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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. 

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/SchoolImproveInitiative/print.aspx (2 of 64)7/14/2009 1:57:16 PM

http://www.fldoe.org/comptroller/gbook.asp


Untitled Page

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: 

ORANGE 

PO BOX 271 

ORLANDO, FL 32802 

DOE USE ONLY

Date Received

B) Applicant Contact Information: 

Contact Name: 

First Name:
Marcie MI:

R 

Last 

Name: 
Mathews

Mailing Address: 445 West Amelia Street 

Orlando, FL 32801 

*Telephone Number (xxx-xxx-xxxx):407-317-3200 Ext:2937  

Fax Number (xxx-xxx-xxxx):407-317-3253 E-mail Address:mathewm@ocps.net 

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: $674751.17 

D) Total Funds Requested: 

Allocation: $955781.19 

Total Approved Funds:  

(DOE USE ONLY) 

  $

Total Approved Funds:  

(DOE USE ONLY) 

  $

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/SchoolImproveInitiative/print.aspx (3 of 64)7/14/2009 1:57:16 PM



Untitled Page

CERTIFICATION 

I Ronald Blocker 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: CATALINA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL CATALINA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 93.61 

CATALINA 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 51.00 48.00 43.00 47.00 NA 48.00 50.00 46.00 51.00 NA 88.00 96.00 93.00 93.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 50.00 48.00 42.00 46.00 NA 46.00 50.00 45.00 50.00 NA 96.00 92.00 92.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
50.00 46.00 43.00 47.00 NA 46.00 50.00 45.00 50.00 NA 95.00 94.00 94.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

53.00 41.00 41.00 45.00 NA 40.00 49.00 43.00 47.00 NA 93.00 93.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
NA NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 56.00 41.00 36.00 40.00 NA 43.00 52.00 40.00 44.00 NA

4 46.00 47.00 47.00 52.00 NA 57.00 51.00 52.00 57.00 NA

5 51.00 58.00 47.00 52.00 NA 46.00 45.00 47.00 52.00 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: ENGELWOOD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ENGELWOOD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 85.60 

ENGELWOOD 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 47.00 55.00 49.00 54.00 NA 47.00 50.00 46.00 51.00 NA 81.00 89.00 72.00 73.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK NA NA NA

HISPANIC 43.00 57.00 49.00 54.00 NA 46.00 50.00 47.00 52.00 NA 90.00 75.00 76.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
43.00 53.00 48.00 53.00 NA 43.00 48.00 44.00 48.00 NA 89.00 70.00 71.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

43.00 58.00 43.00 47.00 NA 46.00 45.00 44.00 48.00 NA 89.00 70.00 71.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
NA NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 52.00 65.00 38.00 42.00 NA 57.00 62.00 40.00 44.00 NA

4 29.00 45.00 68.00 75.00 NA 42.00 45.00 60.00 66.00 NA

5 57.00 51.00 43.00 47.00 NA 41.00 39.00 38.00 42.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/SchoolImproveInitiative/print.aspx (7 of 64)7/14/2009 1:57:16 PM



Untitled Page

10 NA NA

11 NA NA

12 NA NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/SchoolImproveInitiative/print.aspx (8 of 64)7/14/2009 1:57:16 PM



Untitled Page

School Achievement Data

1. School: HIAWASSEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL HIAWASSEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 85.93 

HIAWASSEE 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 54.00 55.00 49.00 54.00 NA 42.00 46.00 42.00 46.00 NA 79.00 93.00 82.00 83.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 53.00 54.00 48.00 53.00 NA 42.00 47.00 39.00 43.00 NA 76.00 91.00 80.00 81.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
55.00 53.00 49.00 54.00 NA 44.00 45.00 40.00 44.00 NA 77.00 94.00 83.00 84.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

45.00 56.00 40.00 44.00 NA 33.00 43.00 39.00 44.00 NA 94.00 94.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
33.00 30.00 45.00 50.00 NA 32.00 46.00 34.00 37.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 62.00 46.00 50.00 55.00 NA 54.00 52.00 48.00 53.00 NA

4 45.00 59.00 52.00 57.00 NA 40.00 55.00 46.00 51.00 NA

5 53.00 63.00 44.00 48.00 NA 29.00 32.00 32.00 35.00 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: HUNGERFORD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL HUNGERFORD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 92.86 

HUNGERFORD 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 49.00 60.00 66.00 NA 31.00 32.00 47.00 52.00 NA 95.00 95.00 73.00 74.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 42.00 43.00 57.00 63.00 NA 31.00 30.00 41.00 45.00 NA 93.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
44.00 45.00 62.00 68.00 NA 31.00 31.00 47.00 52.00 NA 94.00 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 54.00 44.00 81.00 89.00 NA 33.00 25.00 77.00 85.00 NA

4 35.00 45.00 55.00 61.00 NA 40.00 39.00 32.00 35.00 NA

5 36.00 65.00 48.00 53.00 NA 24.00 30.00 33.00 36.00 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: IVEY LANE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL IVEY LANE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 96.59 

IVEY LANE 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 38.00 34.00 37.00 NA 24.00 37.00 49.00 54.00 NA 80.00 94.00 88.00 89.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 35.00 38.00 33.00 36.00 NA 23.00 36.00 47.00 52.00 NA 94.00 91.00 91.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
35.00 37.00 34.00 37.00 NA 22.00 36.00 49.00 54.00 NA 94.00 88.00 89.00 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 50.00 29.00 46.00 51.00 NA 39.00 37.00 63.00 69.00 NA

