
al readings
ed classroo

valuation R
2012 Evalua

below the m

R) in 2012 a
 

vidual learn

am to the L

average of 
erm 3 and a
ents improv

tified in the 

ESL help in 
have a stro
this to supp
TELL in 20
and TELL tr

on oral lang
mprehensio
dents) foc
ssons. 

ntation of D
y Language
Knowledge 
expected to
ntrained E

y has been d
Stage 3 unt
pointed in T

with a reg
s to develo
om planning

Report 2012
ation Report —

mean for thi

and targeted

ing and beh

Learning Su

13 RR leve
chieved 5 a
ved by more

2012 ESL 

all classes
ng understa
port langua

011. 76% of
rained and 

guage deve
on, speaking
cusing on 

Discovery Le
e teachers a
& Aspects 

o present an
SL teacher
difficult to m
il a perman

Term 3.  

ional consu
op leaders
g and progr

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 35 o

is age grou

d eight stud

haviour plan

pport Team

els. (This inc
and six leve
e than 12 le

Survey as 

s. There is a
anding and

age learning
f teaching s
work fulltim

elopment th
g and writi
the langu

earning, led
assisted on
of Speakin

n oral reflec
r to accom

maintain.  
nent (TELL t

ultant as ne
hip capaci
ramming. T

 

v  
of 67 

up (3.5 - 

ents out 

n to 

m, due to 

cludes 
ls 

evels) 

needing 

a strong 
d shared 
g in the 
staff are 
me. This 

rough in 
ng) and 

uage of 

d by the 
ne day a 
ng were 

ction. 
mmodate 

trained - 

eeded to 
ty. ESL 

The ESL 



t
s
i
la
c

N

A

I
t

C

T
t
p
la
r
t
c

Low

eam drafte
share asses
ndicate that
anguage le
committed t

NAPLAN A

Areas of con
 aspe
 aspe

form
n both area
he languag

Class teach

Teachers ar
eaching an

priorities foc
anguage ac
responses. 
rack talking

collected at 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

d a new ES
ssment dat
t the ESL te

earning outc
o improving

nalysis (ES

ncern:  
ects of Num
ects of Liter

mal English l
as, there is 
e levels req

hers 

re open to a
d learning s

cus on staff 
cquisition ne
Teachers in

g and listeni
stage level

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

SL policy to
ta with clas
eam has a s
comes. The
g the langua

SL focus) 

meracy wher
racy –- und
anguage is
a concern 

quired to en

and commit
strategies, s
embedding

eeds of all s
ndicate a gr
ng, using th
s. 

ic School_ L
ies National 

o empower 
ssroom tea
stronger un
e executive
age develop

re the focus
derstanding
s used and u
that the stu

ngage succe

ted to impro
specific to th
g understan
students. Th
reater unde
he Critical A

Low SES E
Partnership 

ESL teach
chers. Acti
derstanding

e team is s
pment outco

s is on langu
g of specific
understood
udents’ leve
essfully with

oving profes
he needs of

ndings of TE
his is evide
rstanding o

Aspects con

valuation R
2012 Evalua

hers to colla
on Learnin
g of data an
strongly sup
omes for stu

uage eg  pr
c grammar 
. 

el of langua
h tasks. 

ssional kno
f the cohort

ELL/ESL pe
nced in the 

of ESL Scale
ntinuum. Da

Report 2012
ation Report —

aboratively 
g and Stag

nd how to us
pportive of 
udents. 

roblem solvi
features –

ge develop

wledge and
t at the scho

edagogy to d
Stage Tea

es and stag
ata for talkin

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 36 o

plan, co-tea
ge Team fe
se data to e
ESL teach

ing 
knowledge

ment do no

d adopting q
ool. School 
differentiate
m TARS 

ge/specialist
ng and listen

 

v  
of 67 

ach and 
eedback 
enhance 
ers and 

e of how 

ot match 

quality 

e 

t teams 
ning is 



 

Identifie

Knowle
Langua

 

Unders
ESL Sc
and ter
  

Teachin

ed Focus Area 

edge of Second
age Acquisition

standing and u
cales Documen
rms “phases” 

ng Practices  

L

d 
n 

 Ma
are

 Co
kno
La
pro
lan
the

se of 
nts 

 Co
ap
ass
de
lan
pro

 En
 

 

2394_Lidco
Low SES School 

RECOMME

aintain understa
e teachers of ES
ontinue develop
owledge and un
nguage Acquis
ofessional dialo
nguage needs a
eir students. 

ontinue develop
proach to the u
sess and track 
velopment, to id

nguage needs a
ograms.  
nsure a real pur

Review and ref
to focus on effe
development st
in the ESL Sca
syllabus or NAP
improve studen
 

mbe Public Sch
Communities Na

ESL

ENDATION: 
 

anding that all te
SL students. 

ping a shared co
nderstanding of
ition and a com

ogue to discuss 
and developmen

ping a whole sch
use of ESL Scal
student langua
dentify student 
and to inform te

pose for this da

fine teaching pr
ective language
trategies ( as o

ales, critical asp
PLAN/Best Sta
nt outcomes. 

hool_ Low SES 
ational Partnershi

L Recomme

eachers 

onsistent 
f Second 

mmon 
the 
nt of 

 





hool 
es to 
ge 

aching 

ata.  







ractices 
e 
utlined 
ects, 
rt) to 





Evaluation Rep
ip 2012 Evaluatio

endations 

Reco

 Develop a c
dialogue tha

 Increase op
developmen
programmin
students be
they demon

 All staff imp
 Identify situ

in informing
 Develop wh

information 
of time in an
at home etc

 Establish a 
for whole sc
Build in mon
consistently
is available 
and consist

 Evaluate pr
not limited t
sequence o
Controlled/ 
being crucia
here. 

 Identify asp
learners, eg

port 2012_V2_7
on Report — Pag

mmended Scho

consistent, who
at includes L2 u
pportunities for d
nt and student n
ng sessions. “Ho
e met in this... W
nstrate achievem
plement new sch
ations where th

g programs for E
hole school syst

on language ba
n English speak
c. 
simple tracking

chool use (as si
nitoring procedu
y used to inform
to all staff and 
ent use. 
ograms to ensu
to an understan
outlined in the E
supported Guid

al. Staff meeting

ects of English 
g. phrasal verbs

7 Nov  
ge 37 of 67 

ool Strategies/D

le school appro
understandings.
discussion abou
needs in all plan
ow will the lang

What will presen
ment?” 
hool ESL policy
his data will be u
ESL students at
tem of collecting
ackground of E
king environmen

g system based 
imple as a class
ures for regular

m teaching and l
used consisten

ure language fo
nding of vocabu
ESL Steps for al
ded/ Independe
g led by consult

that cause diffi
s, embedded cla

Direction 

oach to professi
. 
ut language 
nning and 

guage needs of 
nt difficulties/ ho

y.  
used and its pu
t Lidcombe PS.
g essential 
SL students / le
nt/ language sp

on ESL Scales
s list or add to E
r updating and d
earning. Ensure

ntly. It needs pu

cus of lessons 
lary – incorpora
l learning activi
nt – the second
tant may be use

culties for ESL 
auses, pronoun

onal 

the 
ow will 

rpose 
  

ength 
poken 

s levels 
ERN). 
data is 
e data 
rpose 

are 
ate the 
ties – 

d step 
eful 

n 

 



ESL Te
school 

Collabo
and Pro

am and role in 

orative Plannin
ogramming  

L

 

 

 

ng  

 

 

 

 

2394_Lidco
Low SES School 

Maintain an ES
teachers on the
whole school te
program. 
Develop leader
team to drive E
teaching and le
Wherever poss
occupied by qu
a permanent ca
consistency of 
Maintain ESL t
planning days
Implement prac
planning and p
school ESL pol
Increase aware
modes of “shar
classroom. 
Identify and rec
needs and dev
accurately usin
Best Start – foc
provide opportu

mbe Public Sch
Communities Na

SL team to focu
eir specialist rol
eaching and lea

rship capacity o
ESL pedagogy i
earning program
sible, ESL posit
ualified ESL tea
apacity to ensu
programs 
eachers’ input i

ctices of collabo
programming as
licy 
eness of differe
red teaching” in

cord students’ la
velopment more
ng ESL Scales. 
cus on strategie
unities for stude

hool_ Low SES 
ational Partnershi







s ESL 
le in the 
arning 

of ESL 
n 

ms 
ions are 
chers in 
re 

 






into 

orative 
s per 

nt 
n a 

anguage 
e 

 
es that 
ents to 









Evaluation Rep
ip 2012 Evaluatio

referencing,
explicitly. Tr
and share s

 Investigate 
English (CA

 Challenge t
talking and 
recycle and

 Encourage 
the languag
students up
going to be 

 Empower E
that will ena
in sharing th
programs w

 Maintain reg
ESL teache

 Maintain inv
by supervis

 Improve effe
empower E
teachers the
demands. 

 Provide opp
models and

 Discuss the
evaluate eff
developmen
modes/grou

 Maintain tra
levels and u
programmin

port 2012_V2_7
on Report — Pag

, etc and develo
rial strategies fr
successes. 
ways to explicit

ALP) –some sta
eachers to exte
listening opport
 apply the targe
teachers to be 

ge features bein
p front what the 

at the commen

ESL staff, throug
able them to tak
heir expertise in

within their stage
gular attendanc

ers or a represe
volvement in sta
or of each stag

ectiveness of E
SL staff with sk
e evaluation of 

portunities to dis
d share success
e various models
fectiveness in in
nt and academi
ups/withdrawal e
acking of langua
use it collaborat
ng assessing an

7 Nov  
ge 38 of 67 

op best practice
rom NAPLAN su

tly teach the us
ges are addres

end teaching pra
tunities which w
eted language o
more explicit w

ng targeted in th
language focus

ncement of the l

gh team meeting
ke a more confid
n planning and d
es. 
ce at ESL Netwo
ntative 
aff and stage m
e.  

ESL input into pl
kills to confident
class programs

scuss a variety 
ses.  
s of ESL suppo
ncreasing stude
c outcomes (Te
etc.) 
age developmen
tively to inform p
nd reporting. 

e strategies to te
upport docume

e of academic 
ssing this alread
actices to includ

will enable stude
of the lesson. 

with the students
he lesson- tell 
s of the lesson i
lesson. 

gs, with strateg
dent and united
developing lang

ork  meetings b

meetings- suppo

lanning days – 
tly discuss with 
s regarding lang

of team teachin

ort in the school
ent language 
eam Teaching 

nt  using Scales
planning, 

each 
nts 

dy 
de 
ents to 

s as to 

is 

gies 
d role 
guage 

by all 

rted 

stage 
guage 

ng 

 and 

s 

 



NAPs in

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

n the school  

L

 

 

 

2394_Lidco
Low SES School 

learn, practice 
Adopt best pra
teaching as ou

Establish a con
understanding 
are, what this m
how their need
Lidcombe PS.
Reallocate ESL
NAP students a
multi-stage gro
1; Stage 2 and 
classroom reso

mbe Public Sch
Communities Na

and recycle lan
ctice for langua
tlined in ESL St

nsistent whole s
of who NAP stu

means for them
s are addresse

L resources so 
are explicitly tar

oups (eg ES1 an
Stage 3) to ma

ource time. 

hool_ Low SES 
ational Partnershi

nguage. 
age 
teps. 





school 
udents 
 and 
d at 

that 
rgeted in 
nd Stage 
aximise 







Evaluation Rep
ip 2012 Evaluatio

 Critical Asp
DET materi
communica
link to conte

 Incorporate
lessons (as

 Maintain the
Arrived ESL

 Develop tea
needs of ne
allow time fo
classrooms 

 Provide opp
students at 

port 2012_V2_7
on Report — Pag

ects – vocabula
als yet- ESL an
tive activities th

ent of class prog
e controlled/guid
s per ESL STEP
e notion that all 
L students. 

acher skills in co
ewly arrived ESL
or ESL teacher 
 

portunities for d
stage meetings

7 Nov  
ge 39 of 67 

ary aspect not f
nd class teacher
hat promote voc
gram 
ded and indepe
PS) 

teachers are re

oping in the cla
L students.  Eva
to provide som

iscussion of the
s to ensure a sh

fully supported b
rs to develop 
cabulary learnin

ndent sequence

esponsible for N

ssroom with the
aluate timetable

me NAP resourc

e progress of NA
hared responsib

by 

ng and 

e in all   

Newly 

e 
e to 
ces to 

AP 
bility.  

