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General Assurances

The Department of Education has developed and implemented a document entitled, General Terms, Assurances and Conditions for 

Participation in Federal and State Programs, to comply with: 

1.  34 CFR 76.301 of the Education Department General Administration Regulations (EDGAR) which requires local educational 

agencies to submit a common assurance for participation in federal programs funded by the U.S. Department of Education; 

2.  applicable regulations of other Federal agencies; and 

3.  State regulations and laws pertaining to the expenditure of state funds. 

In order to receive funding, applicants must have on file with the Department of Education, Office of the Comptroller, a signed statement by 

the agency head certifying applicant adherence to these General Assurances for Participation in State or Federal Programs. The complete 

text may be found at http://www.fldoe.org/comptroller/gbook.asp

School Districts, Community Colleges, Universities and State Agencies 

The certification of adherence filed with the Department of Education Comptroller’s Office shall remain in effect indefinitely unless a change 

occurs in federal or state law, or there are other changes in circumstances affecting a term, assurance, or condition; and does not need to 

be resubmitted with this application. 

No Child Left Behind Assurances (Applicable to All Funded Programs) 

By signature on this application, the LEA certifies it will comply with the following requirements of the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001: 

 Coordinate and collaborate, to the extent feasible and necessary as the LEA determines, with the State Educational Agency and other 

agencies providing services to children, youth, and families with respect to a school in school improvement, corrective action, or 

restructuring under section 1116. 

 
 Use the results of the student academic assessments required under section 1111(b)(3), and other measures or indicators available to 

the agency, to review annually the progress of each school served by the LEA and receiving Title I, Part A funds to determine whether all of 

the schools are making the progress necessary to ensure that all students will meet the State's proficient level of achievement on the State 

academic assessments described in section 1111(b)(3) by the 2013-2014 school year. 
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

Project Application 

TAPS Numbers: 

09A006 

09A005

Return to: 

 
 

Florida Department of Education 

Bureau of Grants Management 

Room 325 Turlington Building 

325 West Gaines Street 

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0400 

Telephone: (850) 245-0496 

SunCom: 205-0496

A) Name and Address of Eligible Applicant: 

DUVAL 

1701 PRUDENTIAL DR 

JACKSONVILLE, FL 32207 

DOE USE ONLY

Date Received

B) Applicant Contact Information: 

Contact Name: 

First Name:
Franklin MI:

L 

Last 

Name: 
Herrington

Mailing Address: 1701 Prudential Drive 

Jacksonville, FL 32207 

*Telephone Number (xxx-xxx-xxxx):904-390-2123 Ext:  

Fax Number (xxx-xxx-xxxx):904-390-2634 E-mail Address:herringtof@duvalschools.org 

C) ProgramName (1) 

2008-2009 Title I School Improvement Initiative [1003(a)] 

C) ProgramName (1) 

2008-2009 Title I School Improvement Fund [1003(g)] 

Project Number: (DOE Assigned) 

 

Project Number: (DOE Assigned) 

 

D) Total Funds Requested: 

Allocation: $697029.27 

D) Total Funds Requested: 

Allocation: $1493408.11 

Total Approved Funds:  

(DOE USE ONLY) 

  $

Total Approved Funds:  

(DOE USE ONLY) 

  $
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CERTIFICATION 

I W.E. Pratt-Dannals do hereby certify that all facts, figures, and representations made in this application are true, correct, and consistent 

with the statement of general assurances and specific programmatic assurances for this project. Furthermore, all applicable statutes, 

regulations, and procedures; administrative and programmatic requirements; and procedures for fiscal control and maintenance of records 

will be implemented to ensure proper accountability for the expenditure of funds on this project. All records necessary to substantiate these 

requirements will be available for review by appropriate state and federal staff. I further certify that all expenditures will be obligated on or 

after the effective date and prior to the termination date of the project. Disbursements will be reported only as appropriate to this project, 

and will not be used for matching funds on this or any special project, where prohibited.

Further, I understand that it is the responsibility of the agency head to obtain from its governing body the authorization for the submission 

of this application.

E)   ________________________________________________ 

          Signature of Agency Head

 
 

DOE 100B 

Revised 12/07 

 

Dr. Eric J. Smith, Commissioner
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School Achievement Data

1. School: ANNIE R. MORGAN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ANNIE R. MORGAN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 91.46 

ANNIE R. MORGAN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing

Academic 

Indicators

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

TOTAL 43.00 45.00 45.00 50.00 NA 47.00 35.00 52.00 57.00 NA 91.00 85.00 80.00 85.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 41.00 44.00 44.00 50.00 NA 44.00 34.00 51.00 56.00 NA 90.00 84.00 81.00 86.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
41.00 44.00 45.00 50.00 NA 46.00 35.00 51.00 56.00 NA 90.00 84.00 81.00 86.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

NA NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
31.00 19.00 38.00 50.00 NA 31.00 23.00 48.00 55.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 49.00 56.00 41.00 50.00 NA 41.00 49.00 65.00 65.00 NA

4 33.00 37.00 59.00 64.00 NA 45.00 31.00 53.00 58.00 NA

5 47.00 41.00 33.00 50.00 NA 55.00 21.00 31.00 50.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA
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10 NA NA

11 NA NA

12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: ARLINGTON HEIGHTS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ARLINGTON HEIGHTS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 78.39 

ARLINGTON HEIGHTS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing

Academic 

Indicators

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

TOTAL 59.00 52.00 54.00 59.00 NA 57.00 49.00 56.00 61.00 NA 86.00 91.00 88.00 93.00 NA

WHITE 68.00 70.00 77.00 82.00 NA 72.00 72.00 81.00 86.00 NA NA

BLACK 64.00 46.00 58.00 63.00 NA 49.00 38.00 52.00 57.00 NA 93.00 95.00 NA

HISPANIC 38.00 41.00 34.00 39.00 NA 41.00 41.00 41.00 46.00 NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
54.00 47.00 48.00 53.00 NA 52.00 42.00 48.00 53.00 NA 92.00 85.00 90.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

29.00 31.00 29.00 34.00 NA 33.00 31.00 37.00 42.00 NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
NA NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 61.00 50.00 58.00 63.00 NA 60.00 58.00 69.00 74.00 NA