4 19.00 37.00 29.00 32.00 NA 19.00 49.00 35.00 39.00 NA

5 40.00 53.00 22.00 24.00 NA 11.00 25.00 43.00 47.00 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: LAKE WESTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL LAKE WESTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 95.48 

LAKE WESTON 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 47.00 48.00 43.00 47.00 NA 48.00 36.00 43.00 47.00 NA 92.00 93.00 84.00 85.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 46.00 51.00 43.00 47.00 NA 46.00 36.00 41.00 44.00 NA 93.00 98.00 95.00 95.00 NA

HISPANIC 33.00 36.00 32.00 35.00 NA 38.00 28.00 34.00 37.00 NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
45.00 46.00 42.00 46.00 NA 46.00 34.00 42.00 46.00 NA 91.00 94.00 84.00 85.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

29.00 28.00 28.00 31.00 NA 34.00 28.00 36.00 40.00 NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
22.00 33.00 16.00 18.00 NA 26.00 11.00 21.00 23.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 54.00 47.00 40.00 44.00 NA 56.00 41.00 40.00 44.00 NA

4 49.00 51.00 43.00 47.00 NA 57.00 47.00 53.00 58.00 NA

5 36.00 45.00 47.00 52.00 NA 29.00 20.00 35.00 39.00 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: LITTLE RIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL LITTLE RIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 77.89 

LITTLE RIVER 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 49.00 55.00 60.00 NA 44.00 51.00 55.00 60.00 NA 80.00 96.00 85.00 86.00 NA

WHITE 63.00 65.00 76.00 84.00 NA 62.00 59.00 70.00 77.00 NA 93.00 NA

BLACK NA NA NA

HISPANIC 47.00 44.00 50.00 55.00 NA 36.00 47.00 49.00 54.00 NA 97.00 86.00 87.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
48.00 45.00 51.00 56.00 NA 41.00 48.00 51.00 56.00 NA 95.00 88.00 89.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

37.00 42.00 47.00 52.00 NA 28.00 44.00 47.00 52.00 NA 95.00 85.00 86.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
20.00 25.00 23.00 25.00 NA 18.00 30.00 25.00 28.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 61.00 51.00 61.00 67.00 NA 53.00 55.00 65.00 71.00 NA

4 46.00 47.00 58.00 64.00 NA 50.00 59.00 58.00 63.00 NA

5 49.00 49.00 46.00 51.00 NA 30.00 38.00 39.00 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: LOVELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL LOVELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 84.89 

LOVELL 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 55.00 58.00 64.00 NA 48.00 59.00 54.00 59.00 NA 74.00 92.00 85.00 86.00 NA

WHITE 57.00 58.00 75.00 82.00 NA 52.00 64.00 61.00 67.00 NA NA

BLACK 51.00 50.00 52.00 57.00 NA 28.00 44.00 53.00 58.00 NA NA

HISPANIC 62.00 57.00 54.00 59.00 NA 57.00 63.00 51.00 56.00 NA 94.00 86.00 87.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
55.00 54.00 55.00 60.00 NA 43.00 57.00 51.00 56.00 NA 73.00 91.00 84.00 85.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

58.00 53.00 48.00 53.00 NA 47.00 54.00 46.00 51.00 NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
25.00 27.00 32.00 35.00 NA 24.00 41.00 25.00 28.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 71.00 53.00 52.00 57.00 NA 64.00 55.00 55.00 61.00 NA

4 48.00 54.00 58.00 64.00 NA 40.00 71.00 58.00 64.00 NA

5 55.00 60.00 67.00 74.00 NA 39.00 52.00 49.00 54.00 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: MEADOWBROOK MIDDLE SCHOOL MEADOWBROOK MIDDLE SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 89.71 

MEADOWBROOK 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 42.00 41.00 47.00 52.00 NA 34.00 41.00 46.00 51.00 NA 90.00 92.00 95.00 90.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 41.00 40.00 47.00 52.00 NA 32.00 40.00 45.00 50.00 NA 92.00 92.00 98.00 90.00 NA

HISPANIC 39.00 38.00 43.00 47.00 NA 34.00 39.00 42.00 46.00 NA 81.00 89.00 82.00 82.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
40.00 40.00 45.00 50.00 NA 33.00 40.00 44.00 48.00 NA 90.00 92.00 95.00 90.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

30.00 25.00 36.00 40.00 NA 19.00 30.00 34.00 37.00 NA 76.00 83.00 81.00 82.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
11.00 14.00 22.00 24.00 NA 10.00 17.00 12.00 13.00 NA 67.00 71.00 89.00 90.00 NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 47.00 46.00 50.00 55.00 NA 30.00 35.00 31.00 34.00 NA

7 46.00 50.00 53.00 58.00 NA 30.00 49.00 55.00 61.00 NA

8 29.00 26.00 36.00 40.00 NA 44.00 42.00 51.00 56.00 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: MEMORIAL MIDDLE SCHOOL MEMORIAL MIDDLE SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 87.95 

MEMORIAL 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 30.00 29.00 32.00 NA 28.00 24.00 27.00 30.00 NA 85.00 88.00 86.00 87.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 29.00 28.00 27.00 30.00 NA 27.00 22.00 24.00 26.00 NA 84.00 87.00 85.00 86.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
28.00 29.00 28.00 31.00 NA 27.00 24.00 26.00 29.00 NA 84.00 87.00 84.00 85.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