 



 

Tec

A T
team
scho
men
the 
Eng

Stud

Stud
Tea
stud
give
ans
The
Lidc

 

Que

Low

chnology R

Technology 
m to lead e
ool Literacy
ntors and a
team’s suc

gagement  t

dents 

dents acces
achers and 
dents who r
en to the s
wered all q

e survey wa
combe Publ

estion 2. 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

Report 

Team was
effective us
y and Num
n external l
ccess in 2
teams. 

ssed the su
parents w

regularly ac
students. A
uestions. 
s completed
lic School. O

Stage/G

Early St

Stage

Stage 2 (in

Stage

Support

Did not giv

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

s establishe
se of techn
meracy prio
eadership c
012 and to

urvey by se
ere not inf

ccess the in
A technical 

d by 26 stud
Of the 26 st

Group 

age 1 

e 1 

cl. 2/3R) 

e 3 

t Unit 

ve class 

ic School_ L
ies National 

ed, compris
nology to e
orities. The 
coach. The 
o highlight 

lecting a lin
formed of t
nternet throu

error in th

dents which
tudents that

Num

Low SES E
Partnership 

sing of tea
engage stud

team is s
students, p
cyber safe

nk that was 
the survey 
ugh the stud
he first surv

h represents
t responded

mber of stud

0 

3 

16 

6 

1 

0 

valuation R
2012 Evalua

cher-leader
dents to en
supported in
parents and
ety needs a

emailed to 
so the sch

dent portal.
vey had to

s approxim
d : 

dents 

Report 2012
ation Report —

rs represen
nhance lear
n Action L
d teachers w
as areas o

their stude
hool could 
. Unfortunat

o be review

ately 5% of

Perc

1

6

2

3

 

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 40 o

nting each 
rning and a
earning by
were survey
f focus for 

ent portal em
determine 
tely two sur

wed as very

f the studen

centage 

0% 

1.5% 

1.5% 

3.1% 

3.8% 

0% 

v  
of 67 

Stage/Lear
achievemen
 two execu
yed to mea

the PBIS 

mail addres
the numbe

rveys had t
y few stud

nt population

 

rning 
nt of 
utive 
sure 
and 

sses. 
er of 
o be 

dents 

n at 



• Co
cate

Que

• Re
in 2

 

 

 

 

 

Que

 

• Co
incr
Hall

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Low

ompared to 
egory. 

estion 3. 

esults are s
011 

estion 4. 

ompared to 
rease in the 
l is a new ve

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

2011, resu

imilar to tho

2011, resu
 use of the 
enue for us

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

lts show a d

ose collecte

lts show a d
technology

sing comput

ic School_ L
ies National 

decline in th

ed 

decline in th
 room (79.4
ters which w

Low SES E
Partnership 

he ‘everyda

he classroo
4% to 100%
was set up i

valuation R
2012 Evalua

y’ categorie

m use of co
% of those co
in 2012). 

Report 2012
ation Report —

es and an in

omputers (6
ompleting th

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 41 o

ncrease in t

 

67.6% to 42
he survey). 

v  
of 67 

he ‘most da

.9%) and a
(Larcombe

 
ays’ 

n 
e 



Que

• Re
the 

Que

tech

 

Low

estion 5. 

esults increa
technology 

estion 6. 

hnical issue

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

ases in stud
 room (76.5

es a smaller

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

dents using
5% to 95.2%

r sampling o

ic School_ L
ies National 

 classroom 
%) and flip c

of students 

Low SES E
Partnership 

computers
cameras (8.

answered s

valuation R
2012 Evalua

 (70.6% to 
8% to 23.8

subsequent 

Report 2012
ation Report —

81% of thos
%). 

t questions i

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 42 o

 

se completi

in the surve

v  
of 67 

ng the surv

Due
ey: 

 

vey), 

 to 



Que

Wha

Tec
iPad
Com
Con
iPho
Inte
Cam
iPod
ds 
noth
 

Que

• In 

 

 

 

 

 

Low

estion 7. 

at type of te

chnology: 
d 
mputer/Lapt
nnected clas
one 

eractive whit
mera 
d 

hing 

estion 8. 

addition, 3 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

echnology w

top 
ssroom/Vid

teboard 

students in

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

would you lik

eo conferen

ndicated tha

ic School_ L
ies National 

ike to be usi

ncing 

at they use i

Low SES E
Partnership 

ing at schoo

Numbe

Phones at h

valuation R
2012 Evalua

ol? (15 resp

er of studen
6 
5 
2 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 

home 

Report 2012
ation Report —

ponses) 

nts:

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 43 o

 

v  
of 67 

 



 

Que

Que

Que

• Ho

Res
nev
som
mos
eve
eve
 

Low

estion 9. 

estion 10. 

estion 11. 

ow often do

sponse: 
er 

metimes 
st days 
ryday – less
ryday – mo

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

o you use th

s than 2 ho
ore than 2 ho

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

e Internet a

urs 
ours 

ic School_ L
ies National 

at home with

Low SES E
Partnership 

hout your p

valuation R
2012 Evalua

arents or ca

Report 2012
ation Report —

 

 

arers knowi

N

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 44 o

ing? (16 res

Number of s
10
6 
0 
0 
0 

v  
of 67 

sponses) 

students: 
 

 



 

Que

• Wh

Res
noth
a litt
my 
 

Sta

Staf
des

Que

• Re

 

 

 

Low

estion 12. 

What do you 

sponse: 
hing 
tle 
parents hav

aff Techno

ff were surv
igned to inf

estion 2. 

esults were 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

know abou

ve talked w

ology Surv

veyed using
form plannin

generally s

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

t cyber safe

ith me abou

vey Result

g questions 
ng for 2013 

similar to tho

ic School_ L
ies National 

ety? (16 res

ut using the

ts: 

very similar
and 28 me

ose collecte

Low SES E
Partnership 

sponses) 

 internet sa

r to those a
embers of st

ed in 2011.

valuation R
2012 Evalua

afely 

sked in the 
taff respond

 

Report 2012
ation Report —

N

previous tw
ded to the s

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 45 o

Number of s
2 
2 

12

wo years. T
urvey. 

v  
of 67 

students: 

  

he survey w

 

was 

 



 

Que

• Fu
serv

Que

 

Low

estion 3. 

urther invest
ver more oft

estion 4. 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

tigation is re
ten. 

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

equired to a

ic School_ L
ies National 

ascertain wh

Low SES E
Partnership 

hy a greate

valuation R
2012 Evalua

r proportion

Report 2012
ation Report —

n of staff we

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 46 o

 

ere not acce

v  
of 67 

essing the 

 

 



Que

Dur
exa

Use

• Dr
e.g.
inte
Mat
spe
• Wo
e.g.
writ
repo
• Int
e.g.
loca
• Em
e.g.
ema
• Blo
e.g.
• Mu
e.g.
• We
e.g.
• Dr
e.g.
• Ot
Com
Egg
 

Que

How

 
• Te
• Ro
• W
• Ro
• Bo
• En
• Ac
• Ne
 

 

 

 

Low

estion 5. 

ring 2012, h
mples. (18 

e and exam

rill and prac
 ReadingEg
ractive cou
ths, Writing 
ed grid cha
ord process
 typing text
ing, using T
orts, invitati
ternet resea
 researchin

ating inform
mail 
 chain stori

ails 
ogging/ usin
 class, stud
ultimedia pr
 PowerPoin
eb 2.0 tools
 Prezi 

rawing tools
 Tux paint 
ther: SMAR
mmittee in m
gs, Starfall, 

estion 7. 

w do you en

echnology ro
otating grou
hole class f
oster/ contra
orrow laptop
nsure acces
ction Learni
eed to work

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

how have yo
responses,

ples: 

ctice of skills
ggs, StudyL
nting and h
for Fun, PR

allenge, lear
sing 
, spell chec

Turkish fonts
ons, making
arch 
ng current to
ation for inf

es, teaching

ng wikis 
dent and sta
resentations
nt, Prezi, Cl
s 

s 

RT Notebook
my capacity
Maths Zone

nsure that a

oom time 
ups/reading 
focus/ demo
act time/ we
ps 
ss to techno
ng, TARS, 

k on integrat

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

our students
 10 missed

s 
Ladder, crea
undreds ch

RC input, Ta
rning songs

ck, font/size
s to create 
g signs, tim

opics, webq
formation re

g email skil

age blogs, le
s (combinin
aymation 

k, YouTube
y as a schoo
e, Studyladd

ll students i

groups 
onstration/ I
eekly timeta

ology resour
program dis
ting technol

ic School_ L
ies National 

s used tech
d the questio

ation of bas
art, Maths P
argeting Ma
, listening p

/colour, writ
texts, spelli

melines, tabl

quests, usin
eports/prezi

ls, sending 

essons on b
ng text, grap

e (2), iMovie
ol leader, O
der etc 

in your clas

IWB 
able 

rces 
scussion 
logy 

Low SES E
Partnership 

nology to s
on) 

sic documen
Plus, Crickw
aths, Gramm
post 

ting session
ng lists, info
es 

g kidspace 
 

teachers a

blog comme
phic, sound,

e, Supportin
nline websi

ss access/us

valuation R
2012 Evalua

upport and 

nts/slidesho
web, Rainfo
mar Gremlin

ns, publishin
ormation 

portal, COG

nd students

enting 
, movie) 

ng Technolo
ites: Readin

se technolo

Num
9
3
7
5
1
1
1
1

Report 2012
ation Report —

enhance th

Nu
tea

ows, 
orest 
ns, 

ng 

Gs, 

s 

ogy 
ng 

ogy every w

mber 
9 
3 
7 
5 
1 
1 
1 
1 

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 47 o

heir learning

mber of 
achers 
11 

14 

14 

5 

9 

8 

1 

2 

 

week? (17 re

Perc

v  
of 67 

g? Give 

Percentage

68.8% 

77.8% 

77.8% 

27.8% 

50% 

44.4% 

5.6% 

11.1% 

 

esponses) 

centage 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

e 



Que

• Ot
one

Que

• Ple
resp
 
• IW
soft
• Eff
• Tim
effe
• Us
• iPa
• Te
• iM
• Us
• We
• Co
• Blo
• Ad

Low

estion 8. 

ther: two res
e response s

estion 10. 

ease indica
ponses) 

WB features 
ware, use o
fective use 
me to acces

ective integr
sing Prezi 
ad/Tablet a
echnical sup
ovie, movie

sing connec
ebsites to a
ollaborative 
ogging 
dobe progra

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

sponses su
suggested t

ate two area

and effectiv
of for presen
of classroo

ss websites
ration 

pps 
pport, proble
e making & 
cted classro
assist learni

stage plan

ams 

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

uggested the
that more e

as of techno

ve stage ap
nting profes

om compute
s, web tools

em solving/
editing 

ooms 
ng 
ning for tec

ic School_ L
ies National 

ere is a nee
ffective use

ology in whic

ppropriate u
ssional learn
ers 
, school res

/ troublesho

chnology us

Low SES E
Partnership 

ed for more 
e needs to b

ch you wou

use, SMART
ning 

sources in p

ooting 

e 

valuation R
2012 Evalua

access to s
be made of 

uld like futur

T Notebook 

preparation 

Report 2012
ation Report —

standard co
IWB’s in th

re professio

for 

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 48 o

omputers in 
e classroom

onal learning

Number
1

v  
of 67 

classrooms
m. 

g: (14 

r of people
10 

1 
1 

1 
1 
2 
3 
1 
1 
1 
2 
1 

 

 

s, 



Par

The
cybe
lear

Con

Pare

The
targ
eng
prof
in th

A ra
inclu
and

The
team

Imp

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Low

rents’ Surve

e printed pa
er safety is
rning. 