4 53.00 52.00 53.00 58.00 NA 57.00 52.00 53.00 58.00 NA

5 62.00 54.00 51.00 56.00 NA 53.00 37.00 46.00 51.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA
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10 NA NA

11 NA NA

12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: BILTMORE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL BILTMORE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 91.77 

BILTMORE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing

Academic 

Indicators

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

TOTAL 65.00 48.00 46.00 51.00 NA 42.00 46.00 36.00 41.00 NA 94.00 87.00 94.00 95.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 63.00 44.00 45.00 50.00 NA 38.00 43.00 35.00 40.00 NA 87.00 94.00 95.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
65.00 47.00 44.00 49.00 NA 39.00 46.00 34.00 39.00 NA 94.00 95.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

NA NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
63.00 28.00 33.00 NA 45.00 16.00 30.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 63.00 46.00 56.00 61.00 NA 38.00 33.00 47.00 52.00 NA

4 68.00 47.00 56.00 61.00 NA 32.00 44.00 29.00 40.00 NA

5 66.00 53.00 31.00 40.00 NA 58.00 63.00 32.00 37.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA
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10 NA NA

11 NA NA

12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: CARTER G. WOODSON ELEM. SCHOOL CARTER G. WOODSON ELEM. SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 90.05 

CARTER G. WOODSON ELEM. SCHOOL 

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing

Academic 

Indicators

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

TOTAL 42.00 38.00 38.00 43.00 NA 26.00 24.00 52.00 57.00 NA 80.00 84.00 90.00 95.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 41.00 38.00 39.00 44.00 NA 25.00 24.00 51.00 56.00 NA 83.00 90.00 95.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
43.00 39.00 39.00 44.00 NA 26.00 25.00 50.00 55.00 NA 81.00 89.00 94.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

NA NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
35.00 49.00 42.00 47.00 NA 19.00 38.00 48.00 53.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 47.00 39.00 43.00 48.00 NA 42.00 31.00 65.00 70.00 NA

4 40.00 32.00 39.00 44.00 NA 19.00 25.00 53.00 58.00 NA

5 40.00 42.00 31.00 36.00 NA 19.00 15.00 33.00 38.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA
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10 NA NA

11 NA NA

12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: EUGENE J. BUTLER MIDDLE SCHOOL EUGENE J. BUTLER MIDDLE SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 91.71 

EUGENE J. BUTLER MIDDLE SCHOOL 

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing

Academic 

Indicators

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

TOTAL 30.00 29.00 30.00 35.00 NA 28.00 30.00 33.00 38.00 NA 96.00 89.00 92.00 95.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 30.00 28.00 30.00 35.00 NA 27.00 29.00 32.00 37.00 NA 88.00 93.00 95.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
31.00 27.00 30.00 35.00 NA 29.00 29.00 34.00 39.00 NA 88.00 91.00 95.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

NA NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
8.00 7.00 9.00 30.00 NA 6.00 7.00 13.00 30.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 35.00 35.00 31.00 36.00 NA 25.00 22.00 23.00 30.00 NA

7 33.00 34.00 39.00 44.00 NA 28.00 31.00 43.00 48.00 NA

8 20.00 16.00 23.00 30.00 NA 31.00 36.00 36.00 41.00 NA

9 NA NA
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10 NA NA

11 NA NA

12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: GEORGE WASHINGTON CARVER ELEM. GEORGE WASHINGTON CARVER ELEM.  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 94.65 

GEORGE WASHINGTON CARVER ELEM. 

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing

Academic 

Indicators

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

TOTAL 47.00 52.00 42.00 47.00 NA 51.00 46.00 30.00 35.00 NA 90.00 92.00 82.00 87.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 48.00 51.00 42.00 47.00 NA 51.00 47.00 30.00 35.00 NA 92.00 81.00 86.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
46.00 51.00 41.00 46.00 NA 51.00 45.00 29.00 34.00 NA 91.00 81.00 86.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

NA NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
25.00 16.00 30.00 NA 44.00 10.00 30.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 48.00 57.00 45.00 50.00 NA 49.00 46.00 32.00 37.00 NA

4 32.00 46.00 40.00 45.00 NA 48.00 48.00 36.00 41.00 NA

5 61.00 52.00 40.00 45.00 NA 56.00 43.00 22.00 30.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA
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10 NA NA

11 NA NA

12 NA NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/SchoolImproveInitiative/print.aspx (16 of 58)7/14/2009 1:09:11 PM



Untitled Page

School Achievement Data

1. School: JOHN E. FORD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL JOHN E. FORD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 67.83 

JOHN E. FORD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing

Academic 

Indicators

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

TOTAL 63.00 61.00 62.00 67.00 NA 52.00 43.00 44.00 50.00 NA 86.00 88.00 86.00 91.00 NA

WHITE 78.00 81.00 84.00 90.00 NA 78.00 69.00 67.00 72.00 NA NA

BLACK 57.00 54.00 56.00 61.00 NA 42.00 32.00 40.00 50.00 NA 89.00 86.00 91.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
57.00 53.00 57.00 62.00 NA 42.00 31.00 41.00 50.00 NA 86.00 88.00 93.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

NA NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
39.00 40.00 46.00 51.00 NA 38.00 30.00 34.00 50.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 69.00 55.00 62.00 67.00 NA 58.00 42.00 56.00 61.00 NA

4 55.00 62.00 67.00 72.00 NA 50.00 49.00 46.00 51.00 NA

5 69.00 70.00 61.00 66.00 NA 45.00 36.00 34.00 50.00 NA

6 61.00 64.00 56.00 61.00 NA 33.00 28.00 20.00 50.00 NA

7 81.00 54.00 72.00 77.00 NA 55.00 35.00 56.00 61.00 NA

8 44.00 63.00 39.00 50.00 NA 71.00 69.00 43.00 50.00 NA

9 NA NA
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10 NA NA

11 NA NA

12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: LONG BRANCH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL LONG BRANCH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 95.90 

LONG BRANCH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing

Academic 

Indicators

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

TOTAL 36.00 34.00 41.00 46.00 NA 30.00 33.00 41.00 46.00 NA 85.00 94.00 71.00 76.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 37.00 34.00 40.00 45.00 NA 30.00 33.00 42.00 47.00 NA 93.00 71.00 76.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
36.00 34.00 40.00 45.00 NA 27.00 31.00 42.00 47.00 NA 93.00 75.00 80.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