18.00 21.00 16.00 18.00 NA 12.00 17.00 15.00 17.00 NA 66.00 71.00 76.00 77.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
9.00 18.00 20.00 NA 6.00 13.00 14.00 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 34.00 37.00 41.00 NA 19.00 15.00 28.00 31.00 NA

7 33.00 33.00 30.00 33.00 NA 29.00 24.00 23.00 25.00 NA

8 21.00 22.00 19.00 21.00 NA 36.00 32.00 29.00 32.00 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: MICHAEL MCCOY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL MICHAEL MCCOY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 87.14 

MICHAEL MCCOY 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 51.00 52.00 50.00 55.00 NA 44.00 46.00 46.00 51.00 NA 77.00 74.00 74.00 75.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK NA NA NA

HISPANIC 46.00 47.00 45.00 50.00 NA 40.00 41.00 41.00 45.00 NA 67.00 75.00 76.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
49.00 49.00 47.00 52.00 NA 43.00 43.00 43.00 44.00 NA 71.00 72.00 73.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

38.00 39.00 40.00 44.00 NA 33.00 36.00 39.00 43.00 NA 68.00 69.00 70.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
26.00 23.00 25.00 NA 19.00 25.00 28.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 51.00 55.00 52.00 57.00 NA 43.00 49.00 49.00 54.00 NA

4 55.00 46.00 48.00 53.00 NA 54.00 51.00 48.00 53.00 NA

5 46.00 54.00 51.00 56.00 NA 36.00 39.00 41.00 45.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/SchoolImproveInitiative/print.aspx (25 of 64)7/14/2009 1:57:16 PM



Untitled Page

10 NA NA

11 NA NA

12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: MOLLIE E RAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL MOLLIE E RAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 93.00 

MOLLIE E RAY 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 55.00 39.00 31.00 34.00 NA 46.00 27.00 27.00 30.00 NA 95.00 90.00 71.00 72.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 55.00 37.00 30.00 33.00 NA 44.00 24.00 24.00 26.00 NA 96.00 89.00 73.00 74.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
52.00 39.00 30.00 33.00 NA 45.00 27.00 26.00 29.00 NA 95.00 89.00 71.00 72.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

46.00 32.00 51.00 56.00 NA 39.00 25.00 47.00 52.00 NA 100.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
6.00 7.00 NA 3.00 4.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 56.00 36.00 38.00 42.00 NA 45.00 21.00 35.00 39.00 NA

4 48.00 38.00 27.00 30.00 NA 46.00 29.00 24.00 26.00 NA

5 60.00 46.00 29.00 32.00 NA 47.00 34.00 19.00 21.00 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: ORLO VISTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ORLO VISTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 94.74 

ORLO VISTA 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 56.00 60.00 59.00 65.00 NA 51.00 51.00 49.00 54.00 NA 90.00 99.00 85.00 86.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 49.00 56.00 54.00 59.00 NA 45.00 44.00 42.00 46.00 NA 92.00 100.00 86.00 86.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
55.00 58.00 58.00 64.00 NA 50.00 50.00 50.00 55.00 NA 99.00 86.00 87.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

55.00 52.00 63.00 69.00 NA 48.00 48.00 55.00 61.00 NA 100.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
30.00 32.00 23.00 25.00 NA 27.00 29.00 17.00 19.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 58.00 53.00 61.00 67.00 NA 56.00 48.00 55.00 60.00 NA

4 50.00 66.00 46.00 51.00 NA 46.00 60.00 45.00 50.00 NA

5 59.00 60.00 69.00 76.00 NA 51.00 46.00 49.00 54.00 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: PALMETTO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PALMETTO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

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

PALMETTO 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 46.00 45.00 47.00 52.00 NA 37.00 37.00 38.00 42.00 NA 82.00 92.00 86.00 87.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 42.00 45.00 44.00 48.00 NA 34.00 39.00 37.00 41.00 NA 90.00 90.00 90.00 NA

HISPANIC 50.00 39.00 46.00 51.00 NA 37.00 31.00 39.00 43.00 NA 93.00 79.00 80.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
45.00 44.00 46.00 51.00 NA 36.00 36.00 37.00 41.00 NA 92.00 87.00 88.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

42.00 46.00 46.00 51.00 NA 34.00 38.00 39.00 43.00 NA 94.00 86.00 87.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
NA NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 51.00 40.00 50.00 55.00 NA 41.00 37.00 39.00 43.00 NA

4 44.00 50.00 42.00 46.00 NA 43.00 45.00 39.00 43.00 NA

5 41.00 45.00 47.00 52.00 NA 25.00 29.00 36.00 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: PINE HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PINE HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 90.43 

PINE HILLS 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 39.00 45.00 38.00 42.00 NA 28.00 34.00 36.00 40.00 NA 90.00 88.00 88.00 89.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 40.00 45.00 37.00 41.00 NA 25.00 30.00 29.00 32.00 NA 93.00 91.00 87.00 88.00 NA

HISPANIC 36.00 43.00 36.00 40.00 NA 31.00 36.00 44.00 48.00 NA 88.00 89.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
39.00 46.00 37.00 41.00 NA 28.00 34.00 35.00 39.00 NA 90.00 88.00 88.00 89.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

31.00 43.00 37.00 41.00 NA 31.00 33.00 40.00 44.00 NA 87.00 84.00 91.00 92.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
NA NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 41.00 35.00 36.00 40.00 NA 31.00 28.00 33.00 39.00 NA