 92 fami
classes
more th
use the

 89% of
comput
comput
home a

 82% of
access 
recreati

 Only 10
to the in

 89% of 
with the

 The mo
(26%) a

nclusions 

ents and st

e staff is mo
geted to pro
age studen
fessional le
he effective 

ange of diff
uding how t
 enhance le

e success of
m. Conside

proving stud

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

ey 

arent survey
ssues that c

ilies returne
s (the childr
han 90% ha
e computer e

f families a
ter at home
ter every da
and only 33%

f families s
in the fam

ional games

0% of famili
nternet. 89%

families sta
e findings of

ost popular
and smart p

udents emb

ore compet
oviding teac
nts as 21st c
arning need
use of IWB

ferent profe
to use actu
earning. 

f the team t
ration need

ent access 

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

y was sent t
can be add

ed the surv
en of the re
ave interne
every day a

allow childre
e to comple
ay. (Most f
% of studen

upervise th
mily room o
s, play educ

es have no
% of families

ated that the
f the studen

r devices u
phones (22%

brace techn

tent in usin
chers with: 
century learn
ds to be dif

Bs in the cla

essional lea
ual technolo

technology 
s to be give

to technolo

ic School_ L
ies National 

to all familie
ressed by p

vey and all 
espondents
et access a
at home, ma

en to acce
ete school 
families sta
nts’ access 

heir children
or lounge ro
cational gam

ot implemen
s stated tha

ey knew mo
nt survey (th

used at hom
%)  

ology and a

ng technolo
practical w
ners to crea
fferentiated 

assroom is i

arning/shari
ogy and how

support role
en to the ma

ogy in all tea

Low SES E
Partnership 

es to learn 
parents and

of these sta
)  were fair
nd email ac
ainly for em

ess the inte
work. Only

ated that the
school base

n’s access 
oom. Stude
mes or for r

nted any res
at they had 

ore about th
his differs fr

me are des

are support

gy to enga
ways to emb
ate, problem
to meet th

ndicated as

ng & dialog
w to manag

e was depe
ake up of th

aching spac

valuation R
2012 Evalua

about stude
d teachers, 

ated that th
ly represen
ccounts. 75
ailing, resea

ernet from 
y 23% of f
ey did not 
ed blogs fro

to the inte
ents mainly
research.  

strictions or 
not experie

he internet t
rom the nati

sktop comp

ive of cyber

age student
bed techno
m solve and
e needs of 
s a need for

gue opportu
ge effective 

endent upon
he team. 

ces remains

Report 2012
ation Report —

ent usage o
working as

hey had com
nted across 
5% of respo
arch, game

home and 
amilies sta
participate 

om home.)

ernet and 6
y use the c

supervision
enced any c

than their ch
onal ACMA

puters (67%

rsafety in th

ts. Professio
logy to sup

d share thei
a diverse s

r 2013 

unities need
use in the 

n the person

s a priority.

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 49 o

of technolog
s partners i

mputers at 
the school 
ondent indi

es and word

71% of fa
ted that stu
in school 

0% of fam
computer at

n of their ch
cyber bullyin

hildren, whi
A research).

%), laptops 

he school an

onal learnin
pport schoo
r learning w
staff. Profes

d to be pla
classroom 

n in the role

v  
of 67 

gy at home 
in our stude

home. Stu
(K-6). Of th
cated that 

d processing

amilies use
udents use
based blog

ilies locate 
t home to 

hildren’s acc
ng issues. 

ch is consis
. 

(60%), tab

nd at home

ng needs to
ol priorities;
with others. 
ssional lear

anned for 2
to best sup

e for each s

 

and 
ents’ 

dent 
hese 
they 

g. 

e the 
e the 
gs at 

this 
play 

cess 

stent 

blets 

. 

o be 
and 
This 

rning 

013, 
pport 

tage 



Stu

The
add

L

Im

*M
Ele
  

 
 
 
 
To e
lear

Low

dent Welfa

e Implement
ressed in th

Level/Subscal
Preparation 
Initiation 

mplementation
Maintenance 

Minimal Critica
ments 

ensure all s
rners, the fo
 Five tea

introduc
 Interim 

for teac
o 
o 

o 
o 

 In supp
were ta

o 

o 

o 
o 
o 

o 

o 

o 
o 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

are and Eng

tation Phas
he maintena

e 

Tota
Subsc
Score

20 
23 

n 18 
13 

al 36 

  

students cle
ollowing wer
achers parti
ce to Micros
school Lea

chers, stude
Targeted le
Individual L
students an
Personalise
Individual b
targeted int

porting teach
aken by the 
IEP proform
Education a
effectively, 
STARS and
Unit and re
Out of Hom
SLSO – int
Appointmen
provided pr
(beginning 
Stage plan
talented stu
Action Lear
Technology
external lea
Three staff 
ALBY (com
 

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

gagement 

es Inventor
ance of sus

al 
cale 
e ~  

Possi
Subs

Sco
20
26
22
20
40

  

arly articula
re impleme
icipated in M
skills trainin

arning Supp
ents in their 
earning plan
Learning Pla
nd students
ed Learning
behaviour in
terventions)
hers in mee
Learning S

ma develope
and executi
those stude

d refugee p
gional Stud

me Care pro
egration tim
nt of 0.6 sp
rofessional 
Term 3) 
ning sessio
udents, by r
rning  (indiv
y, CL/RFF a
adership co
members, 

mmunity of s

ic School_ L
ies National 

ry (IPI) Sem
stainability. 

ible 
cale 

ore 
Semes
2 Rep

0 100%
6 88%
2 82%
0 65%
0 90%

ate behavio
nted: 
Microskills t
ng at early c
ort Team da
classes wh

ns (students
ans (ILP) (s
s living in Ou
g Plans (PL
ntervention 
) 
eting the nee
upport Tea
ed and prof
ive staff. Sta
ents made s

professional
dent Service
ofessional le
metable prio
eech therap
learning for

ons conduct
regional lite
vidual profes
and Early S

oach. 
including th

schools) Ab

Low SES E
Partnership 

mester 2, 20

ster 
port 
% 

% 
% 
% 
% 

ural expecta

training, sup
career teach
atabase to 

ho require:
s with langu
students wit
ut of Home 
P) (for Abor
needs (Indi

eds of the s
m and Exec
fessional lea
age data sh
significant g
 learning ov

es personne
earning, con
oritised by L
pist assesse
r all staff in 

ed for all st
racy consu
ssional lear
tage One te

he principal,
original pro

S

S

0
10
20
30
40
50
60
70
80
90

100

valuation R
2012 Evalua

12 shows th

ations in all

pported by e
her meeting
track stude

uage or lear
h diagnose
Care [OOH
riginal and T
vidual Beha

students in t
cutive Staff
arning for a
hows that w
growth in ac
ver three se
el 
nducted by 
Learning Su
ed and iden
supporting 

aff on progr
ltant with ex
rning plans)
eams and s

, attended T
ofessional le

Preparati
on

Sem 1 0%

Sem 2 100%

0%

100%

0%
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%

Report 2012
ation Report —

hat consiste

l school sett

executive s
gs. 
nts who ma

rning difficu
d disabilitie

HC]) 
Torres Stra
aviour Plans

the point ab

all teaching 
where teache
cademic ac
essions, by 

the DEC O
pport Team

ntified targe
student lan

ram differen
xecutive. 
) conducted
supported b

Tier One PB
earning day 

i
Initiation

Im

0%

88%

0%

%
88%

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 50 o

ency needs

tings and a

taff. Five te

ay be “at ris

lties and ref
es, Gifted an

it Islander s
s (IBP) and

bove, the fo

staff by AP 
ers impleme
hievement. 
Multicultura

OHC office
m 

ted K-2 stud
nguage deve

ntiation and

d by Executi
y the execu

BIS training

mplemen
tation

Maint
nc

0% 0%

82% 65%

0% 0%

82%

6

v  
of 67 

 to be 

re engaged

eachers wer

k” and high

fugee stude
nd Talented

students) 
 Checkers –

ollowing acti

Special 
ented IEPs 

al Programs

r 

dents and 
elopment 

d gifted and 

ive, ESL, 
utive and 

. 

tena
e

*Minimal
Critical
Elements

% 0%

% 90%

0%

5%

90%

 

d 

re 

hlight 

ents) 
d 

– 

ions 

s 



In 2

Lea
refle

Low

 In Augu
the PBI
Evacua

o 

o 

o 

o 

 In June
could b
Stage 3

o 
o 

o 

 Year 5 
need id

 Engage
lessons

012: 
 an ave
 no stud
 six stud
 thirteen
 nine st
 four stu
 four ma
 32 stud
 15 stud
 43 stud
 6 main

regiona
 Playgro

playgro

adership tea
ecting schoo
 Parent 

interview

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

ust 2012 the
S lessons r

ation proced
In summary
playground
figure drops
playground
as more po
Almost all s
three quart
only 54% w
many sugg
When lining
most stude
Unfortunate
chairs and 

e 2012 the S
e improved

3 and reaso
Lack of tea
Time taken
awards frus
Suggestion
school awa
students pa
entified by 

ement team
s.   

erage of 98%
dents receiv
dents partic
n students w
tudents iden
udents were
ainstream s
dents were 
dents have 
dents have 

nstream stud
al support.) 
ound audit 
ound and of

am and tea
ol welfare p
teacher e

ws were we

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

e SRC and 
regarding p
dures. 92% 
y, approxim

d and consid
s to just 55.

d. Most see 
ositive beha
students are
ers of them

who think th
est improve
g up outside

ents know th
ely, the num
other class 

SRC and St
: Students 

ons included
acher consis
n and numbe
strates stud
ns included 
ards and aft
articipated i
school data
 organised 

% students 
ved suspen
cipated in C
were identif
ntified as OO
e identified 
students we
enrolled in 
health care
receptive a
dents have 

conducted 
f these, 85%

achers with
priorities: 
venings, h
ell attended

ic School_ L
ies National 

Student Lea
layground b
of classes r

mately two-th
der themsel
.5% who ar
additional p

aviour. 
e aware of t

m consider it
at people a
ed attitude w
e the classr
he lock dow
mber drops 

equipment
udent Lead
reported tha

d: 
stency in us
er of award

dents 
prizes inste
ernoon teas
n leading p
a 
signage for

remained g
sions, down

Checkers 
fied as refug
OHC 
as Aborigin

ere initially id
the Special

e plans 
and /or expr

diagnosed 

in Term 3 s
% had hats 

h expertise 

igh school
. 