NA NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
NA NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 39.00 22.00 32.00 37.00 NA 20.00 31.00 58.00 63.00 NA

4 29.00 43.00 28.00 33.00 NA 33.00 35.00 22.00 30.00 NA

5 44.00 37.00 60.00 65.00 NA 38.00 33.00 40.00 45.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA
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10 NA NA

11 NA NA

12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR ELEMENTARY SCHOOL MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 80.57 

MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing

Academic 

Indicators

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

TOTAL 53.00 48.00 46.00 51.00 NA 26.00 43.00 38.00 43.00 NA 84.00 84.00 82.00 87.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 52.00 47.00 44.00 49.00 NA 26.00 43.00 38.00 43.00 NA 85.00 83.00 88.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
50.00 43.00 44.00 49.00 NA 23.00 41.00 37.00 42.00 NA 84.00 81.00 86.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

NA NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
NA NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 58.00 46.00 46.00 51.00 NA 42.00 43.00 39.00 44.00 NA

4 55.00 43.00 45.00 50.00 NA 25.00 54.00 42.00 47.00 NA

5 46.00 54.00 46.00 51.00 NA 14.00 34.00 35.00 40.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA
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10 NA NA

11 NA NA

12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: MATTHEW W. GILBERT MIDDLE SCHOOL MATTHEW W. GILBERT MIDDLE SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 83.63 

MATTHEW W. GILBERT MIDDLE SCHOOL 

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing

Academic 

Indicators

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

TOTAL 31.00 31.00 37.00 42.00 NA 31.00 41.00 40.00 45.00 NA 98.00 91.00 92.00 95.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 30.00 28.00 36.00 41.00 NA 29.00 39.00 38.00 43.00 NA 97.00 93.00 94.00 95.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
30.00 29.00 36.00 41.00 NA 31.00 39.00 36.00 41.00 NA 98.00 91.00 92.00 95.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

NA NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
10.00 11.00 13.00 30.00 NA 6.00 10.00 12.00 30.00 NA 91.00 NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 34.00 31.00 39.00 44.00 NA 21.00 27.00 28.00 33.00 NA

7 45.00 38.00 44.00 45.00 NA 41.00 43.00 43.00 48.00 NA

8 15.00 23.00 26.00 31.00 NA 34.00 54.00 55.00 60.00 NA

9 NA NA
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10 NA NA

11 NA NA

12 NA NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/SchoolImproveInitiative/print.aspx (24 of 58)7/14/2009 1:09:11 PM



Untitled Page

School Achievement Data

1. School: NORTH SHORE K-8 NORTH SHORE K-8  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 91.13 

NORTH SHORE K-8 

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing

Academic 

Indicators

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

TOTAL 44.00 33.00 36.00 41.00 NA 35.00 20.00 40.00 45.00 NA 78.00 84.00 69.00 74.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 41.00 31.00 34.00 39.00 NA 34.00 19.00 38.00 43.00 NA 83.00 71.00 76.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
44.00 31.00 34.00 39.00 NA 35.00 20.00 40.00 45.00 NA NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

NA NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
28.00 23.00 28.00 NA 13.00 27.00 32.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 52.00 28.00 44.00 49.00 NA 30.00 15.00 64.00 69.00 NA

4 32.00 32.00 24.00 32.00 NA 36.00 23.00 14.00 36.00 NA

5 48.00 43.00 41.00 46.00 NA 38.00 27.00 38.00 43.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA
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10 NA NA

11 NA NA

12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: NORTHWESTERN MIDDLE SCHOOL NORTHWESTERN MIDDLE SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 80.80 

NORTHWESTERN MIDDLE SCHOOL 

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing

Academic 

Indicators

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

TOTAL 27.00 23.00 29.00 34.00 NA 26.00 26.00 33.00 38.00 NA 94.00 94.00 89.00 94.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 27.00 22.00 29.00 34.00 NA 26.00 26.00 33.00 38.00 NA 94.00 94.00 89.00 94.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
27.00 22.00 28.00 33.00 NA 25.00 25.00 33.00 38.00 NA 94.00 93.00 91.00 95.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

NA NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
5.00 5.00 7.00 30.00 NA 5.00 5.00 6.00 30.00 NA 60.00 65.00 NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 34.00 18.00 34.00 39.00 NA 24.00 13.00 20.00 30.00 NA

7 31.00 35.00 37.00 42.00 NA 18.00 34.00 40.00 45.00 NA

8 16.00 17.00 16.00 30.00 NA 37.00 31.00 40.00 45.00 NA

9 NA NA
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10 NA NA

11 NA NA

12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: PICKETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PICKETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 81.58 

PICKETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing

Academic 

Indicators

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

TOTAL 58.00 51.00 42.00 47.00 NA 52.00 42.00 34.00 40.00 NA 95.00 93.00 90.00 95.00 NA

WHITE 72.00 67.00 47.00 52.00 NA 70.00 54.00 39.00 45.00 NA NA

BLACK 43.00 37.00 40.00 45.00 NA 29.00 29.00 31.00 40.00 NA NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
55.00 51.00 39.00 45.00 NA 49.00 42.00 29.00 40.00 NA 93.00 90.00 91.00 95.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

NA NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
NA NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 67.00 45.00 42.00 47.00 NA 56.00 41.00 39.00 44.00 NA

4 51.00 44.00 34.00 40.00 NA 54.00 29.00 34.00 41.00 NA

5 57.00 65.00 51.00 56.00 NA 45.00 59.00 27.00 40.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: PINEDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PINEDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 89.12 

PINEDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing

Academic 

Indicators

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

TOTAL 53.00 39.00 35.00 40.00 NA 35.00 24.00 34.00 40.00 NA 85.00 52.00 81.00 86.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 52.00 34.00 33.00 40.00 NA 31.00 21.00 31.00 40.00 NA 83.00 51.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
50.00 38.00 33.00 40.00 NA 28.00 21.00 33.00 40.00 NA 83.00 56.00 81.00 86.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

NA NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
49.00 23.00 21.00 40.00 NA 43.00 14.00 26.00 40.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 50.00 35.00 23.00 40.00 NA 35.00 41.00 32.00 40.00 NA

4 57.00 28.00 43.00 48.00 NA 30.00 19.00 45.00 50.00 NA

5 53.00 53.00 41.00 46.00 NA 40.00 16.00 26.00 40.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: SAN JOSE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL SAN JOSE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 73.16 