4 38.00 44.00 38.00 42.00 NA 28.00 39.00 36.00 40.00 NA

5 36.00 57.00 40.00 44.00 NA 24.00 34.00 39.00 43.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA
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10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: RIDGEWOOD PARK ELEM. SCHOOL RIDGEWOOD PARK ELEM. SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 90.12 

RIDGEWOOD PARK 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 55.00 49.00 53.00 58.00 NA 45.00 47.00 48.00 53.00 NA 95.00 97.00 93.00 93.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 54.00 49.00 50.00 55.00 NA 45.00 46.00 46.00 51.00 NA 95.00 98.00 93.00 93.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
56.00 48.00 52.00 57.00 NA 46.00 47.00 47.00 52.00 NA 94.00 97.00 93.00 93.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

51.00 44.00 45.00 50.00 NA 45.00 46.00 45.00 50.00 NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
NA NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 56.00 46.00 54.00 59.00 NA 45.00 52.00 44.00 48.00 NA

4 54.00 50.00 55.00 61.00 NA 56.00 50.00 54.00 59.00 NA

5 56.00 52.00 49.00 54.00 NA 37.00 37.00 48.00 53.00 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: RIO GRANDE CHARTER SCHOOL RIO GRANDE CHARTER SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 90.60 

RIO GRANDE CHARTER 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 55.00 52.00 57.00 NA 38.00 36.00 35.00 39.00 NA 100.00 94.00 94.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 55.00 51.00 49.00 54.00 NA 35.00 38.00 33.00 36.00 NA NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
61.00 56.00 53.00 58.00 NA 39.00 36.00 37.00 41.00 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 65.00 55.00 39.00 43.00 NA 50.00 36.00 22.00 24.00 NA

4 0.00 65.00 44.00 48.00 NA 33.00 41.00 50.00 55.00 NA

5 64.00 0.00 91.00 91.00 NA 18.00 0.00 36.00 40.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: VENTURA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL VENTURA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 80.40 

VENTURA 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 60.00 60.00 57.00 63.00 NA 57.00 59.00 56.00 62.00 NA 85.00 89.00 81.00 82.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK NA NA NA

HISPANIC 53.00 56.00 53.00 58.00 NA 50.00 53.00 50.00 55.00 NA 87.00 82.00 83.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
58.00 58.00 54.00 59.00 NA 55.00 58.00 52.00 57.00 NA 88.00 82.00 83.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

43.00 46.00 49.00 54.00 NA 40.00 48.00 47.00 52.00 NA 82.00 83.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
36.00 39.00 43.00 NA 31.00 40.00 44.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 76.00 68.00 59.00 65.00 NA 71.00 69.00 63.00 68.00 NA

4 51.00 54.00 72.00 72.00 NA 54.00 60.00 63.00 68.00 NA

5 52.00 58.00 43.00 47.00 NA 46.00 46.00 42.00 46.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: WALKER MIDDLE SCHOOL WALKER MIDDLE SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 77.41 

WALKER 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 50.00 48.00 50.00 55.00 NA 47.00 46.00 48.00 53.00 NA 86.00 91.00 92.00 92.00 NA

WHITE 67.00 65.00 66.00 67.00 NA 63.00 65.00 66.00 73.00 NA 100.00 97.00 97.00 NA

BLACK 51.00 45.00 48.00 53.00 NA 39.00 39.00 44.00 48.00 NA 98.00 93.00 93.00 NA

HISPANIC 41.00 36.00 40.00 44.00 NA 40.00 35.00 37.00 41.00 NA 84.00 88.00 89.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
43.00 41.00 45.00 50.00 NA 42.00 41.00 43.00 47.00 NA 90.00 91.00 91.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

24.00 20.00 27.00 30.00 NA 23.00 21.00 24.00 26.00 NA 70.00 80.00 81.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
15.00 15.00 16.00 18.00 NA 19.00 16.00 17.00 19.00 NA 80.00 87.00 88.00 NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 61.00 50.00 53.00 58.00 NA 43.00 37.00 37.00 41.00 NA

7 51.00 54.00 53.00 58.00 NA 41.00 49.00 50.00 55.00 NA

8 39.00 39.00 44.00 48.00 NA 57.00 52.00 60.00 66.00 NA

9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: WASHINGTON SHORES ELEM. SCHOOL WASHINGTON SHORES ELEM. SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 91.07 

WASHINGTON SHORES 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 47.00 47.00 52.00 NA 39.00 49.00 50.00 55.00 NA 75.00 95.00 92.00 92.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 42.00 46.00 46.00 51.00 NA 39.00 48.00 49.00 54.00 NA 95.00 92.00 92.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
41.00 46.00 44.00 48.00 NA 39.00 48.00 51.00 56.00 NA 96.00 92.00 92.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

45.00 47.00 30.00 33.00 NA 48.00 70.00 73.00 74.00 NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
NA NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 53.00 47.00 45.00 50.00 NA 44.00 47.00 59.00 65.00 NA

4 40.00 42.00 42.00 46.00 NA 44.00 57.00 42.00 46.00 NA

5 28.00 52.00 54.00 59.00 NA 26.00 42.00 46.00 51.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/SchoolImproveInitiative/print.aspx (43 of 64)7/14/2009 1:57:16 PM



Untitled Page

10 NA NA

11 NA NA

12 NA NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/SchoolImproveInitiative/print.aspx (44 of 64)7/14/2009 1:57:16 PM