Low SES E
Partnership 

aders cond
behaviour, b
responded 
hirds of the 
lves and oth
re happy wit
play activitie

the anti-bul
t to be work

are friendlier
would help.
room 88% fe

wn and evac
to 71% who
t. 
ders conduc
at many of t

sing the awa
s needed fo

ead of VIP a
s with exec
layground g

r display ac

green, consi
n from two i

gees 

nal and all h
dentified as
l Education 

essive lang
disabilities 

showed that
with them.

met with p

 orientatio

valuation R
2012 Evalua

ucted a sur
bullying, in c
to the surve
students un

hers to be fo
th the way s
es and play

lying strateg
king well or s
r towards ea
 
eel that the

cuation siren
o are aware

cted a surve
them are no

ards system
or students 

awards, link
utive for aw
games for K

ross all sch

istent with t
in 2011 

have PLPs
s eligible for

Unit for inte

guage disord
(After ESE

t only 50% o

parent grou

n, open cl

Report 2012
ation Report —

rvey to addr
class safety
ey.  
nderstand t
ollowing the
students are
 areas as th

gies that ha
satisfactoril
ach other in

y are follow
ns and proc
e of the safe

ey about how
ot inspired b

m 
to receive h

king class aw
wardees. 
K-2 students

hool settings

the past five

r integration
ellectual dis

ders 
S, only two 

of students 

ups to infor

lassroom v

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 51 o

ress the suc
y and Immo

the rules for
em. Unfortu
e playing in
he solution,

ave been ta
ly. Again, th
n the playgr

wing the rule
cedures. 
ety rules for

w the LPS a
by the awar

happy cards

ward system

s, focusing 

s to reinforc

e years 

n support (p
sabilities 

 are eligible

were weari

rm them of

visits and 

v  
of 67 

ccess of 
obilisation an

r the  
unately the
 the 
 as well 

ught and 
here are 
round, and

es, and 

r using the

awards sys
rds, particul

s and VIP 

ms to the 

on areas of

ce PBIS 

prior to ESE

e for additio

ing hats on 

f best pract

parent tea

 

nd 

tem 
larly 

f 

S) 

nal 

the 

tices 

cher 



The

Rec

Low

 PBIS (fo
 NAPLA

commu
 A Disco

the CE
demons

 A paren
conduc
attende
procedu
and sta

 Safety l
and pro
indicate

 The com
WHS p

 The com
consiste
attende

 Fifteen 
system

 African 
officer a

 The com
outings

e following s
o Rep
o Wea
o ESL
o WH
o Lea
o Sch
o Anti
o PBI

commendat
 Ensure 

executiv
interven
implem

 Increas
accoun
2013 Sc

 Ensure 
classroo
 
 
 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

ocus on fam
AN parent in

nity engage
overy Learn
EO, two te
strate Disco
nt workshop
ted by four 

ed. Informat
ures. A Thin

aff at Lidcom
lessons eg:
ovided to all
ed that man
mmunity en
rocedures. 
mmunity en
ency in the 

ed by five pa
parents pa
, conducted
Multiculture

and teacher
mmunity en
, to build th

school polic
petition Poli
aring of Sch
L Policy 
S, including

arning Supp
hool Awards
i-bullying, in
S matrix to 

ions: 
consistenc
ve needs to
ntion, includ
entation of 

se active pa
tability of C
chool Plan, 
that the rec

om teacher

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

mily and cla
nformation 
ement office
ning worksh
eachers an
overy Learn
p about the 
teachers an
ion from the
nkUKnow p
mbe PS. It w

 immobilisa
 teaching s
y students 

ngagement o
This was at

ngagement o
wearing of 

arents. 
rticipated in

d by one tea
e Café cond
r was attend

ngagement o
e communi

ies and pro
cy 
hool Hats P

g Immobilis
ort Team 

s (Student W
ncluding cyb
include cla

cy and relev
o be suppor
ding attenda
IEPs, TLPs
rticipation o

Community E
monitored 

cording of in
rs is accurat

ic School_ L
ies National 

assroom sys
session wa

er (CEO), th
hop was he
nd more th
ing in pract
school’s an
nd the com
e parents is
resentation

was attende
ation and ev
taff. The wh
had not pra
officer and 
ttended by 
officer and 
school hats

n a focus gro
acher and th
ducted by th
ded by two 
officer orga
ty socially, 

ocedures we

Procedures

ation and E

Welfare) 
bersafety an
ssroom set

vance of stu
rted by all st
ance, Micro
s and PLPs.
of parents in
Engagemen
by the exec

nformation 
te and cont

Low SES E
Partnership 

stems) was 
as held at 
hree teache
eld for pare
han 20 pa
tice. 
nti-bullying p
munity enga

s being inco
 was offere

ed by one te
vacuation w
hole school 
actised the p
two teache
ten parents
one teache
s and proce

oup to elicit
he commun
he commun
families. 

anised a num
and suppor

ere develop

Evacuation

nd digital ci
ttings. 

dent welfar
taff in monit
skills, teach
. 
n school prio
nt plan and
cutive team
being hand
ains sufficie

valuation R
2012 Evalua

not offered
the beginn

ers and ten 
ents about t
arents. Tea

plan, cyber 
agement of

orporated in 
ed by the Fe
eacher and o
were develop

response t
procedures 
rs led works

s. 
er held a wo
edures for sc

t the commu
nity engagem
nity engagem

mber of reg
rt staff with 

ped or review

tizenship  

re programs
toring the im
hing of all P

orities by bu
School Prio
 at regular 
ed on to su
ent detail. 

Report 2012
ation Report —

 to schools 
ning of Ter
parents. 
talking and 
achers ope

safety and 
fficer (CEO)
the school’

ederal Police
one parent.
ped by the E
to the Term 
with their te

shops with 

orkshop with
chool staff t

unity’s view
ment officer
ment officer

ular events
resource m

wed in 2012

s is impleme
mplementat

PBIS lessons

uilding syne
ority Comm
intervals ea

ubsequent te

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 52 o

this year. 
m 2 and a

listening a
ened their 

technology
). Seven  pa
’s review of
e at Birrong
. 
Engagemen
3 immobilis

eachers.  
parents abo

h parents to
to follow. Th

w about the 
r. 
r, DEC educ

, including s
making. 

2: 

ented by all
tion of enga
s, documen

ergy and inc
ittee plans t

ach term. 
eachers by 

v  
of 67 

attended by

nd attended
classrooms

y usage was
arents 
f these 
g PS to fam

nt Committe
sation drill 

out school 

o develop 
his was 

current awa

cation liaiso

school pare

l staff. The 
agement 
ntation and 

creased 
to the overa

current 

 

y the 

d by 
s to 

s 

ilies 

ee 

ards 

on 

ent 

all 



TAR

The
Lea
diffe

CL t
lear

Rec

Staf

In 2

Exe
Only
sinc
4 ex
2 of
3 po
1 of
1 re

Low

RS Report  

e Communit
arning in 201
erentiation o
 Plannin

student
 Meeting

differen
 Increas
 Regula
 Action L

o 
o 
o 
o 

teachers wh
rning in 201

 All teac
o 
o 
o 

 All teac
were gi
happier

 All teac
student

 All teac
include 

 Each te
in 2012
 

commenda
 Continu

data inf
 Plan dif

student
 Build on

speech 

ff profile 

012, 54 pos

ecutive Lead
y 2 of the 7 

ce 2010. 
xecutive pos
f the five as
ositions are 
f the BOOS
elieving assi

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

 - Commun

ty Language
12 to embed
of outcomes
ng sessions 
t achieveme
gs with the 
ntiation and 
sed access t
r student da
Learning. T
Become ac
Improve stu
Improve lite
Increase st
activities an
 
ho work mo
2. Findings

chers identif
Increased f
Greater use
Less behav

chers report
ven work th
r and compl
chers report
t data to info
chers identif

modelling a
eacher gave
. 

ations 
ue action lea
forms the te
fferentiated 
t data 
n profession
therapists 

sitions were

dership 
 executive t

sitions are h
sistant princ
 occupied b
T mentoring
istant princi

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

nity Langua

e and Relea
d TELL ped
s for studen
for team m

ent against 
regional lite
develop pro
to technolog
ata collectio
eam profes

ccredited as
udents’ outc
eracy for St
tudent enga
nd complete

ore three or 
s were: 

fied change
focus on dif
e of techno
viour manag
ed that thes

hat suited th
leted their w
ed that they
orm their pla
fied how the
and scaffold
e an examp

arning, enco
eaching and

assessmen

nal dialogue
and CL tea

e occupied 

team memb

held by sub
cipals are s

by relieving 
g roles is oc
pal is a qua

ic School_ L
ies National 

age and Re

ase from Fa
dagogy and
nts. This inv

members to d
outcomes 

eracy consu
ograms 
gy for all tea

on and profe
ssional goal
s a professio
comes in re
age 1 stude

agement for
e tasks in a

more days 

es to their pr
fferentiation
logy 50% 
gement and
se changes
heir abilities
work on time
y used asse
anning 
ey utilised E
ding langua
le of a shor

ouraging pr
d learning cy
nt cycles in 

e and teach
chers to en

by teaching

bers have o

bstantive, no
substantive 
assistant p

ccupied by 
alified ESL t

Low SES E
Partnership 

elease from

ace to Face
 technology

volved: 
develop diff

ultant to guid

am membe
essional dia
s included:
onal teache

elation to the
ents 
r class X. St
 timely man

a week com

rofessional 
n 100% 

d more time
s made a po
s and studen
e 
essment an

ESL pedago
age, vocabu
rt, explicit le

rofessional 
ycle 
advance, a

her-leader c
hance stud

g staff (48 in

occupied a s

on-teaching
assistant p
rincipals. O
a relieving a
teacher. 

valuation R
2012 Evalua

m Face to F

 (CL/RFF) t
y into classr

ferentiated 

de team me

ers 
alogue abou

er (x2) 
e Chinese K

tudents will 
nner. 

mpleted a s

practice. Th

e for teachin
ositive impa
nt engagem

d gave exa

ogy in the te
ulary develo
esson reflec

dialogue ab

as part of ba

apacity betw
ent achieve

n 2010).  

substantive 

g executive 
rincipals an

One of these
assistant pr

Report 2012
ation Report —

Face Team 

team have u
room practic

units of wor

embers’ und

ut that data

K-6 syllabus

be motivate

survey abou

he most com

ng and learn
ct to studen

ment had inc

mples to sh

eaching of th
opment, visu
cted the team

bout studen

ackward ma

ween class
ement in tal

executive p

 
nd 1 is new 
e positions i
rincipal. 

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 53 o

 

undertaken
ce by increa

rk and rubri

derstanding

s 

ed to partic

ut their profe

mmon were

ning 50% 
nt learning. 
creased. Stu

how how the

heir langua
uals and dra
m’s profess

nt data, ensu

apping base

 teachers, E
king and lis

position at L

to the scho
s part time.

v  
of 67 

 Action 
asing their 

ics to meas

gs of 

cipate in 

essional 

e: 

The studen
udents were

ey used 

ge. Strateg
ama. 
sional learni

uring that th

ed on curren

ESL team, 
stening 

Lidcombe P

ol in 2012.
 

 

ure 

nts 
e 

ies 

ing 

his 

nt 

PS 

 



 
All T
22%
20%
46%
35%
37%
57%
 
11%
2 te
 
 
Staf
kno
reco
proc

 

Ea

Due
Nat
(In 2
two 
Atte
with
atte
Lea

In 2
SBS
of T

Acc
atta
thei

Rec

 

 

 

Low

Teaching Po
% are in the
% are in the
% have been
% are Early 
% are engag
% are emplo

% are on ma
eachers are 

ff changes o
wledge, ski
ommended 
cedures mo

rly Caree

e to the lar
ional Partne
2012 there 

subgroups
endance at 
h an averag
ended the B
arning cours

2012 ECT m
SR, the Mic
Teachers Te

creditation s
ained Accre
rs by the en

commenda

 Teachin
program
most id

 Teachin
step in 
 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

ositions 
ir first year 
ir second ye
n at Lidcom
Career Tea

ged in temp
oyed in perm

aternity leav
employed a

over the pa
lls and prac
that the sch

ore explicit f

er Teach

rge number
erships Ear
are 19 iden

s identified:
the Early C

ge of eight t
Bankstown S
ses. 

meetings ha
cro Skills of 
eaching Sta

support is d
ditation at 
nd of this ye

ations 

ng and Le
mming at th
entified for 
ng and Lea
the teachin

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

at Lidcomb
ear at Lidco

mbe PS for 3
achers (19%
porary positi
manent pos

ve - 2 teach
as highly ac

st two years
ctices devel
hool explore
for new staf

hers (ECT

r of teachin
rly Career T
ntified as E
: those wh

Career Teac
eachers in 

SEG ECT S

ve covered 
Behaviour 

andards and

delivered to 
Professiona
ear. 

earning Pro
he beginning
professiona
rning Progr
g and learn

ic School_ L
ies National 

e PS (15% 
ombe PS (6
3 or less yea
% in 2010) 
ons (29% in

sitions (66%

hers fulltime
ccomplished

s have impa
loped since
es other me
ff to easily u

T) 

ng staff at 
Teacher (E
CT) The gr
o have att
cher meetin
attendance

Support Gro

DEC polici
Manageme

d the Accred

ECTs both
al Compete

ograms Po
g of the yea
al developm
rams Policy 
ning cycle. 

Low SES E
Partnership 

in 2010) 
6% in 2010) 
ars (35% in

n 2010) 
% in 2010) 

 and 5 teac
d teachers 

acted schoo
e the Low SE
ethods to bu
understand.