SAN JOSE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing

Academic 

Indicators

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

TOTAL 52.00 51.00 59.00 64.00 NA 46.00 46.00 57.00 62.00 NA 81.00 82.00 79.00 84.00 NA

WHITE 63.00 50.00 65.00 70.00 NA 56.00 52.00 67.00 72.00 NA 78.00 NA

BLACK 49.00 59.00 63.00 68.00 NA 36.00 40.00 53.00 58.00 NA NA

HISPANIC 39.00 45.00 53.00 58.00 NA 35.00 37.00 46.00 51.00 NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
39.00 42.00 50.00 55.00 NA 36.00 38.00 46.00 51.00 NA 78.00 75.00 80.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

31.00 30.00 35.00 40.00 NA 34.00 38.00 43.00 48.00 NA 66.00 76.00 81.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
NA NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 60.00 53.00 72.00 77.00 NA 51.00 55.00 71.00 76.00 NA

4 49.00 48.00 49.00 54.00 NA 44.00 48.00 50.00 55.00 NA

5 48.00 53.00 56.00 61.00 NA 43.00 37.00 49.00 54.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: SMART POPE LIVINGSTON ELEM. SMART POPE LIVINGSTON ELEM.  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 92.50 

SMART POPE LIVINGSTON ELEM. 

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing

Academic 

Indicators

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

TOTAL 43.00 47.00 42.00 47.00 NA 31.00 38.00 39.00 44.00 NA 81.00 81.00 77.00 82.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 44.00 48.00 42.00 47.00 NA 31.00 38.00 39.00 44.00 NA 81.00 83.00 81.00 86.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
42.00 45.00 41.00 46.00 NA 30.00 36.00 36.00 41.00 NA 81.00 81.00 78.00 83.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

NA NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
22.00 28.00 26.00 31.00 NA 22.00 24.00 18.00 30.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 48.00 50.00 44.00 49.00 NA 31.00 43.00 43.00 48.00 NA

4 40.00 42.00 34.00 39.00 NA 32.00 45.00 49.00 54.00 NA

5 43.00 49.00 47.00 53.00 NA 30.00 25.00 25.00 30.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: WAYMAN ACADEMY OF THE ARTS WAYMAN ACADEMY OF THE ARTS  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 88.33 

WAYMAN ACADEMY OF THE ARTS 

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing

Academic 

Indicators

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

TOTAL 42.00 46.00 43.00 48.00 NA 48.00 29.00 36.00 41.00 NA 70.00 64.00 79.00 84.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 43.00 44.00 42.00 47.00 NA 48.00 27.00 34.00 39.00 NA 65.00 80.00 85.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
38.00 46.00 45.00 50.00 NA 47.00 26.00 34.00 39.00 NA NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

NA NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
NA NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 51.00 46.00 48.00 53.00 NA 52.00 24.00 49.00 54.00 NA

4 33.00 47.00 38.00 43.00 NA 52.00 37.00 28.00 33.00 NA

5 38.00 44.00 40.00 45.00 NA 29.00 25.00 23.00 30.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: WEST RIVERSIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL WEST RIVERSIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 66.26 

WEST RIVERSIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing

Academic 

Indicators

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

TOTAL 44.00 39.00 47.00 52.00 NA 50.00 51.00 54.00 59.00 NA 65.00 72.00 63.00 68.00 NA

WHITE 54.00 69.00 64.00 69.00 NA 72.00 74.00 77.00 82.00 NA NA

BLACK 39.00 33.00 44.00 49.00 NA 34.00 37.00 49.00 54.00 NA NA

HISPANIC 18.00 26.00 31.00 NA 37.00 33.00 38.00 NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
44.00 33.00 42.00 47.00 NA 45.00 45.00 47.00 52.00 NA 67.00 60.00 65.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

33.00 13.00 22.00 27.00 NA 50.00 33.00 29.00 34.00 NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
NA NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 51.00 42.00 49.00 54.00 NA 47.00 54.00 49.00 54.00 NA

4 33.00 34.00 44.00 49.00 NA 62.00 54.00 63.00 68.00 NA

5 46.00 41.00 46.00 51.00 NA 38.00 43.00 54.00 59.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: WOODLAND ACRES ELEMENTARY SCHL WOODLAND ACRES ELEMENTARY SCHL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 84.27 

WOODLAND ACRES ELEMENTARY SCHL 

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing

Academic 

Indicators

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

2005-

2006

2006-

2007

2007-

2008

2008-

2009 

Targets

2008-

2009 

Outcomes

TOTAL 52.00 54.00 52.00 57.00 NA 50.00 61.00 52.00 57.00 NA 85.00 89.00 93.00 95.00 NA

WHITE 63.00 56.00 64.00 69.00 NA 61.00 67.00 66.00 71.00 NA NA

BLACK 45.00 50.00 48.00 53.00 NA 41.00 55.00 46.00 51.00 NA 87.00 91.00 95.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
51.00 54.00 49.00 54.00 NA 47.00 62.00 48.00 53.00 NA 87.00 92.00 95.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

NA NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
35.00 25.00 13.00 25.00 NA 32.00 37.00 22.00 27.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 59.00 53.00 58.00 63.00 NA 63.00 65.00 67.00 72.00 NA

4 48.00 51.00 38.00 43.00 NA 52.00 69.00 46.00 51.00 NA

5 48.00 60.00 60.00 65.00 NA 31.00 46.00 37.00 42.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA
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Optional Performance Indicators

For each additional Performance Indicator the LEA shall provide the following information: 

1.  Identify the Performance Indicator that is being addressed. 

2.  Provide data related to that performance indicator for the past three (3) school years. 

3.  Provide the target for the 2008-09 school year as a result of implementing strategies funded through this application. 

 
 
Indicator: 0 

 
 
Indicator: 0 
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Root Cause Analysis

Identify all possible interactions within a system that could be contributing to identified area(s) of low academic achievement. (organizational 

culture of the school, organizational structure of the school, instructional methods, instructional preparation time, external factors, student 

demographics, curriculum, etc.)  