Untitled Page

School Achievement Data

1. School: WESTRIDGE MIDDLE SCHOOL WESTRIDGE MIDDLE SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 87.51 

WESTRIDGE 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 42.00 41.00 42.00 46.00 NA 36.00 39.00 38.00 42.00 NA 89.00 92.00 93.00 93.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 43.00 39.00 42.00 46.00 NA 32.00 36.00 31.00 34.00 NA 90.00 94.00 95.00 95.00 NA

HISPANIC 37.00 37.00 36.00 40.00 NA 34.00 35.00 40.00 44.00 NA 88.00 90.00 91.00 91.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
41.00 40.00 41.00 45.00 NA 34.00 37.00 38.00 42.00 NA 88.00 92.00 92.00 92.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

26.00 30.00 33.00 36.00 NA 24.00 25.00 29.00 32.00 NA 80.00 87.00 87.00 88.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
NA NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 44.00 45.00 46.00 51.00 NA 30.00 35.00 30.00 33.00 NA

7 49.00 44.00 53.00 58.00 NA 37.00 38.00 45.00 50.00 NA

8 32.00 33.00 25.00 28.00 NA 40.00 43.00 40.00 44.00 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: WHEATLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL WHEATLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 98.70 

WHEATLEY 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 37.00 33.00 36.00 NA 45.00 36.00 34.00 37.00 NA 91.00 95.00 89.00 90.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 38.00 32.00 28.00 31.00 NA 46.00 30.00 30.00 33.00 NA 93.00 93.00 NA

HISPANIC 54.00 43.00 45.00 50.00 NA 43.00 51.00 48.00 53.00 NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
43.00 35.00 33.00 36.00 NA 46.00 36.00 35.00 40.00 NA 91.00 95.00 89.00 90.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

39.00 27.00 30.00 NA 47.00 39.00 43.00 NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
NA NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 45.00 43.00 38.00 42.00 NA 48.00 46.00 44.00 48.00 NA

4 39.00 29.00 42.00 46.00 NA 45.00 35.00 39.00 42.00 NA

5 44.00 38.00 19.00 21.00 NA 41.00 21.00 17.00 19.00 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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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 
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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 

The district has identified the lack of extended focused practice with feedback with specific subgroups as a root cause for low academic 

achievement. The district reviewed student achievment data for grades 3-8 in reading, mathematics and writing, the organizational structure 

of the school and instructional methods with the same data from a high performing Title I schools within the district with a different 

organizational structure and instructional methods. Specifically, the data documents that were reviewed to determines the cause for low 

academic achievement include AYP reports, Benchmark Assessments, and FCAT Reports. 

Focusing resources to provide enhanced instructional interventions to intervene with specific students in low performing Title I schools will 

increase student achievment by an anticipated 5-10% in each core subject by using qualified teaching personnel in extended instruction with 

instructional resources. Implementing an additional 20-30 minutes per day of instruction or increasing individual instruction will allow students 

more time to increase their skills, provide focused practice and feedback, and allow for increased academic achievement. 
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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: Orange County Public Schools data analysis training focuses on creating and equipping participants with tools needed to study 

data from the district's benchmark assessments in preparation for the FCAT. The training is offered by the Accountability, Research & 

Assessment Department. Formal benchmark testing is completed for students in reading and math twice prior to the FCAT using the Edusoft 

system. Additionally, mini-assessments are given at each school to further chart progress in achievement of benchmarks for reading, math 

and science. Additional traning on analyzing assessment data per targeted subgroups and per distracter item analysis to determine where 

the instructional needs are the greatest relating to the non-AYP areas and particular test items is also provided. These detailed analyses will 

assists with differentiating instruction and promote understanding of the student progress in each area at each school. Data analysis best 

practices are aligned with research-based Florida Continuous Improvement Model (FCIM) is also a focus. Below are details of training that is 

provided. 

Advanced Edusoft I 

The class will cover the various reports which can be used to drive instruction and will include professional discussion on use cases, best 

practices, and strategies for the school site. This course will also include how to create custom groups, pull prior rosters, and how to use 

Report Builder. 

Advanced Edusoft II 

This course will focus on identifying trends and patterns within the Edusoft Benchmark results. Training on how to present data in a 

meaningful way for teachers and grade level meetings in order to make instructional decisions will be provided. Once patterns have been 

identified within the benchmark standards, next steps towards best practices for teaching the standards will also be presented by curriculum 

personnel. Attendees should be comfortable in accessing and generating the various Edusoft reports. 

The instruments used to assess students' progress on grade-level benchmarks are as follows: benchmark assessment, RtI, lesson study 

groups, and professional learning communities, teacher. This is assessment is given to students 3 times a year (September, December, and 

April) Benchmark assessments are followed with administering mini-asssessments to students based on level of mastery of the strands. The 

results of the assessments are used to drive instruction, interventions and differentiation. Furthermore, the LEA Support Team will conduct 

monthly visits and review of student data and progress toward the measured goals for SAFE HARBOR. 
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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 Dr. Peggy Rivers

Senior Director-Curriculum Services; -33 years educational experience including more than 

5 years as an elementary principal and district administrator of Preparing New Principals; 

professional consultant for school improvement.

2 Linda Dove

Director-Curriculum Services; 25 years of educational experience including 6 years as a 

middle and high school administrator 10 years district administrator-professional 

development; certified in secondary language arts and educational leadership.

3 Dr. Deedara Hicks

Senior Administrator of Curriculum Projects, Title I; with 20 years of educational experience 

including five years as an elementary principal; certification in elementary education and 

ESOL; success in bringing low performing schools to AYP status.