Lidcombe 
ECT) numbe
roup usually
ained accre

ngs is usual
e at each m
oup meeting

ies, the sch
ent booklets
ditation proc

h as a grou
ence in 201

olicy is upd
ar which is

ment by ECT
explicitly st

valuation R
2012 Evalua

 
n 2010) 

chers part tim
in other Low

ol sustainab
ES Nationa
uild sustaina
 

Public Sch
ers fluctuate
y consists o
editation an
lly dominate
eeting. In a

gs and othe

ool disciplin
 1-3 (Christ
cess. 

up and indiv
2 with ano

dated and 
followed up

T members
tates that s

Report 2012
ation Report —

me (21% in
w SES NP s

bility of teac
al Partnersh
ability by m

hool and th
e, as many
of approxim
nd those y
ed by the s
addition, at 
rs sent on D

ne and rewa
tine Richmo

vidually. Cu
ther six tea

profession
p in ECT m
. 
taff reflect o

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 54 o

n 2010) 
schools. 

cher profess
ips began i
aking  its pr

he schools 
y members 

mately 10-15
yet to attain
second of th
least three 
DEC Teach

ards system
ond) and the

urrently four
achers aimi

nal learning
meetings as 

on student d

v  
of 67 

sional 
n 2010. It is
ractices and

involvemen
are tempo

5  teachers 
n accredita
hese subgro
members h

her Professi

m, reporting
e NSW Inst

r teachers h
ing to comp

g dedicated
this is the 

data as the

 

s 
d 

nt in 
rary. 
with 

ation. 
oups 
have 
ional 

 and 
titute 

have 
plete 

d to 
area 

e first 



Co

Har

Clea
28 p

Play
atte

Res
sho
disc
who

Kni
Mos
som
not 

Libr
hom

Art 
few 

Mul
Hav
Indi
thou
Isla
didn
com
of th

Mul
for w
atte
mot
invit

Gar
com

Rais
who
atte
the 

Pre 
ano

Low

ommunity

rmony Day 

an Up Aus
parents rep

ytime – the
ending each

source Gro
rt time and 

covery learn
o was a reg

t & Sip gro
st preferred 

me of the mu
come abou

rary Group
me a bag of 

Group – to
mums who

lticulture C
ving the Com
an/Pakistan
ught it was a
nder café th
n’t suit most

mmunity do 
hem and the

lticultural S
week 6 Term

ending.   The
ther tongue
tation to a m

rdening gro
ming when t

sing Great 
o attended o
end via scho

newsletter.

Kinder Pla
other 3 in Te

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

y Engage

– a nice wa

tralia Day –
lying.  Unfo

ese sessions
 week arou

oup – has a 
like to take

ning in class
ular last yea

oup – while 
 to knit at h
ums help to
ut unfortuna

p – continue
books to re

otally run by
o have come

Café – once 
mmunity La
ni communi
a good idea
his year bro
t.  Retried a
not seem to
e lack of a s

Storytime –
m 4.  This is
e parents in
.  The purch

more varied

oup was qu
hey had tim

 Kids Pare
one session
ool counsell
 

aygroup – s
erm 4.  The 

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

ement - P

ay to start th

– we opene
ortunately th

s have grow
nd 20 or so

 steady atte
 ‘homework
s at the sam
ar went bac

we still had
ome and dr

o teach som
tely.   

es to have  4
epair/cover 

y a parent n
e for a few w

 again a ve
anguage (CL
ties twice w
a.  We held 
ought no one
a few weeks
o respond a
stable CL te

– held one w
s very popu
nvited to pa
hase of add
 group of pa

uite strong e
me.  

nt Worksh
n each (one
or half way

started in T
last two wil

ic School_ L
ies National 

Parental 

he year and

ed this up to
he event wa

wn consider
o but has be

endance of 
k’ home.  An
me time so w
ck to work.

d 12 blanket
rop their bla

me of the kid

4-5 mums m
at home on

ow with a c
weeks and 

ry popular m
L)  teachers

with only one
an African 
e but on tal
s later in the
at all to thes
eacher to he

week a term
ular with the
rticipate tho

ditional story
arents. 

early in the y

ops- had 4
e at session 
 through, ho

Term 3 this y
ll be adverti

Low SES E
Partnership 

 Involve

d with 30 att

o parents to
as cancelled

rably this ye
een as high 

3-4 with a c
nother mum
will occasio

ts knitted th
ankets off.  
ds knitting s

most weeks
n a regular b

couple of pa
then stoppe

morning for
s in attenda
e parent co
afternoon c
king to them

e afternoon 
se, possibly 
elp liaise ha

m in terms 1
e younger ye
oroughly enj
ybooks in o

year and ac

 mums atte
1 and one 

owever, tim

year.  Prove
ised to all 2

valuation R
2012 Evalua

ement 20

tending this

 come alon
d due to bad

ear with the
as 35. 

couple of Ko
m who used 
nally take ‘h

his year only
My initial ai
kills, howev

s.  One mum
basis. 

articipants e
ed for vario

r the Turkish
ance for the 
ming along

café with tw
m in the pla
time slot an
because la

as been a d

 and 2, ran
ears especi
joy the opp
ther langua

ctually starte

end each of 
at session 

ming didn’t s

ed quite pop
2013 kinder 

Report 2012
ation Report —

012 

s year was o

g and help 
d weather, t

 average nu

orean mum
to attend n

homework’ 

y one paren
m this year

ver, due to l

m doesn’t co

each week . 
us reasons

h, Korean a
first part is 
 (a new kin

wo families a
ygroup the 
nd 4 came a
anguage is q
rawback.  

 out of time
ially with be
ortunity to r

ages will allo

ed up on its

the 6 sessi
5).  Anothe
uit and had

pular again 
enrolments

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 55 o

our biggest 

out on this 
twice.  

umber of ch

ms who also 
now helps o
as well.  An

nt came to t
r was to be 
ack of num

ome to grou

 There hav
. 

and Chinese
beneficial. 
dergarten p

attending.  T
early morn
along.  The
quite a barr

e in term 3 a
etween 30 a
read to the 
ow us to ext

s own this y

ons and tw
r family was

dn’t seen it a

and continu
s. 

v  
of 67 

yet. 

afternoon w

hildren 

attend for a
ut with 

nother mum

the afternoo
able to hav
bers this di

up but takes

ve also been

e communit
 Tried 

parent) who
The first Pac
ing timing 
 Arabic 
rier to a num

and schedul
and 50 child
children in t
tend the 

year with 5 o

o other mum
s invited to 
advertised i

uing with 

 

with 

a 

m 

ons.  
e 
d 

s 

n a 

ies.  

o 
cific 

mber 

led 
dren 
their 

or 6 

ms 

n 



Par
Mar

P &

Clas
area
Edu

Eve
Com
cha
them
my 

Par

NAP

Disc

Num

WH

Pare

Pare
com
Dec

Pare

 

 
 

 

Low

rent Excurs
rkets with 8 

& C Meeting

ssroom He
a we should
ucation Wee

ents like Mo
mmunity Ce
nge from a 
m.  Comme
child’s grou

rent Works

PLAN – 9 p

covery Lear

mber Game

S Parent W

ent Forum –

ent Forum –
me and talk 
cided to re-b

ent Forum –

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

sions – one
 coming alo

gs  are relat

elpers – we
d work on.  
ek inviting p

ther’s/Fathe
elebration D

few years b
ents from pa
up around” a

hops 

arents atten

rning – 20 p

es for Presc

Workshop – 

– Hats – 6 p

– Cyber Sa
about cybe
book early n

– School Aw

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

e in term 2 a
ong.  Term 

tively well a

e have a few
Best way fo

parents into 

er’s Day Sta
Day are very
back.  We d
arents at Ath
are detrime

nding 

parents atte

hoolers – 1

8 parents a

parents atte

fety -  5 par
r safety as 
next year.   

wards – 12 

ic School_ L
ies National 

and term 3, 
3 at Madam

attended – n

w parents he
or parents to
the classro

alls, Cross C
y well attend
do need to b
hletics Carn
ntal to our e

ending 

2 attending

attending 

ending 

rents attend
well, howev

parents atte

Low SES E
Partnership 

have both 
me Tussaud

not huge nu

elping in cla
o learn and

ooms was a

Country Fu
ded with ple
be careful th
nival was, “I
encouraging

 

ding.  I did b
ver, the offic

ending 

valuation R
2012 Evalua

been well a
d’s was the 

mbers but r

assrooms o
 understand
 great start 

n Run, Athl
enty of helpe
hat if we are
’m not reall
g participati

book in Flem
cer was una

Report 2012
ation Report —

attended.  T
best attend

regular atte

n a regular 
d what happ
and was w

etics Carniv
ers when ca
e calling for
ly doing any
ion from pa

mington Loc
able to atten

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 56 o

Term 2 was 
ded with 17 

ndees at m

basis but th
pens is to s

well attended

val, Swimm
alled for.  T
r helpers we
ything”, “jus
rents.  

cal Area Co
nd due to ill

v  
of 67 

Sydney Fis
attending.

most meeting

hink this is a
ee it first ha

d.   

ming Carniva
his is a big 
e actually us
st told to foll

ommand to 
l health.  

 
sh 

gs. 

an 
and.  

al, 

se 
ow 



Sectio
For assi

What di
say we w

achiev
Targ

(from Sc
Plan

Decrease
number of
3 students
the lowest
skill bands
Reading t
than 18%

 

38% of Ye
students a
proficienc
standard 
(Bands 5 
NAPLAN 
Reading. 

 
Decrease
number of
5 students
the lowest
skill bands
Reading t
than 22%

 

on 4: Progre
istance in comp

d we 
would 
ve? 
et 
chool 
n) 

How w

Progre
towar
targe
Select

 the 
f Year 
s in 
t 2 
s in 
to less 
. 

Basic 
(progre
made) 

ear 3 
at 

cy 

& 6) in 

Sound 
(target 
achieve

 the 
f Year 
s in 
t 2 
s in 
to less 
. 

Basic 
(progre
made) 

L

ess towards
pleting this table

well did we do it

ess 
ds 
et 
t: 

Evidence
towa

ss 
2012 NAPL
students (in
2. 
However, o
stage data 
(2011 NAP
indicates o
mainstream
bottom 25%

ed) 

2012 NAPL
bands 5 an
School stag
(2011 NAP
had 58% o
students in

ss 
2012 NAPL
students in
4. 
However, o
Stage data
(2011 NAP
indicates 7
mainstream
bottom 25%
based data

2394_Lidco
Low SES School 

s targets an
e please refer to

t?      How effect

e of progress 
rds target 

LAN: 20% 
n Bands 1 and 

our School 
for Year 4 

PLAN cohort) 
nly 8% of 

m students in 
%  
LAN: 39% in 
nd 6. 
ge data: Year 4 

PLAN cohort) 
f mainstream 

n top 25% 

LAN: 30% of 
n Bands 3 and 

our School 
a for Year 6 
PLAN cohort) 
% of 

m students in 
% of school 
a 

mbe Public Sch
Communities Na

nd strategie
o the example pr

tive were our st

Effectivenes
strategies to a

targe

Executive Actio
has assisted th
executive in ide
from student da
areas for learni
comprehension
NAPLAN, Best 
Critical Aspects
continuum trac
school based s
assessments id
student needs 
targeted, explic
student groupin
ordinate resour
planning for ES
BOOST co-tea
collaborative 
programming w
teachers in stag
to differentiate 
learning 
L3 Professiona
has proven effe
providing short
explicit lessons
Learning (K-2) 
effective in dev
language and g
with directed ta

hool_ Low SES 
ational Partnershi

es from the 
rovided in Appe

trategies? 

ss of key 
achieve the 
et 

R

on Learning 
he 
entifying 
ata, priority 
ing, eg. 
n. Past 

Start, L3, 
s 
king and 

stage 
dentify 
to inform 

cit lessons, 
ngs and co-
rce 
SL, L&ST, 
ching and 

with class 
ge teams 
student 

al learning 
ective in 
, sharp, 

s. Discovery 
has been 

veloping 
grammar 
alking and 

Alt
res
cu
pro
sc
da
bo
im
- c
tea
- c
jud
- e
tal
rea
- v

Evaluation Rep
ip 2012 Evaluatio

2012 Schoo
endix one on pag

Reason for maint
or revising targe

next year 

though our NAPL
sults don’t reflect
rrent strategies h
oven successful 
hool based asses

ata, despite mobil
oth students and s
pacts on sustaina

continue to build o
acher capacity 
consistency of tea
dgment 
embed language 
king and listening
ading and writing

visual literacy focu

port 2012_V2_7
on Report — Pag

ol Plan  
ge 14.  Use as m

Where to n

aining 
et for 

Targ
(fo

LAN 
t it, our 
have 
in our 
ssment 
ity of 
staff 
ability: 
on 

acher 

from 
g into 

g. 
us 

Decrea
Year 3
lowest 
Readin

 

44% of
achiev
standa
the NA
test. 