 
For each Root Cause identified, provide the following: 

1.  Provide the root cause being identified as causing low academic achievement. 

2.  Provide the data/documents reviewed to determine this is a cause of low academic achievement. 

3.  Explain how strategies implemented through this application will eliminate the root cause. 

4.  Provide anticipated outcomes of focusing resources to address identified root cause. 

 
 
Root Cause: 1 

There is a higher percentage of new/inexperienced/non college of education teachers in urban schools. The district has identified this as a 

root cause for low academic achievement. Review of staff lists of low performing schools shows a higher percentage of this type of teacher. 

Current policy prohibits a higher percentage of first year teachers at SINI schools but does not address teachers having less than five years 

experience or a non college of education degree. These teachers require a greater degree of support through professional development, 

modeling of lessons, and mentoring. School coaches are the primary source of this support. Additional assistance from outside professional 

partners such as Lastinger, DeSensi, and the Schultz Center provide additional support and another insight into the teachers’ and school’s 

needs. This increased support will result in more effective teachers and increased retention of experienced teachers. These more effective 

teachers will have a positive affect on student performance. DCPS feels these measures are also in line with the results of the September 

2008 CEP Report "A Call to Restructure Restructuring". 

 
Root Cause: 2 

The District has made great strides in the development and administration of assessments. Standardized assessments (e.g., DIBELS, DRA) 

and district created assessments (math and science formatives) are providing valuable student achievement data. The next step in this 

process is the more effective usage of these data. A review of research has shown that instruction driven by assessment is one of the most 

effective means of improving academic achievement. This process is the core concept of the Florida Continuous Improvement Model, which 

requires teachers to analyze assessment results to modify instruction. School coaches provide assistance in the analysis of assessment 

data and in the development of instructional modifications required by the data. This process will result in more effective instruction and 

improved student academic performance. 

 
 
Root Cause: 3 

The SACS CASI Quality Assurance Review Team recommended that the district “evaluate current programs and initiatives to identify ‘what 

works’ and develop procedures to insure their sustainability and implementation with fidelity.” Programs and initiatives that are not effective 

contribute to lower academic performance as does implementation without fidelity of effective programs. The Lastinger Center, with its 

emphasis on action research, helps schools determine which programs work. School-based coaches work to ensure implementation of the 

effective programs with fidelity. The focus on effective programs, implemented with consistency, will result in improved student performance. 
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Data Analysis during Project Period

Describe the process the district will have in place during the project period to analyze student achievement and program outcome data. 

Your response must include the following: 

1.  What professional development will be offered to staff to analyze student achievement and program outcome data? Who will offer 

data analysis professional development? 

2.  What instrument(s) will be used to assess students’ progress in mastering grade-level benchmarks? 

3.  How many times during the 2008-2009 school year will data analysis take place at schools in need of improvement, corrective action, 

and/or restructuring? 

4.  How will the information based on data analysis be used? 

Response: The District provided three extra planning days for Turnaround schools for the 2008 – 2009 school year. During this time period, 

principals, professional partners (DeSensi) and district staff trained each school’s faculty using specific data related to their unique student 

population. Teachers were trained to analyze individual student and class data to plan a focus calendar to drive their instruction. The 

objective of this training is for this practice to become part the school’s instructional rituals and routines to impact student achievement. 

District developed Benchmark assessments, content area summatives and formatives, teacher made assessments, and SSS FCAT are the 

primary instrument used to assess mastery of standards. 

The District developed Benchmark assessments are administered 3 times a year. District created summatives and formatives are 

administered upon completion of each unit of study according to the District’s adopted Curriculum Learning Schedule. Teacher made 

assessments, formal and informal, are a daily part of the instructional routine. In addition to this, middle school teachers regularly administer 

curriculum strand based assessments using My Test. 

Teachers are meeting in learning communities weekly to disaggregate data from the above mentioned assessments. Conversations relating 

to the data results provide instructional strategies and teacher professional development opportunities. As a result of this practice, 

differentiated instruction, safety nets, enrichment and acceleration are provided to individual students. 

 

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/SchoolImproveInitiative/print.aspx (45 of 58)7/14/2009 1:09:11 PM



Untitled Page

LEA Support Teams

Describe the LEA support team that will be put in place to provide technical and program assistance for schools in need of improvement, 

corrective action, and/or restructuring. Click here to see example responses. 

 

No.
Title & Name of Individual 

on LEA Support Team
Qualifications of Individual

1 Jacqueline Byrd, Executive Director, Title I

Graduate of UNF with a Bachelors in Elem and a Masters in Ed 

Leadership from JU. TIS/VP at a former F school. Principal increasing 

student achievement from D to an A. Promoted to Exec Director over 

high need schools including three F schools.

2 Carolyn Davis, Executive Director, Title I

Ms. Davis has served as a teacher and principal in high need Title I 

schools. She received her undergraduate degree from FL A & M in 

elementary education and her master’s degree from UNF in Educational 

Leadership.

3 Tony Bellamy, Executive Director

22 years experience. As Principal; served as Instructional Leader, 

Professional Developer, Coach, Academic Facilitator, and Motivational 

Leader. MS in Elem. Reading Ed., and certification in Ed. Leadership.

4 Lillie Granger, Director

Dr. Granger has over 20 years administrative experience, including 18 

years as an elementary principal. She has served in and moved high-

needs schools.

5 Teresa Logan, Specialist

13 years as an Elementary and Middle School Teacher in Title I 

schools, Master’s Degree in Reading and Language Arts, 4 years at 

Florida State University specializing in Reading, one year as a School 

Improvement Regional Facilitator for the FLDOE.

6 Leon King, Reporting Specialist

BA in Education, 6 years experience teaching, Math Coach, 

Instructional Coach; worked with school improvement, analyzing and 

reporting assessment results, and facilitating PLCs.

7 Cassandra Scott, Reporting Specialist

20 years in Secondary Ed. 10 years as District Instructional Coach. 3 

years as Literacy Coach; 3 years Coach with America’s Choice 

certification; one year Cluster Coach with Challenge and Turn – around 

Middle schools. 31 years in the County.

8 Nikesha White, Reporting Specialist

Nikesha White has a B.S in Psychology and a Masters in Business 

Administration. She has 7 years of experience in education and 

currently holds certifications in ESE K-12 and Elementary Education.
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9 Patricia Conner, Data Analyst

Bachelor of Education and Masters in Ed. Leadership from UNF, 31 

years experience in DCPS. Supervisor in School Choice Office working 

with NCLB Choice with Transportation, enrollment data and school 

boundaries.