4 Dr. Marcie Mathews

Senior Administrator for Accountability and Assessment, Title I; with 21 years educational 

experience including 4 years as assistant principal in elementary schools; more than one 

year as district administrator in serving schools in data analysis.

5 Dianne Knight
Senior Administrator for Secondary Reading; 12 years of educational experience including 

elementary, preK, and secondary reading and language arts; 7 years as an administrator.

6 Ella Shanks

Senior Administrator of Elementary Reading; 13 years of educational experience including 

9 years in elementary school with service as a reading coach in high ESOL population; 4 

years with district reading team.

7 Vicki Brooks

Director of Title I Programs; with 33 years of educational experience including more than 5 

years as elementary principal and more than 10 years as district administrator coaching 

Title I schools in school improvement and professional development.

8 Margaret Gentile

Senior Director-Student Services; 37 years of educational experience including middle & 

high school; district admin. 20 years- alternative programs, Title I, ESOL, student 

progresssion; professor-Walden University-Literacy and Learning MSED program.

9 Marilyn Doyle-Patterson

Acting Deputy Superintendent of Instruction and Curriculum Services; 13 years educational 

experience with 8 years administration: high school assistant principal, middle school 

principal, Associate Superintendent of Curriculum and Student Services.

10 Karen Wilson

Executive Director of Student Accounting and Corrective Programs; 20 years educational 

experience with 10 years in administration: assistant principal, principalships at middle and 

high school; district liaison with DOE Regional DA interventions.
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11 Dr. Evelyn Chandler

Director of School Choice Services; 25 years educational experience with 15 years in 

administration; assistant principal at middle school, principal at high school, district ESE 

director.

 
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: Support Team will meet monthly to report on and review school progress for student achievement and implementation of the 

extended instructional intervention efforts. Schools will be visited monthly by team members and a checklist will be used to document 

observations and interviews with school staff. School visits will be random and also on a scheduled basis so that team members may observe 

the school efforts and conduct interviews. 

The LEA Support Team will use a checklist for the monitoring visits that will include review of: 

1. Data analysis of SAFE HARBOR targets 

2. Data analysis for identification of students who will be served 

3. Data analysis for instructional interventions 

4. Schedule of services; attendance logs 

5. Individual student progress measures 

6. Classroom efforts for achievement of SAFE HARBOR 

The LEA Support Team will advise the principal, Area Superintendent, Executive Area Director, and the Learning Community Senior 

Administrator of Curriculum of the monthly reviews. 

Different levels of oversight for schools involved in the grant are aligned with existing district efforts to support low performing schools. High 

priority schools based on Executive Cabinet designation have oversight in the following levels. Mollie Ray (Intervene status) and Memorial 

(SINI 5-D/69% AYP grade) are supervised by M. Doyle-Patterson and K. Wilson with weekly visits by district support staff. Monthly meetings 

are held with principals and school leadership teams. The following SINI 4, 5 and 6 schools are partnership schools and have bi-weekly 

school visits or contact by district staff and monthly meetings with principals and school leadership teams. Dr. Rivers and L. Dove oversee 

SINI 5 and 6 schools in Correct II status under 80% AYP: Engelwood, Hiawassee, Lake Weston, Memorial, Mollie Ray, and Pine Hills; and 

SINI 4 Correct II status under 80% AYP: Little River, McCoy, Rolling Hills, Carver, and Westridge; and Wheatley in Prevent II status. Dr. 

Hicks and Dr. Mathews oversee SINI 5 and 6 schools in Correct I status with grades A-C and over 80% AYP: Hungerford, Ridgewood Park, 

Washington Shores, Meadowbrook, Ivey Lane; and Correct II status schools SINI 5 and 6 under 80% AYP: Lovell, Orlo Vista, Catalina, and 

Palmetto; and Correct II status SINI 4 under 80% AYP: Azalea Park, Grand Avenue, Lancaster, Rosemont, Tildenville, Ventura, Jackson, 

Walker. Assisting Dr. Hicks and Dr. Mathews is V. Brooks and M. Gentile. Dr. Chandler will oversee Rio Grande Charter (SINI 5, Correct I-

grade C, 92% AYP) with monthly meetings. 
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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: To assist Title I students who are not achieving proficiency in reading the current capacity of the LEA is manifested through 

resources to the schools with the assignment of teacher allocations from district general operating funds based on student enrollment and the 

Class Size Amendment requirements. The LEA has assured via its hiring and personnel practices that highly qualified teachers are in the 

Title I schools to serve students. Additionally the LEA assures that educational paraprofessionals at these schools meet the highly qualified 

requirements of NCLB. The LEA provides each school budget with funding for textbook and technological instructional materials based on 

student enrollment count. Examples of these instructional materials include core reading program materials, supplemental materials, 

instructional software, and trade books: Houghton Mifflin, Imagine Station, Read 180, Corrective Reading, Success Maker, Kaleidoscope, 

Triumphs, Voyager Passport, Edge, Jamestown Navigator, IMPACT, Early Interventions, Elements of Reading-Vocabulary, Making Meaning. 

LEA funds also purchase computers and licensing for access to programs. 