 

Decrea
Year 5
lowest 
Readin

 

7 Nov  
ge 57 of 67 

many rows as re

ext?      Future d

get for next yea
or School Plan) 

 

ase the number o
3 students in the 

2 skill bands in 
ng to less than 17

f Year 3 students
ve the proficiency
ard (Bands 5 & 6)
APLAN Reading 

ase the number o
5 students in the 

2 skill bands in 
ng to less than 21

equired. 

directions? 

r  
Strategi

of 

7%. 

Maintain st
description
Greater em
classroom 
5 week tea
cycle inform
analysis  
Teachers m
and accou
analysis th
learning an
Increased 
collaborativ
between E
class teach
- vocabula
usage 
- focus on 
listening 
Speech the
more hand
inexperien
support stu
language n
Lesson go
communica
and explici
to those st
those learn
  

s 
y 
) in 

of 

1%. 

ies for next year 
Select: 

trategy (no 
n) 
mphasis on 

achievement: 
aching and learni
med by data 

more responsible
ntable for data 

hrough Action 
nd CTJ.  
co-teaching and 
ve planning 

ESL, L&ST and 
hers targeting  
ry and language 

talking and 

erapists to provid
ds on support to 
ced teachers to 
udents with 
needs. 
als clearly 
ated to students 
it teacher feedba
udents based on
ning goals. 

 

ng 

e 

de 

ck 
n 



What di
say we w

achiev
Targ

(from Sc
Plan

34% of Ye
students a
proficienc
standard 
(Bands 7 
NAPLAN 
Reading 

60% of Ye
students 
achieving 
exceeding
minimum 
growth in 
NAPLAN 
Reading. 

 

More than
of Year 5 
students 
achieving 
exceeding
minimum 
growth in 
NAPLAN 
Numeracy

 

d we 
would 
ve? 
et 
chool 
n) 

How w

Progre
towar
targe
Select

ear 5 
at 

cy 

& 8) in 

Basic 
(progre
made) 

ear 5 

or 
g 

Basic 
(progre
made) 

n 68% 

or 
g 

y. 

Basic 
(progre
made) 

L

well did we do it

ess 
ds 
et 
t: 

Evidence
towa

ss 
NAPLAN 2
students in
8.  
However, o
stage data 
(2011 coho
35% of ma
students in

ss 
NAPLAN 2
students ac
minimum g
NAPLAN R
Average gr
above state

ss 
NAPLAN 2
students ac
exceeded m
growth. Ye
34 scale sc
state avera
Numeracy.
 

2394_Lidco
Low SES School 

t?      How effect

e of progress 
rds target 

2012: 18% of 
n bands 7 and 

our School 
for Year 6 

ort) indicates 
instream 

n top 25%. 

2012: 48.4% of 
chieved 

growth in 
Reading. 
rowth is just 
e 

2012: 61.9% of 
chieved or 
minimum 
ar 5  Boys- are 

cores above the 
age growth in 
 

mbe Public Sch
Communities Na

tive were our st

Effectivenes
strategies to a

targe

listening. BOOS
program (K-2) i
demonstration 
super six  
(from previous
comprehension
strategies. 3-6 
successfully us
resources such
PROBE to diffe
reading groups
develop targete
plans targeting 
and inferential 
comprehension
ILPs and PLPs
embedded in c
programs, were
in helping targe
students improv
results in Litera
 
ILPs and PLPs
embedded in c
programs, were
in helping targe
students improv
results in Litera
Training in Bes
SENA and L3 a
3 teachers in id
student needs 

hool_ Low SES 
ational Partnershi

trategies? 

ss of key 
achieve the 
et 

R

ST 
involved 
lessons of 

s page) 
n 
have 

sed 
h as 
erentiate 
s and 
ed learning 
vocabulary 

n. 
s that were 
lass 
e effective 
eted 
ve their 

acy. 

s that were 
lass 
e effective 
eted 
ve their 

acy. 
st Start, 
assisted K-
dentifying 
and 

Alt
str
su
bo
im
- c
tea
- c
jud
- e

Evaluation Rep
ip 2012 Evaluatio

Reason for maint
or revising targe

next year 

though current 
rategies have pro
ccessful, mobility

oth students and s
pacts on sustaina

continue to build o
acher capacity 
consistency of tea
dgment 
embed language 

port 2012_V2_7
on Report — Pag

Where to n

aining 
et for 

Targ
(fo

30% of
proficie
(Bands
Readin

55% of
achiev
minimu
NAPLA

 

oven 
y of 
staff 
ability: 
on 

acher 

from 

More t
studen
exceed
growth
Numer

 

7 Nov  
ge 58 of 67 

ext?      Future d

get for next yea
or School Plan) 

 

f Year 5 students
ency standard 
s 7 & 8) in NAPLA
ng 

f Year 5 students
ving or exceeding
um growth in 
AN Reading. 

han 65% of Year
nts achieving or 
ding minimum 
h in NAPLAN 
racy. 

directions? 

r  
Strategi

s at 

AN 

Revise stra
 
(from previ
 
Use of tech
PLPs and 
into every 
practice to 
individual a
engageme
Further pro
to familiaris
draft syllab

s 
g 

r 5 Maintain st
description
 
 

ies for next year 
Select: 

ategy & describe 

ious page) 

hnology, ILPs, 
IBPs embedded 
day teaching 
increase studen

achievement and
ent. 
ofessional learnin
se staff with NSW
bus outcomes 

trategy (no 
n) 

 

t 
d 

ng 
W 



What di
say we w

achiev
Targ

(from Sc
Plan

Decrease
number of
3 students
the lowest
skill bands
Numeracy
18% 

Increase t
number of
3 in bands
and 6 in 
Numeracy
more than

 

Decrease
number of
5 students
the lowest
skill bands
Numeracy
less than 

Increase t
number of
5 in bands
and 8 in 
Numeracy
more than

d we 
would 
ve? 
et 
chool 
n) 

How w

Progre
towar
targe
Select

 the 
f Year 
s in 
t 2 
s in 
y to 

Basic 
(progre
made) 

the 
f Year 
s 5 

y to 
n 27%. 

High 
(target 
exceed
) 

 the 
f Year 
s in 
t 2 
s in 
y to 
18% 

Basic 
(progre
made) 

the 
f Year 
s 7 

y to 
n 43%. 

Basic 
(progre
made) 

L

well did we do it

ess 
ds 
et 
t: 

Evidence
towa

ss 
NAPLAN 2
students in
 
2% of main
students in

ed

NAPLAN 2
students in
School stag
Measureme
saw an inc
to 57% of S
students in
over 5 wee

ss 
NAPLAN 2
students in
skill bands.
School data
(2011 coho
student in b

ss 
NAPLAN 2
students in
8. This was
state avera
Year 6 sch
cohort): 54
 

2394_Lidco
Low SES School 

t?      How effect

e of progress 
rds target 

2012: 20% of 
n bands 1 and 2 

nstream 
n bands 1 and 2 

2012: 38% of 
n bands 5 and 6 
ge data in 
ent & Space 
rease of 48% 
Stage 2 
n the top 25% 
eks in Term 3. 

2012: 27% of 
n lowest two 
.  
a: 1 Year 6 
ort) mainstream 
bottom 25%. 

2012: 29% of 
n bands 7 and 
s close to the 
age (31%) 
ool data (2011 
% in top 25% 

mbe Public Sch
Communities Na

tive were our st

Effectivenes
strategies to a

targe

developing sho
explicit lessons
students. 
Mathematics O
Discovery Lear
group work, co
collaborative pl
between class 
ESL and L&ST
effective in rein
(from previous
language conce
problem solving
strategies, how
professional lea
needed in this a
Apart from the 
Tanks, Origo M
was not used in
to insufficient p
learning. This is
due to staff cha
resulting in the 
with knowledge
leaving the sch
Problem solvin
works successf
Stage 2 

hool_ Low SES 
ational Partnershi

trategies? 

ss of key 
achieve the 
et 

R

ort, sharp 
s for 

Olympiad, 
rning or 
upled with 
lanning 
teachers, 

T proved 
nforcing  
s page) 
epts and 
g 

wever, more 
arning is 
area. 
Think 

Mathematics 
n 2012 due 

professional 
s in part, 
anges, 
persons 

e of Origo 
hool. 
g blogs 
fully in 

tal
all 
an
- v
ap
str
Fu
lea
Ne
SE
co
as
ide
Te
ide
ma
are
dif
str

Evaluation Rep
ip 2012 Evaluatio

Reason for maint
or revising targe

next year 

king and listening
aspects of nume
d problem solvin

visual literacy focu
pplies to problem 
rategies 
urther professiona
arning in using 
ewman’s Error An
ENA and the num
ntinuum  is need
sist teachers in 

entifying student 
eachers also need
entify whether stu
athematics textbo
e relevant to 
fferentiating nume
rands for students

port 2012_V2_7
on Report — Pag

Where to n

aining 
et for 

Targ
(fo

g into 
eracy 
g 
us as it 
solving 

al 

nalysis, 
meracy 

ed to 

needs. 
d to 
udent 
ooks 

eracy 
s.  

Decrea
Year 3
lowest 
Numer

Increas
Year 3
in Num
38%. 

 

Decrea
Year 5
lowest 
Numer
20% 

Increas
Year 5
in Num
35%. 

7 Nov  
ge 59 of 67 

ext?      Future d

get for next yea
or School Plan) 

 

ase the number o
3 students in the 

2 skill bands in 
racy to 17% 

se the number of
3 in bands 5 and 
meracy to more th

ase the number o
5 students in the 

2 skill bands in 
racy to less than 

se the number of
5 in bands 7 and 
meracy to more th

directions? 

r  
Strategi

of Maintain st
description
 
 

f 
6 
han 

Maintain st
description
 
Embed tec
students in
Tracking o
Numeracy 

of Revise stra
 
5 week tea
cycle 
Focus on n
and decim
numbers a
 

f 
8 
han 

Revise stra
 
Problem so
Newman’s
Problem a 
NAPLAN p
 

ies for next year 
Select: 

trategy (no 
n) 

trategy (no 
n) 

chnology to enga
n problem solving
f students on the
continuum 

ategy & describe 

aching and learni

number, fractions
als, 3D, odd/even

and chance 

ategy & describe 

olving skills 
 Error Analysis 
day (using 

problems) 

 

ge 
g 
e 

ng 

s 
n 



What di
say we w

achiev
Targ

(from Sc
Plan

82% Year
students a
above min
standard i
numeracy

Improved 
student 
outcomes
Reading w
emphasis
developm
quality 
pedagogy
improve 
students’ 
comprehe
and talkin
listening s
 

Improved 
student 
outcomes
Numeracy
an empha
developm
quality 
pedagogy
improve 
students’ 
understan
of mathem
language.

d we 
would 
ve? 
et 
chool 
n) 

How w

Progre
towar
targe
Select

r 3 
at or 
nimum 
in 

y 

High 
(target 
exceed
) 

s in 
with an 
 on 

ment of 

y to 

ension 
g and 

skills. 

Sound 
(target 
achieve

s in 
y with 
asis on 

ment of 

y to 

nding 
matical 
. 

