Child Growth
and Development

18 yrs

Pathways of
development critical
for academic learning

l 12 yrs

1. Physical

2. Cognitive — Intellectual 8 yrs

3. Psychological — Emotional —_—

4. Speech and Language

5. Social — Interactive

6. Moral 5 yrs
[ |

Goals

l

1. To become well educated.

2. To find a rewarding job/career.

3. To be an effective family member
and, if one chooses, a parent.

4. To become productive and
responsible members of society.

5. To find meaning and
satisfaction in life.
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Children born into a
social network (SN)
with beliefs, attitudes,
activities, life styles.



Development, Schooling, Life Success

Economy — Business
Politics — Government

Health — Nutrition
Leisure — Spiritual

18 yrs

12 yrs

A school program and staff that integrate
development, curriculum, instruction,
assessment (accountability) in the service of
preparation for life tasks
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School Transformation
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The SDP Systemic Process

 The SDP was developed 36 years ago by
James P. Comer and colleagues at the
Yale University Child Study Center, In
collaboration with the New Haven Public
Schools.

 The SDP Systemic Process, instituted by
Dr. Edward Joyner, was implemented In
five school districts between 1998 and
2003.



The SDP Systemic Process

The SDP Systemic Process Is a way for
districts to:

« formulate coherent vision and policy

e generate meaningful and sustainable
whole district change

e address the problems that stem from
fragmented reform initiatives

e monitor plans and activities



The SDP Systemic Process

The SDP systemic reform initiative requires
the involvement of the

e School Board
e District Central Office
e participating schools

working together for the well-being of all
children through a District Steering
Committee involving all stakeholders




Asheville City Schools

Asheville, North Carolina

The first year (1998-1999) of data given is the year prior
to any implementation of the Comer School
Development Program or Comer Process in Asheville
City Schools.

In 1999-2000, one elementary school began the Comer
Process.

In 2000-2001, Asheville City Schools began the systemic
Implementation of the Comer Process.

Note the rapid closing of the achievement gap between
Blacks and Whites from 2001 to 2004.

Although the percentage of students receiving free and
reduced lunch increased over the years, academic
achievement continued to rise.



Asheville City Schools
Asheville, North Carolina

Index in Percentages

Grade 3 Reading

Students Proficient on North Carolina State Tests by Ethnicity
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Asheville City Schools
Asheville, North Carolina

Index in Percentages

Grade 3 Math

Students Proficient on North Carolina State Tests by Ethnicity
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Asheville City Schools
Asheville, North Carolina

Index in Percentages

Grade 4 Reading
Students Proficient on North Carolina State Tests by Ethnicity
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Asheville City Schools
Asheville, North Carolina

Index in Percentages

Grade 4 Math

Students Proficient on North Carolina State Tests by Ethnicity
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Asheville City Schools
Asheville, North Carolina

Index in Percentages

Grade 5 Reading

Students Proficient on North Carolina State Tests by Ethnicity
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Asheville City Schools
Asheville, North Carolina

Index in Percentages

Grade 5 Math

Students Proficient on North Carolina State Tests by Ethnicity
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Asheville City Schools
Asheville, North Carolin

a

Index in Percentages

Grade 6 Reading

Students Proficient on North Carolina State Tests by Ethnicity
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Asheville City Schools
Asheville, North Carolina

Index in Percentages

Grade 6 Math

Students Proficient on North Carolina State Tests by Ethnicity
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Asheville City Schools
Asheville, North Carolina

Grade 3 Reading

Students Proficient on North Carolina State Tests, 1998 and 2004
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Asheville City Schools
Asheville, North Carolina

Grade 3 Math

Students Proficient on North Carolina State Tests, 1998 and 2004
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Asheville City Schools
Asheville, North Carolina

Grade 4 Reading

Students Proficient on North Carolina State Tests, 1998 and 2004
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Asheville City Schools
Asheville, North Carolina

Grade 4 Math

Students Proficient on North Carolina State Tests, 1998 and 2004
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Asheville City Schools
Asheville, North Carolina

Grade 5 Reading

Students Proficient on North Carolina State Tests, 1998 and 2004
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Asheville City Schools
Asheville, North Carolina

Grade 5 Math

Students Proficient on North Carolina State Tests, 1998 and 2004
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Hertford County Public Schools
North Carolina

* Hertford County Public Schools began the
systemic implementation of the Comer Process
In the 1999-2000 school year.

e Achievement results reported are from 2000-
2001 because It Is not feasible to compare prior
years. Schools were reorganized in 1999-2000.
Three elementary schools were combined into
two. A new k-2 elementary school was opened
and other changes were made.

* Note the progress made in closing the
achievement gap.



Hertford County Public Schools

North Carolina

Percent of Students Proficient on EOG

Ahoskie Elementary School

Results of End-of-Grade Tests
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Hertford County Public Schools
North Carolina

Riverview Elementary School

Results of End-of-Grade Tests
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Hertford County Public Schools
North Carolina

Hertford County Middle School

Results of End-of-Grade Tests
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Hertford County Public Schools
North Carolina

Percent of Students Proficient on EOG

Hertford County Public Schools - District

Results of End-of-Grade Tests
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Community School District 17, NYC

* The first year (1999) of data given is three years
prior to the systemic implementation of the
Comer School Development Program or Comer
Process in Community School District 17.

* Inthe 2001-2002 school year, Community
School District 17 began the systemic
Implementation of the Comer Process.

* Note that the rate of achievement began
iIncreasing more rapidly for District 17 than for
NYC from 2001-2002.



Community School District 17, NYC

Index in Percentages
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Community School District 17, NYC

Index in Percentages

Cumulative Change Scores

Grade 8 English Language Arts
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Community School District 17, NYC

Index in Percentages

Cumulative Change Scores

Grade 4 Math
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Community School District 17, NYC

Cumulative Change Scores

Grade 8 Math
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Westbury Community School District
Long Island, New York

* The first year (1998-1999) of data given is the
first year of the systemic implementation of the
Comer School Development Program in
Westbury.

e |n the 1998-1999 school year, Westbury began
the systemic implementation of the Comer
Process.

* Note the rapid improvement in achievement
after implementation of the School Development
Program.



Westbury Community School District
Long Island, New York

Grade 4 English Language Arts

Students Meeting or Exceeding State Standards
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Westbury Community School District

Long Island, New York

Index in Percentages

Grade 8 English Language Arts

Students Meeting or Exceeding State Standards
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Westbury Community School District
Long Island, New York

Index in Percentages

Grade 4 Mathematics

Students Meeting or Exceeding State Standards
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Westbury Community School District
Long Island, New York

Grade 8 Mathematics

Students Meeting or Exceeding State Standards
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City of Orange Township
Orange, New Jersey

e The first year (2000-2001) of data given is the
year prior to the systemic implementation of the
Comer School Development Program in the City
of Orange Township.

* |In the 2001-2002 school year, the City of Orange
Township began the systemic implementation of
the Comer Process.

* Note the steady improvement in achievement
from 2002 to 2004.



City of Orange Township
Orange, New Jersey

Index in Percentages

Grade 4 English Language Arts
Students Proficient on the NJASK4
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City of Orange Township
Orange, New Jersey

Index in Percentages

Grade 4 Mathematics

Students Proficient on the NJASK4
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