Professional development allocations are provided by the LEA in each school budget based on student enrollment so that each school can 

implement professional development according to its School Improvement Plan. District training has been and is provided for reading 

coaches, resource teachers, and classroom teachers in the best practices for reading instruction. Dates include: August 13-Districtwide 

Professional Development Conference offering 250 work sessions on all content areas including an emphasis on reading. Sample sessions 

included: Successful Strategies for Facilitating Independent Reading, Vocabulary Strategies to Engage Your Students, Boys-The Tough to 

Teach in Reading, Using DIBELS Data to Develop Intervention Plans, Helping Struggling Readers-Interventions that Work, Teaching 

Academic Language through Content Area Classes, 10 Strategies to Support Diverse Learners, Elementary Reading Comprehension: 

Diagnosis, Remedies, and Results. For 2008-09 other training sessions have been held throughout the district on August 5, 7, 8, 11,12, 

14,21,26; September 2,3,4,5,19, 22,23, 25, 26, 29,30. October 2, 3, 8, 9, 14, 15, 20, 22, 23, 28, 30. Topics included CRISS, literacy centers, 

vocabulary, Classroom Walk Through analysis, Content Area Reading, Houghton Mifflin training, Imagine It, minority male strategies. The 

district has provided coaching for data analysis with benchmark assessments and on the targets to achieve the reduction in the percentage of 

non-proficient students in reading in order to be eligible for SAFE HARBOR on August 14, 19, 20, 21, 22, September 4, 10, 18, 22, 24, 29, 

and October 1. Follow up sessions include curriculum resource teacher, learning resource specialist, and reading coach training/meetings 

held on August 28, September 16, September 23, October 8, and November 18. 

This grant initiative will enhance the instructional efforts of the school by supplementing the instruction with extended instructional 

interventions provided by the staff hired for these efforts of working with targeted subgroups in reading to achieve AYP through the SAFE 

HARBOR measurement. Staff hired by the grant funds will work closely with classroom teachers and the school leadership team to provide 

the extended, focused instruction. 

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/SchoolImproveInitiative/print.aspx (55 of 64)7/14/2009 1:57:16 PM



Untitled Page

 
 
 
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: To assist Title I students who are not achieving proficiency in mathematics, the current capacity of the LEA is manifested through 

resources to the schools with the assignment of teacher allocations from district general operating funds based on student enrollment and the 

Class Size Amendment requirements. The LEA has assured via its hiring and personnel practices that highly qualified teachers are in the 

Title I schools to serve students. Additionally, the LEA assures that educational paraprofessionals at these schools meet the highly qualified 

requirements of NCLB. The LEA provides each school budget, with funding for textbook and technological instructional materials based on 

student enrollment count. Examples of instructional materials include core and supplemental math program materials (textbooks and 

instructional supplies) and instructional software: Everyday Math, SuccessMaker, AIMS, Alecks, Glencoe materials, Riverdeep, NCTM 

Navigators, Super Source. LEA funds also purchase computers and licensing for access to instructional programs. 

Professional development allocations are provided by the LEA in each school budget based on student enrollment so that each school can 

implement professional development according to its school improvement plan. District training has been and is provided for school staff in 

the best practices for writing instruction. Dates include: August 13 Districtwide Professional Development Conference offering 250 work 

sessions on all content areas including an emphasis on writing. Sample sessions included: FCAT Math, New Math Standards, Using the 

Glencoe Math Textbook, PRIME Framework, Crafting Creative Thinkers Through Math, DLM Math: Hands On Numeracy Instruction, 

Kinesthetic Math Instruction, New Task Analyses, Teaching Word Problems, Motivating Algebra, Closing the Achievement Gap in Math, 

Writing in Everyday Math, Interventions in Math Class, Issues and Challenges in Teaching and Learning Math. 

Other professional development sessions for 2008-09 in math have been held throughout the district on September 10, 11, 18, 23, 24, 25, 

October 2,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,16, 21, 22,23,27. Topics included: using math manipulatives, thinking maps for math, textbook teacher series, 

Everyday Math games, math centers, big ideas in math, FCAT math strategies, fraction operations, math interventions, Sunshine State 

Standards for math. 

The district has provided coaching for data analysis on benchmark assessments and on the targets to achieve the reduction in the 

percentage of non-proficient students in math in order to be eligible for SAFE HARBOR on August 14, 19, 20, 21, 22, September 4, 10, 18, 

22, 24, 29, and October 1. Follow up sessions include curriculum resource teacher, learning resource specialist, and coach training/meetings 

held on August 28, September 16, September 23, October 8, and November 18. Additional math specialist and leadership meetings/trainings 

were held on September 23, 25 and October 27. 

This grant initiative will enhance the instructional efforts of the school by supplementing the instruction with extended instructional 

interventions provided by the staff hired for these efforts in working with targeted subgroups in math to achieve AYP through the SAFE 

HARBOR measurement. Staff hired by the grant funds will work closely with classroom teachers and the school leadership team to provide 

the extended, focused instruction. 

 
 
 
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.  
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Response: To assist Title I students who are not achieving proficiency in writing, the current capacity of the LEA is manifested through 

resources to the schools with the assignment of teacher allocations from district general operating funds based on student enrollment and the 

Class Size Amendment requirements. The LEA has assured via its hiring and personnel practices that highly qualified teachers are in the 

Title I schools to serve students. Additionally, the LEA assures that educational paraprofessionals at these schools meet the highly qualified 

requirements of NCLB. The LEA provides each school budget with funding for textbook and technological instructional materials based on 

student enrollment count. Examples of instructional materials include writing curricula and instructional software: Write Future, Write Traits. 

LEA funds also purchase computers and licensing for access to instructional programs. 