Basic 
(progre
made) 

L

well did we do it

ess 
ds 
et 
t: 

Evidence
towa

ed

NAPLAN 2
Year 3 stud
above mini

ed) 

ES1: L3 da
students ha
exceeded o
meeting en
expectation
Term 3. 
School stag
(detailed in
shows cons
improveme
in reading a
stages and
intervention
and Readin

ss 
Best Start S
12% increa
“counting O
Stage 1: 24
Stage 1 stu
achieving t
score. 
NAPLAN: u
Year 3; dow
in Yea 5 co
state 
Stage 2 da
increase in

2394_Lidco
Low SES School 

t?      How effect

e of progress 
rds target 

2012: 94% of 
dents at or 
mum standard 

ata shows that 
ave already 
or are close to 
nd of Term 4 L3 
ns at the end of 

ge data 
n full NP report) 
sistent 

ent and growth 
across all 

d in targeted 
ns (L&ST, ESL 
ng Recovery). 

SENA: ES1: 
ase in students 
On” over 2012. 
4% increase of 
udents 
top 25% of total 

upward trend in 
wnward trend 
ompared with 

ata: 9% 
n the top 25%; 

mbe Public Sch
Communities Na

tive were our st

Effectivenes
strategies to a

targe

L3 and Discove
Learning have 
highly successf
Language Supp
(speech therap
began in Term 
more time is ne
assess the effe
of this program
BOOST progra
modelled by tea
expertise, has 
highly successf
 

Newman’s Erro
has been introd
staff.  
ES1 working in
In Too groups
Stage 1 were s
by Best Start co
differentiate Nu
lessons  
Apart from the 
Tanks, Origo M
was not used in
to insufficient p

hool_ Low SES 
ational Partnershi

trategies? 

ss of key 
achieve the 
et 

R

ery 
been 
ful. 
port 

py support) 
3 and 

eeded to 
ectiveness 

m. 
am, when  
achers with 
proven 
ful  

La
pa
ne
su
sta
pro
wil
the
to 
ac
art
me
pro
co
jud

or Analysis 
duce to 

n Count Me 

supported 
onsultant to 

umber 

Think 
Mathematics 
n 2012 due 

professional 

Sc
ne
an
of 
str

Evaluation Rep
ip 2012 Evaluatio

Reason for maint
or revising targe

next year 

ast year of nationa
artnership, so the 
eeds to build 
stainability with n
aff and make 
ocedures explicit
ll ensure that the
e confidence and
assess student 
hievement and 
ticulate this in tea
eetings using 
ofessional dialog
nsistency of teac

dgment. 
chool is on track, 
eeds to focus on n

d implementing a
problem solving 

rategies. 

port 2012_V2_7
on Report — Pag

Where to n

aining 
et for 

Targ
(fo

95% Y
above 
in num

al 
school 

new 

. This 
y have 

d skills 

am 

ue and 
cher 

Contin
studen
Readin
empha
of qual
improv
studen
and tal
skills.
 

but still 
number 
a range 

Contin
studen
Numer
empha
of qual
improv
unders
mathem

7 Nov  
ge 60 of 67 

ext?      Future d

get for next yea
or School Plan) 

 

Year 3 students a
minimum standa

meracy 

ue to improve 
nt outcomes in 
ng with an 
asis on developm
lity pedagogy to 
ve 
nts’ comprehensio
lking and listenin

ue to improve 
nt outcomes in 
racy with an 
asis on developm
lity pedagogy to 
ve students’ 
standing of 
matical language

directions? 

r  
Strategi

t or 
ard 

Maintain st
description
 
Challenge 

ment 

on 
g 

Revise stra
 
More oppo
and listenin
Collaborati
co-teachin
classroom 
executive a
in developi
and targete
Emphasis 
feedback a
that are cle
students. 

ment 

e. 

Maintain st
description
  
Profession
in Count M
Counting O
Error Analy
syllabus 
 

ies for next year 
Select: 

trategy (no 
n) 

high expectation

ategy & describe 

ortunities for talkin
ng for students K
ive planning and 
g between 
teachers, 

and specialist sta
ing IEPs, PLPs 
ed learning plans
on explicit 

and lesson goals 
early articulated t

trategy (no 
n) 

nal learning neede
Me in Too / 
On, Newman’s 
ysis and NSW dr

 

ns 

ng 
K-6 

aff 

s. 

to 

ed 

raft 



What di
say we w

achiev
Targ

(from Sc
Plan

To develo
inclusive, 
positive a
safe scho
culture. 

All studen
clearly art
behaviour
expectatio
classroom
settings 

d we 
would 
ve? 
et 
chool 
n) 

How w

Progre
towar
targe
Select

op an 

nd 
ool 

Sound 
(target 
achieve

nts 
ticulate 
ral 
ons in 

m 

Sound 
(target 
achieve

L

well did we do it

ess 
ds 
et 
t: 

Evidence
towa

4% decrea
lowest 25%
Stage 3 da
decrease in
Year 5 stud
decrease o
6 students 
 

ed) 

PBIS and E
data: 98% 
students, n
and increas
at P&C me
community

ed) 

PBIS and E
data indica
students ar
know the s
suspension
incidence o
offenders a
detention.  

2394_Lidco
Low SES School 

t?      How effect

e of progress 
rds target 

se in the 
% 
ata 22% 
n errors for 
dents and a 
of 20% for Year 

Engagement 
“Green” 

nil suspensions 
sed attendance 

eetings and 
y events. 

Engagement 
ates that 98% of 
re “Green” and 
chool rules. Nil 

ns and reduced 
of repeat 
attending 

mbe Public Sch
Communities Na

tive were our st

Effectivenes
strategies to a

targe

learning, due to
changes, result
persons with kn
of Origo leaving
school in 2011/
Stage 2 and 3: 
L&ST involved 
solving lessons
focus on the lan
mathematics. S
working effectiv
Problem A Day
mathematically
Programs in pla
Student Repres
Council, Staff S
Priority Commit
structures to di
leadership. Com
events are well
by students, sta
increasing num
parents. 
Consistency of 
following schoo
expectations ha
issue. The eng
team has deve
explicit lessons
number of proc
/policies were r
support new sta
school. 

hool_ Low SES 
ational Partnershi

trategies? 

ss of key 
achieve the 
et 

R

o staff 
ting in the 
nowledge 
g the 
/12 
ESL and 
in problem 

s with a 
nguage of 
Stage 2 
vely on “A 
y” working 
y strategies. 
ace include 
sentative 
School 
ttee 
stribute 
mmunity 
l attended 
aff and an 

mber of 

Su
is a
ch
co
wid
sta
the

f staff in 
ol 
as been an 
agement 
loped more 

s and a 
cedures 
reviewed to 
aff in the 

Su
pro
ha
stu
co

Evaluation Rep
ip 2012 Evaluatio

Reason for maint
or revising targe

next year 

ustainability of pro
an issue that 
allenges the 
nsistency of scho
de expectations, 
aff mobility, as sh
e IPI survey. 

ustainability of 
ograms. This sch

as a high transien
udents, staff and 
mmunity. 

port 2012_V2_7
on Report — Pag

Where to n

aining 
et for 

Targ
(fo

ograms 

ool 
due to 

hown in 

To dev
positive
culture
will rem
our ave
slips w
Orange
Purple

hool 
nce of 

All stud
articula
expect
setting
indicat
can sta
why th

7 Nov  
ge 61 of 67 

ext?      Future d

get for next yea
or School Plan) 

 

velop an inclusive
e and safe schoo

e. 99% of student
main “Green” and
erage number of 

will come down to
e = 12, Red = 6, 
 = 6. 

dents clearly 
ate behavioural 
tations in classro
gs. Survey results
te 95% of children
ate our rules and
ey are in place.

directions? 

r  
Strategi

e, 
ol 
ts 
d 
f
 

Maintain st
description
  
 

om 
s to 
n 
 

Maintain st
description
  
 

ies for next year 
Select: 

trategy (no 
n) 

trategy (no 
n) 

 



What di
say we w

achiev
Targ

(from Sc
Plan

Continue 
inform the
parent 
communit
about sch
policy and
procedure
how to su
their child
school. 

To promo
quality lea
for the wh
school 
communit
through 
proactive 
programs 
promote s
engageme
and resilie
for all stud
but particu
for boys; 
support fo
risk’ learn
all grades
at all leve
(Students
disabilities
Refugee, 
Aborigina
and OOH
students);
enhanced

d we 
would 
ve? 
et 
chool 
n) 

How w

Progre
towar
targe
Select

to 
e 

ty 
hool 
d 
es and 
pport 
ren at 

Sound 
(target 
achieve

te 
arning 
hole 

ty 

that 
student 
ent 
ence 
dents, 
ularly 

or ‘at 
ers in 

s and 
ls 
 with 
s, 

l, ESL 
C 
; 
d 

Basic 
(progre
made) 

L

well did we do it

ess 
ds 
et 
t: 

Evidence
towa

ed) 

Open day, 
information
parent teac
and commu
celebration
well attend
participatio
and school
information
 

ss 
Student ILP
PLPs, etc 
Class prog
Professiona
learning pla
Review me
Stage litera
numeracy d

2394_Lidco
Low SES School 

t?      How effect

e of progress 
rds target 

parent 
n evenings, 
cher interviews 
unity 

n day were all 
ed. Increased 

on at P and C 
 led parent 

n events..  

Ps, IBPs and 

rams, 
al action 
ans, 
eeting minutes, 
acy and 
data. 

mbe Public Sch
Communities Na

tive were our st

Effectivenes
strategies to a

targe

Increased pare
participation in 
engagement ev
these are regul
attended by a s
representation 
whole school c
92 families retu
community surv
compared with 
2011. 
The school has
procedures for 
students who m
risk, have learn
difficulties, disa
are refuge, Abo
OOHC, ESL or
Talented. Teac
been given a lo
professional lea
support to diffe
class programs
develop ILPs, I
PLPs for stude
classrooms. St
shows that whe
has been embe
daily classroom
the targeted stu
greater improve
his or her peers
because the te
a greater under
of the student’s
and develops a

hool_ Low SES 
ational Partnershi

trategies? 

ss of key 
achieve the 
et 

R

ent 
community 

vents, but 
larly 
small 
of the 
ommunity. 

urned 
veys 
24 in 

Sti
em
inf
ab
po

s sound 
identifying 

may be at 
ning 
abilities or 
original, 
r Gifted and 
chers have 
ot of 
arning and 

erentiate 
s and 
BPs or 
nts in their 
age data 
ere the ILP 
edded into 
m practice, 
udent made 
ement than 
s. This is 
acher has 
rstanding 
s needs 
a closer 

All
em
pa
pra
reg
we
stu
Mo
se
co
dia
lea
bu
sc
en
dir
sc

Evaluation Rep
ip 2012 Evaluatio

Reason for maint
or revising targe

next year 

ill need a greater
mphasis on direct
forming the comm
bout school priorit
olicy and procedu

 teachers need to
mbed ILPs and PL
art of their daily te
actice and update
gular basis, eg: e
eeks, informed by
udent data. 
ore considered 
lection of and gre
llaborative plann

alogue between t
aders and execut
ild sustainability 
hool priorities an
sure that plannin

rectly supports st
hool targets. 

port 2012_V2_7
on Report — Pag

Where to n

aining 
et for 

Targ
(fo

r 
tly 
munity 
ties, 
res 

Contin
parent 
school
proced
suppor
school
parenta
should
25% of
popula

o 
LPs as 

eaching 
e on a 
every 5 
y 

eater 
ing and 
teacher 
tive to 
of 
d 

ng 
tated 

To con
quality
whole 
throug
progra
studen
resilien
but par
suppor
learner
at all le
disabil
Aborig
OOHC
enhanc
particip
and bu
in the u
enhanc

7 Nov  
ge 62 of 67 

ext?      Future d

get for next yea
or School Plan) 

 

ue to inform the 
community abou
 policy and 

dures and how to
rt their children a
. Our rate of 
al involvement 

d increase to at le
f our family 

ation. 

ntinue to promote
y learning for the 
school communit
h proactive 
ms that promote 

nt engagement an
nce for all studen
rticularly for boys
rt for ‘at risk’ 
rs in all grades a
evels (Students w
ities, Refugee, 
inal, ESL and 

C students); 
ced parent 
pation and learnin
uild teacher capa
use of technology
ce student learni

directions? 

r  
Strategi

ut 

 
t 

east 

Revise stra
 
Community
to be close
school plan
regular col
between C
team. 

e 

ty 

nd 
nts, 
s; 

nd 
with 

ng; 
city 
y to 
ng 

Maintain st
description
 
Describe n
strategies:
Considered
process fo
to ensure s
Greater ac
school pro
school plan
regular, pla
and collabo
with schoo
 

ies for next year 
Select: 

ategy & describe 

y engagement pl
ely linked to whol
n priorities and 
laborative planni

CEO and executiv

trategy (no 
n) 

new/revised 

d selection 
r teacher leaders
sustainability. 
ccountability of al
grams to the 
n, supported by 
anned dialogue 
orative planning 

ol executive team

 

an 
e 

ng 
ve 

s 

l 

. 