10 James Constande, Datat Analyst

Masters Degree: Administration/Supervision, 34 years public education, 

10 years Elementary School Principal, 2 years School Math Coach, 

Assisted in moving school grade forward; used school data to impact 

instructional improvement.

11 Darren Smith, Data Analyst
14th year, Math Data Facilitator (Using data to drive instruction- school 

level), 100% learning gains (Urban and

12 Cheryl Taylor, Data Analyst

17 years in Duval County; Lead Teacher; Team Leader; Model 

Classroom Teacher for Inclusion & 6th grade math classes; 

Experienced in using data to increase FCAT scores

13 Gerlieve Oliver, PT Executive Director
Past Area Superintendent. Experienced in leadings schools toward 

improvement.

14 Mary Brown, Facilitator of Contracted Services
Past Area Superintendent. Experienced in leadings schools toward 

improvement.

15 Pat Carley, SIP Coordinator
Experienced in teaching and program development, monitoring, and 

evaluation. Experienced with SIP, SAC and accreditation guidelines.

 
Describe the activities the LEA Support Team will conduct during the Project Period to provide technical and program support to schools in 

need of improvement, corrective action, and/or restructuring. For each activity the LEA shall include: the frequency of the activity and the 

duration of the activity. 

Response: • Executive Director, Title I Restructuring 

The three Executive Directors will operate as the Title I administrators (highly qualified principal mentors) in the Clusters, shifting school 

governance from the principals. They will be accountable to the Florida Department of Education (Bureau of Student Assistance - Title I) 

through the district Title I office to ensure that all Title I schools in Restructuring comply with all requirements and laws; develop and 

implement restructuring as defined by law; and maintain provision of assistance and monitoring of these schools as required by law. Duties 

for the Executive Director will include staffing of schools, program implementation and evaluation, and budget decisions. There will be 

ongoing collaboration with the district Title I Office and the Director of School Programs to assess and monitor the progress of Title I 

schools. To support school compliance with reporting, the Executive Director of Title I Restructuring will supervise the Cluster Restructuring 

Team in all aspects of Restructuring. 

• Specialist, Title I Restructuring Reporting 

The Title I Restructuring Specialist will provide technical assistance to Title I Restructuring schools within the Cluster. They will support 

district - level review and on-going monitoring of school improvement plans and compliance with state and federal statutes. They will also 

collect and maintain data from the Data Analyst for inclusion in Schools In Need of Improvement SINI (federal) and Assistance Plus (state) 
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reports for Title I schools in restructuring. Other duties include communicating resource needs for Title I Restructuring schools to the district 

and tracking efficient execution of requested services and support. Additional duties and responsibilities will support federal requirements of 

Title I and Assistance Plus (state). 

• Specialist, Turnaround Data Analysis 

The Specialists of Turnaround Data Analysis are responsible for the collection, analysis, and interpretation of data; thereby increasing the 

use, efficiency and application of data to improve instruction for Turnaround and Restructuring schools. They will also provide data 

necessary for the monthly, quarterly and annual reports required for state and federal compliance to the Specialists of Title I Restructuring 

Reporting. Appropriate data will be provided to approved contracted service providers as requested, in accordance with the Family 

Educational Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA). 

• District Literacy Coaching Team 

The District Literacy Coaching Team will provide intensive intervention in research-based reading programs and strategies to literacy 

teachers. 

• District Math/Science Coaching Team 

The District Math/Science Coaching Team will provide intensive intervention in research-based math and science programs and strategies 

to math and science teachers. 

• Title I Highly Qualified Teachers Cadre 

The Title I Highly Qualified Teacher Cadre will work with the non-Highly Qualified Teachers in order to get them highly qualified by 30 June 

2009. 
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Current Capacity of LEA to Support Student Academic Achievement

Current Capacity- resources that are already in place to address academic performance that will be addressed with these funds. For 

example: a computer lab is in place to implement a newly purchased software program; professional development has been provided in 

each area of need identified (list professional development activities, when they occurred, and follow-up activities); the district has already 

changed the organizational structure of a school to address recurring student achievement problems (describe what was done); to get 

teachers highly qualified, the district has done the following (describe what the district has done); coordination with Title II has provided high-

quality professional development for teachers of students with disabilities; the district has collaborated with the Boys and Girls Club to 

provide tutoring services after school; etc. 

 
1. Describe the current capacity of the LEA to assist Title I students not achieving proficiency in reading and how this initiative will assist to 

enhance/expand that current capacity. 

Response: Duval County has implemented a standards-based reform model for instruction and student achievement. The Response to 

Intervention (RTI) Model is used to address the needs of students not achieving proficiency. In reading, Tier 1 of RTI is the newly adopted, 

research-based Houghton Mifflin Reading Series. School instructional coaches and reading coaches assist teachers in the implementation 

of this reading program. Tier 2 of RTI consists of a variety of supplemental instructions and interventions. Some examples are, 

Supplemental Education Services (SES), before and after school tutoring by teachers and coaches, and computer based instruction, such 

as Destination Success. Tier 3 consists of intensive, individualized instruction using a problem-solving process. 

The University of Florida Lastinger Center for Learning works with the ten highest needs schools in Duval County to improve academic 

achievement. Lastinger’s Teacher Leadership for School Improvement Program was specifically designed to address core competencies of 

effective teaching. Among these competencies are use of effective assessment strategies, designing engaging instruction, understanding of 

learner development and planning/implementing/evaluating instruction. Utilizing these newly enhanced competencies, teachers will be able 

to assess and place students in their correct tier and provide prescriptive instruction appropriate for each tier. 

 
 
 
2. Describe the current capacity of the LEA to assist Title I students that are not achieving proficiency in mathematics and how this initiative 

will assist to enhance/expand that current capacity. 

Response: Duval County has implemented a standards-based reform model for instruction and student achievement. The Response to 

Intervention (RTI) Model is used to address the needs of students not achieving proficiency. In math, Tier 1 of RTI is the research-based 

Investigations in Number, Data and Space curriculum. Math coaches assist teachers in the implementation of this math curriculum. Tier 2 of 

RTI consists of a variety of supplemental instructions and interventions. Some examples are, Supplemental Education Services (SES), 

before and after school tutoring by teachers and coaches and computer based instruction, such as Destination Success. Tier 3 consists of 

intensive, individualized instruction using a problem-solving process. 