What di
say we w

achiev
Targ

(from Sc
Plan

parent 
participati
and learni
and build 
teacher 
capacity in
use of 
technolog
enhance 
student le

 
 

d we 
would 
ve? 
et 
chool 
n) 

How w

Progre
towar
targe
Select

on 
ing; 

n the 

gy to 

earning 

L

well did we do it

ess 
ds 
et 
t: 

Evidence
towa

 

2394_Lidco
Low SES School 

t?      How effect

e of progress 
rds target 

mbe Public Sch
Communities Na

tive were our st

Effectivenes
strategies to a

targe

connection with
student. 
Students are su
by a range of p
support behavi
learning at a sc
targeted or indi
level. 
Action Learning
executive and E
and teachers h
successful in in
leadership capa
meet student n

hool_ Low SES 
ational Partnershi

trategies? 

ss of key 
achieve the 
et 

R

h the 

upported 
practices to 
our and or 
chool wide, 
ividual 

g of 
ESL staff, 
as proved 

ncreasing 
acity to 
eeds. 

Evaluation Rep
ip 2012 Evaluatio

Reason for maint
or revising targe

next year 

port 2012_V2_7
on Report — Pag

Where to n

aining 
et for 

Targ
(fo

7 Nov  
ge 63 of 67 

ext?      Future d

get for next yea
or School Plan) 

 

directions? 

r  
Strategiies for next year 

Select: 

 



Se
par

 

Cha
and

 (Re

Foll
scho
teac

 

Cha

(Re

Exe
how
to 2

The
and
lear

The

resu

Low

ction 5: 
rticipatio

ange: Expli
ds Numerac

eform 2, 3 a

lowing whol
ool executiv
ching of talk
 L3 in Ea

ESL tea
to lesso

 Discove
listening
during t
languag
used in 

 Stage 2
talking a
gramma

 The Co
Listenin

 The Sp
speech 

Teachers c
frameworks

ange: Actio

form 1 and

ecutive Actio
wever, only t

012. 

e “new” exec
 mentored 

rning, to me

e experience

 the Ea

 Comm

 Techno

 ESL Te

ulting in incr

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

Changes
on in the 

icit teachin
cy outcome

and 4) 

le school pr
ve worked w
king and list
arly Stage 1
acher suppo
ons given by
ery Learning
g peer grou
this time, te
ge to their c
reading an

2 and Stage
and listenin
ar. 

ommunity La
ng and Resp
eech Suppo
therapist to

collaborative
s, English a

on Learning

d 2)  

on Learning
two of the s

cutive team
by the expe

eet the exec

ed executiv

rly Stage 1 

unity Langu

ology Team

eam 

reased conf

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

s in scho
Low SE

ng and incr
es  

rofessional l
with the ESL
tening to em
1 supporting
orts numera
y class teac
g program i

up activities.
eachers mod
class peers 
nd writing le
e 3 have col
ng as a focu

anguage tea
ponding and
ort program
o plan strate
ely plan and
and Mathem

g 

g continued 
seven mem

m undertook 
erienced exe
cutive team’

e used actio

team; 

uage / Rele

m ; and 

fidence and

ic School_ L
ies National 

ools’ sys
S Schoo

reased emp

learning in 
L team to im

mbed ESL p
g students d
acy by expo
chers. 
n Stage 1, 
. During the
del and reca
as they pre
ssons. 
llaboratively

us in improv

am have pla
d Reading a

m commence
egies to targ
d assess stu

matics Syllab

into its third
bers of the 

action lear
ecutive in “B
s needs. 

on learning

ase from Fa

d accountab

Low SES E
Partnership 

stems an
ol Comm

phasis on T

Teaching E
mprove stud
pedagogy in
developmen
osing studen

designed to
e activity tim
ast languag

esent their p

y planned w
ving student

ace a great
and Respon
ed in Term 
get specific
udents ever
bi and ESL 

d year in 20
2012 execu

ning in 2012
Boost” (Bui

 to build tea

ace to Face

bility to achi

valuation R
2012 Evalua

d practic
unities N

Talking and

English Lang
dent literacy
nto classroo
nt of vocabu
nts to mathe

o support st
me, students
ge. Students
part of a gro

with the ESL
ts’ inferentia

ter emphasi
nding. 
3. This invo

c student lan
ry five week
Scales. 

012, suppor
utive team h

2, supporte
lding Our O

acher leade

e team; 

eving the p

Report 2012
ation Report —

ces as a 
National 

d Listening

guage Lear
y performan
om practice.
ulary and ph
ematical lan

tudents with
s must spea
s then indiv

oup summar

L teacher an
al comprehe

s on linking

olved emplo
nguage nee
ks using the

rted by the e
had substan

ed by the ex
Own School 

ership capac

riorities of t

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 64 o

result of
Partners

g to improv

rners (TELL)
nce by focus
. This result
honemic aw
nguage in th

h structured
ak with one 
vidually recy
ry. The lang

nd L&ST to 
ension, voc

g Talking an

oying the se
eds. 
e Critical As

external lea
ntive execut

xternal leade
Teams) pro

city in: 

the 2012 Sc

v  
of 67 

f 
ship  

ve Literacy

L) in 2012 th
sing on exp
ted in: 

wareness. T
he week pri

 talking and
another an

ycle this 
guage is the

explicitly us
abulary and

nd Listening

ervices of a 

spects 

adership coa
tive roles pr

erhip coach
ofessional 

chool Plan.

 

y 

he 
plicit 

The 
ior 

d 
d 

en 

ses 
d 

g in 

ach, 
rior 

h 



 

Cha

(Re

 
 
 
 
 
 

Low

ange: ESL 

forms 4 an

The ESL
focus on
teachers 
team dra
share as
indicate 
enhance 
teachers 

Areas of 
o aspe
o aspe

form
 

In both a
match the

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

and the ro

nd 5)  

 team meet
n Action Le

are taking 
afted a new 
ssessment d
that the ES
language 

and comm

concern:  
ects of Num
ects of Lite

mal English l

reas there 
e language 

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

le of the ES

t weekly wi
earning an
a stronger
ESL policy

data with c
SL team h
learning o

itted to imp

meracy wher
racy –- un
anguage is

is a concer
levels requ

ic School_ L
ies National 

SL teacher

th school e
d professio

r role in sha
y to empow
classroom te
as a stron

outcomes. T
roving the l

re the focus
derstanding

s used and u

n that the le
uired to eng

Low SES E
Partnership 

r 

executive an
onal readin
ared classro
er ESL tea
eachers. Ac
ger unders
The execu
anguage de

s is on langu
g of specifi
understood

evels of lan
age succes

valuation R
2012 Evalua

nd with a re
ngs to deve
oom planni
chers to co
ction Learn

standing of 
tive team 
evelopment

uage eg  pr
c grammar
. 

nguage deve
ssfully with t

Report 2012
ation Report —

egional con
elop leade
ng and pro

ollaborativel
ning and St

data and 
is strongly

t outcomes 

roblem solvi
r features –

elopment of
tasks. 

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 65 o

sultant as n
rship capa

ogramming. 
y plan, co-t
tage Team 
how to use

y supportive
for students

ing 
– knowledg

f the studen

v  
of 67 

needed to 
city. ESL 
The ESL 

teach and 
feedback 

e data to 
e of ESL 
s. 

ge of how 

nts do not 

 



Sec

S

A 

ac

W

yo

W

 

Pl

I w

Title

 

 

Low

ction 6: O

haring y

major elem

chievement

We warmly in

our school t

We will follow

lease provi
 

would like t

e: ESL 

The ESL
focus on
teachers 
team dra
share as
indicate 
enhance 
teachers 
 
Areas of 
o aspe
o aspe

form
In both a
match the
 
Class tea

Teachers
teaching 
priorities 
language
response
teams tra
listening 

2394_Lidc
w SES Schoo

Optional s

your scho

ment of the L

s so that all

nvite you to 

hat we can 

w up with yo

ide a brief 

to nominat

 team meet
n Action Le

are taking 
afted a new 
ssessment d
that the ES
language 

and comm

concern:  
ects of Num
ects of Lite

mal English l
reas there 
e language 

achers 

s are open t
and learnin
focus on st

e acquisition
es. Teacher
ack talking a
is collected

ombe Publi
ol Communiti

section 

ool’s Par

Low SES Sc

l NSW scho

nominate b

share with 

ou once you

description

te the follo

t weekly wi
earning an
a stronger 
ESL policy

data with c
SL team h
learning o

itted to imp

meracy wher
racy –- un
anguage is
is a concer
levels requ

to and comm
ng strategie
taff embedd
n needs for 
rs indicate a
and listening
d in stage te

ic School_ L
ies National 

rtnership

chool Comm

ools can ben

below an eff

others.  

ur nominatio

n of the str

wing strate

th school e
d professio

r role in sha
y to empow
classroom te
as a stron

outcomes. T
roving the l

re the focus
derstanding

s used and u
n that the le

uired to eng

mitted to im
s specific to

ding underst
all students

a greater un
g using the 

eams. 

Low SES E
Partnership 

p achieve

munities Na

nefit.  

ffective strat

on has been

rategy (two

egy/progra

executive an
onal readin
ared classro
er ESL tea
eachers. Ac
ger unders
The execu
anguage de

s is on langu
g of specifi
understood
evels of lan
age succes

mproving pro
o the needs
tandings of 
s. This is ev
nderstanding

Critical Asp

valuation R
2012 Evalua

ements

ational Partn

tegy, progra

n received.

o-three sen

am/initiative

nd with a re
ngs to deve
oom planni
chers to co
ction Learn

standing of 
tive team 
evelopment

uage eg.  p
c grammar
. 

nguage deve
ssfully with t

ofessional k
s of the coho
f TELL/ESL 
videnced in 
g of ESL Sc
pects contin

Report 2012
ation Report —

nership is s

am or initiat

 

ntences) in 

e to share 

egional con
elop leade
ng and pro

ollaborativel
ning and St

data and 
is strongly

t outcomes 

roblem solv
r features –

elopment of
tasks. 

knowledge a
ort at the sc
pedagogy 
the Stage T

cales and s
nuum. Data

_V2_7 Nov
— Page 66 o

haring scho

tive that is w

the space 

with other 

sultant as n
rship capa

ogramming. 
y plan, co-t
tage Team 
how to use

y supportive
for students

ving 
– knowledg

f the studen

and adoptin
chool. Scho
to differenti
Team TARS
tage/specia
 for talking 

v  
of 67 

ools’ 

working wel

below.  

schools. 

needed to 
city. ESL 
The ESL 

teach and 
feedback 

e data to 
e of ESL 
s. 

ge of how 

nts do not 

ng quality 
ool 
ate 

S 
alist 
and 

 

l in 



 

L
2394_Lidco

Low SES School 
mbe Public Sch
Communities Na

hool_ Low SES 
ational Partnershi

Evaluation Rep
ip 2012 Evaluatio

port 2012_V2_7
on Report — Pag

7 Nov  
ge 67 of 67 

 