The University of Florida Lastinger Center for Learning works with the ten highest needs schools in Duval County to improve academic 

achievement. Lastinger’s Teacher Leadership for School Improvement Program was specifically designed to address core competencies of 

effective teaching. Among these competencies are use of effective assessment strategies, designing engaging instruction, understanding of 

learner development, and planning/implementing/evaluating instruction. Utilizing these newly enhanced competencies, teachers will be able 

to assess and place students in their correct tier and provide prescriptive instruction appropriate for each tier. School-based math coaches 
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provide individualized professional development in the form of modeling, co-teaching and observations with feedback to facilitate the Tier 1 

instruction. For students in Tier 2 and 3, the math coaches provide instructional strategies and tutoring. 

 
 
 
3. Describe the current capacity of the LEA to assist Title I students that are not achieving proficiency in writing and how this initiative will 

assist to enhance/expand that current capacity.  

Response: Duval County has implemented a standards-based reform model for instruction and student achievement. The Response to 

Intervention (RTI) Model is used to address the needs of students not achieving proficiency. In writing, Tier 1 of RTI is the Writer’s Workshop 

Model. School instructional coaches assist teachers in the implementation of this model. Tier 2 of RTI consists of before and after school 

tutoring by teachers and coaches. Tier 3 consists of intensive, individualized instruction using a problem-solving process. 

The University of Florida Lastinger Center for Learning works with the ten highest needs schools in Duval County to improve academic 

achievement. Lastinger’s Teacher Leadership for School Improvement Program was specifically designed to address core competencies of 

effective teaching. Among these competencies are use of effective assessment strategies, designing engaging instruction, understanding of 

learner development, and planning/implementing/evaluating instruction. Utilizing these newly enhanced competencies, teachers will be able 

to assess and place students in their correct tier and provide prescriptive instruction appropriate for each tier. 
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Strategies to Be Implemented

1a.Name of strategy  

 
1b. Select the school/s associated with the strategy (Schools pulled from section IA.) 

●     BILTMORE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     CARTER G. WOODSON ELEM. SCHOOL 

●     EUGENE J. BUTLER MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     GEORGE WASHINGTON CARVER ELEM. 

●     LONG BRANCH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     MATTHEW W. GILBERT MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     NORTH SHORE K-8 

●     NORTHWESTERN MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     SMART POPE LIVINGSTON ELEM. 

 
 
1c. Select the indicator/s associated with the strategy (Indicators pulled from section IB.) 

●     Indicator 0 

 
 
1d. Select the root cause/s associated with the strategy (Indicators pulled from section IC.) 

●     Root Cause 1 

●     Root Cause 2 

●     Root Cause 3 

 
 
1e Description of research of effectiveness (or purpose)  

Response: Findings of student level effectiveness were presented by the Lastinger Center to the American Educational Research 

Association (2008), entitled Impact of Comprehensive School Reform on Student Achievement in High Poverty Elementary Schools. Data 

demonstrated the positive impact on student achievement resulting from the Lastinger Center's program of job-embeded professional 

development. The methodology employed by the Lastinger Center is based on solid educational research (DuFour, 2004; Thompson, 

Gregg, & Niska, 2004; Darling-Hammond & McLaughlin, 1995; Louis & Marks, 1998; Newman and Associates, 1996; Vescio, Ross & 

Adams, 2008; et al.). 

 
2. Frequency and duration of this strategy (For example: three days per week after school for nine weeks starting the week of January 7th.)  

Response: The Parnership between DCPS and the Lastinger Center will be for 4 years. It includes: a 3 to 5 day summer institute; 3 

institutes during the school year; on-site facilitator at each school site conduct regular meetings with school leaders and teachers.  

 
3. Who will be in charge of monitoring implementation of the strategy or student progress?  

Response: The Title I Restructuring Team will monitor the on-going progress of the Lastinger model at each school; the Lastinger center 

will conduct its own evaluation and the office of Instructional Research and Assessment will provide data for individual student benchmark 

scores and FCAT scores. 
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4. Progress monitoring tool used to track effectiveness of this strategy as measured by student progress.  

Response: Main instrument will be FCAT, data will be analysed using latent growth models (Hancock & Lawrence, 2006; Meredith & Tisak, 

1990; Willett & Keiley, 2000; Willett & Sayer, 1994) to estimate the effect of participating in the Lastinger Center program on student growth 

in mathematics and reading FCAT scores. 

In addition to formal evaluation procedures, the Title I Restructuring Team will continually monitor Benchmark assessments and conduct 

informal interviews and surveys. 

 
5. Frequency of progress monitoring of this strategy.  

Response: Yearly for formal evaluation, quarterly for Benchmark evaluation and on-going for informal evaluation. 

 
6. What measures will be in place to ensure these services supplement existing services that may already be provided to eligible students.  

 
Response: These services will be in addition to any other district or Title I services provided to these schools and will not in any way 

supplant district or state funds. 

 
7. Strategic Imperative this strategy addresses: 1.3.b 

 
8. If applicable, indicate if strategy is a reading initiative. Yes  

 
9. Targeted Population(s) of this strategy (identify specific subgroups, teachers, parents, etc.)  

Response: Title I Schoolwide Projects in SINI 6 and Title I Schoolwide Projects in SINI 5 that have achieved less than 80% of their AYP 

objectives. 
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Strategies to Be Implemented

1a.Name of strategy  

 
1b. Select the school/s associated with the strategy (Schools pulled from section IA.) 

●     ANNIE R. MORGAN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     ARLINGTON HEIGHTS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     BILTMORE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     CARTER G. WOODSON ELEM. SCHOOL 

●     GEORGE WASHINGTON CARVER ELEM. 

●     JOHN E. FORD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     LONG BRANCH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     NORTH SHORE K-8 

●     PICKETT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     PINEDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     SAN JOSE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     WAYMAN ACADEMY OF THE ARTS 

●     WEST RIVERSIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     WOODLAND ACRES ELEMENTARY SCHL 

 
 
1c. Select the indicator/s associated with the strategy (Indicators pulled from section IB.) 

●     Indicator 0 

 
 
1d. Select the root cause/s associated with the strategy (Indicators pulled from section IC.) 

●     Root Cause 1 

●     Root Cause 2 

●     Root Cause 3 

 
 
1e Description of research of effectiveness (or purpose)  

Response: The coaching model is supported by research suggesting that "professional development must be ongoing, deeply embedded in 

teachers' classroom work with children, specific to grade levels or academic content, and focused on research-based approaches. (Russo, 

A., 2004;Neufeld, B. & Roper, D.,2003 ) 

 
 
2. Frequency and duration of this strategy (For example: three days per week after school for nine weeks starting the week of January 7th.)  

Response: The Mathematics Coach will be a full member of the school faculty and will work with teachers on a regular basis throughout the 

school year. 

 
3. Who will be in charge of monitoring implementation of the strategy or student progress?  

Response: The Title I Restructuring Team, in conjunction with the school principal, will monitor the on-going progress of the Mathematics 
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Coaches. 

 
4. Progress monitoring tool used to track effectiveness of this strategy as measured by student progress.  

Response: The Title I Restructuring team will continually monitor Benchmark assessment and conduct informal interviews and surveys 

concerning the modeling, co-teaching and other assistance provided by the Mathematics Coaches. 

 
 
5. Frequency of progress monitoring of this strategy.  

Response: District-created benchmark assessments are administered three times each year – fall, winter, and spring. These data are 

reported by the Testing Department by strand and can be further disaggregated. These data are reviewed and achievement monitored by 

school administration and by the Title I Restructuring Team. 

 
 
6. What measures will be in place to ensure these services supplement existing services that may already be provided to eligible students.  

 
Response: These services will be in addition to any other district or Title I services that may already be provided to these schools and will 

not in any way supplant state or district funds. 

 
7. Strategic Imperative this strategy addresses: 1.3.b 

 
8. If applicable, indicate if strategy is a reading initiative. No  

 
9. Targeted Population(s) of this strategy (identify specific subgroups, teachers, parents, etc.)  

Response: The targeted population will be teachers at Title I Schoolwide Projects designated as SINI Correct 2 (10 schools), SINI Correct I 

(1 school)and SINI Prevent II (3 schools) and 1 non-SINI Title I TA school.The SINI Correct I and SINI Prevent II schools currently have a 

grade of D. The Targeted Assistance school (SOS Academy) will be provided a math coach. This is their first year in Title I and they have no 

SINI level but their grade history shows great need. They are one of our district Turnaround schools. 

SINI Correct II high schools will have math coaches provided through SAI funds. High schools are not served by Title I in Duval County. All 

SINI Correct schools (both Title I and non-Title I will have Reading Coaches provided by the district.  
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Dissemination/Marketing

Describe how this application will be disseminated/marketed to the appropriate populations. 

1.  Provide the method(s) of dissemination/marketing of this application 

2.  Provide the population each method will address 

3.  Provide the frequency of each method used 

4.  Provide the duration of each method 

5.  Provide the language(s) each method will be made available 

Response: Copies of this application (when approved) will be provided to the schools receiving services from these funds. Copies will also 

be provided to their School Advisory Councils. If individual schools request copies in a language other than English they will be provided. 

Information concerning the partnership between Lastinger Center for Learning at the University of Florida and DCPS will be posted on the 

district website. 

Because the strategies employed are professional development of teachers to improve instruction, all notification to teachers and schools 

will be in English.  
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Budget

A. NAME OF THE NCLB PROGRAM: Title I School Improvement Initiative [1003(a)]

B. NAME OF ELIGIBLE RECIPIENT: Duval

C. Project Number (DOE USE ONLY): 

TAPS Number 

09A006

     

 

No.
(1) 

FUNCTION

(2) 

OBJECT

(3) 

ACCOUNT TITLE AND NARRATIVE

(4) 

FTE POSITION

(5) 

AMOUNT

1 6400 130
Salary for Full-time Math Coaches for Differentiated Accountability in 

7 high-needs Title I schools (Strategy 2 )
7.0 479187.45

2 6400 210 Employee Benefits - Retirement 0.0 51512.65

3 6400 220 Employee Benefits - Social Security 0.0 36657.84

4 6400 231 Employee Benefits - Group Health 0.0 60760.97

5 6400 232 Employee Benefits - Group Life 0.0 191.67

6 6400 240 Employee Benefits - Worker's Comp 0.0 4791.87

7 6400 250 Employee Benefits - Unemployment 0.0 383.35

8 6400 290
Employee Benefits - Other - Flex Benefits (Supplemental Medical 

Benefits)
0.0 19167.50

9 6400 510 Supplies - Math coaches (Strategy 2) 0.0 21195.57

10 7200 790 Indirect Costs Cap Rate 3.44% 0.0 23180.40

Total 697029.27

 

DOE 101
 

Dr. Eric J. Smith, Commissioner
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Budget

A. NAME OF THE NCLB PROGRAM: Title I School Improvement Fund [1003(g)]

B. NAME OF ELIGIBLE RECIPIENT: Duval

C. Project Number (DOE USE ONLY): 

TAPS Number 

09A005

     

 

No.
(1) 

FUNCTION

(2) 

OBJECT

(3) 

ACCOUNT TITLE AND NARRATIVE

(4) 

FTE POSITION

(5) 

AMOUNT

1 6400 311
Contracted Services with Lastinger Center for Learning ($25,000) 

(Strategy 1)
0.0 25000.00

2 6400 312
Contracted Services with Lastinger Center for Learning ($696,000) 

(Strategy 1)
0.0 696000.00

3 6400 130
Salary for Full-time Math Coaches for Differentiated Accountability 

in 8 high-needs Title I schools (Strategy 2 )
8.0 547642.80

4 6400 210 Employee Benefits - Retirement 0.0 58871.60

5 6400 220 Employee Benefits - Social Security 0.0 41894.67

6 6400 231 Employee Benefits - Group Health 0.0 69441.13

7 6400 232 Employee Benefits - Group Life 0.0 219.06

8 6400 240 Employee Benefits - Worker's Comp 0.0 5476.43

9 6400 250 Employee Benefits - Unemployment 0.0 438.11

10 6400 290
Employee Benefits - Other - Flex Benefits - (Supplemental Medical 

Benefits)
0.0 21905.71

11 7200 790 Indirect Costs Cap Rate - 3.44% 0.0 26518.60

Total 1493408.11

 

DOE 101
 

Dr. Eric J. Smith, Commissioner
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