Professional development allocations are provided by the LEA in each school budget based on student enrollment so that each school can 

implement professional development according to its school improvement plan. District training has been and is provided for school staff in 

the best practices for writing instruction. Dates include: August 13 Districtwide Professional Development Conference offering 250 work 

sessions on all content areas including an emphasis on writing. Sample sessions included: Cohesive writing; Pre-writing Strategies; Brain-

based Writing for Content Areas; Informational Literacy; Writing in the Digital Age; Learning the Writing Process in a Caring Community; 

Expository Composition; Writing Like An Author-Ways to Engage and Develop Students to Win at Writing; The Joy of Revision. 

Other professional development for 2008-09 have been held throughout the district on August 13, 27, September 3, 4, 9, 23, 24, October 

1,2,7,8,16,21,22. Topics have included Write Traits, Boy Writers, Mechanically Inclined (National consultant Jeff Anderson) Writing Leaders, 

4th Grade Writing Boost, FCAT Prep. Additionally classroom walk throughs and classroom modeling have been provided to schools (October 

23, 24, 27, 31).The district has provided coaching for data analysis on the targets for writing to achieve the gateway criterion in writing to be 

eligible for SAFE HARBOR (July 14, August 1,8, September 11, October 13, 22, 28.) Follow up sessions include curriculum resource teacher, 

learning resource specialist, and reading coach training/meetings held on August 28, September 16, September 23, October 8, and 

November 18. 

This grant initiative will enhance the instructional efforts of the school by supplementing the instruction with extended instructional 

interventions provided by the staff hired for these efforts in working with targeted students to achieve AYP in writing which is a required 

gateway for SAFE HARBOR measurement. Staff hired by the grant funds will work closely with classroom teachers and the school leadership 

team to provide the extended, focused instruction. 
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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.) 

●     CATALINA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     ENGELWOOD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     HIAWASSEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     HUNGERFORD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     IVEY LANE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     LAKE WESTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     LITTLE RIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     LOVELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     MEADOWBROOK MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     MEMORIAL MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     MICHAEL MCCOY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     MOLLIE E RAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     ORLO VISTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     PALMETTO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     PINE HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     RIDGEWOOD PARK ELEM. SCHOOL 

●     RIO GRANDE CHARTER SCHOOL 

●     VENTURA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     WALKER MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     WASHINGTON SHORES ELEM. SCHOOL 

●     WESTRIDGE MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     WHEATLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

 
 
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 

 
 
1e Description of research of effectiveness (or purpose)  

Response: Extended instructional practice is considered one of the high yield strategies analyzed by Robert Marzano in Classroom 

Instruction that Works: Research-based Strategies for Increasing Student Achievement (Marzano, Pickering, & Pollock, 2001) The research 

on extended instructional practice includes the importance of repeated practice sessions up to 24 times for achieving an 80% mastery. It also 

emphasizes the need for practice on specific elements of a complex skill or process. Originating with the Bloom studies in the 1970s and 

confirmed in later studies by Ross, Kumar, and others an increase of up to a 44 percentile gain can be realized. 
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Included in the principle of extended instructional intervention is another high yield strategy encouraged in the work of Marzano et al.: 

providing feedback. Research by John Hattie (1992) analyzing 8,000 studies stated: "The most powerful single modification that enhances 

achievement is feedback. Within the extended intervention sessions, students will also be involved with setting goals for achievement and in 

cooperative learning groups. Again, Marzano's meta-analyses include setting objectives and cooperative learning as high yield strategies of 

best instructional practice. The studies of Wise, Okey, Walberg, Lipsey and Wilson show an increase of 18 to 41 percentile gains when goal 

setting is used effectively to engage students in achievement. Five elements of cooperative learning as defined by Johnson and Johnson 

(1999) are positive interdependence, face-to-face promotive interaction, individual and group accountability, interpersonal and small group 

skills, and group processing. Cooperative learning has an effect size of .78 when compared with instructional strategies in which students 

work on tasks individually (Walberg, 1999, as cited in Marzano et al., 2001). 

 
 
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: Each school will provide extended instructional interventions by certified personnel in the following manner: 

3 times a week for 40 minutes or 2 times a week for 50 minutes 

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

Response: The principal will be in charge of hiring of the personnel and monitoring implementation and effectiveness of extended 

interventions. The principal will designate the CRT, Reading Coach, and/or Math Coach to monitor the scheduling and work of the tutors. 

There will be close collaboration with the classroom teacher who has the student in class and will report on the student's progress. Review of 

benchmark assessments will also indicate progress. LEA team members who will assist in the review of the instructional interventions will be 

district staff involved on the LEA team, D. Knight and E. Shanks and their staff, and the LEA members in charge of oversight of the school 

(identified in the LEA Support Team section). Furthermore the LEA team will participate in the monitoring of efforts and student progress with 

the monthly reviews, observations of the interventions, and use of the monitoring checklist. 

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

Response: The progress monitoring tools that will be used to track effectiveness of the extended targeted turoting will be the district's 

benchmark assessment, teacher instructional assessments and the LEA Support Team monitoring checklist, described in the LEA support 

team section. 

 
5. Frequency of progress monitoring of this strategy.  

Response: The district's benchmark assessment will be given 3 times a year to monitor students' progress. (September, December, and 

April) Mini-assessments will be provided to students who have not demonstrated mastery of the specific strands to further chart progress. Bi-

weekly reports can also be generated by the classroom teacher per the instructional program resources. Monthly monitoring reviews by the 

LEA Support Team will also assess progress. 

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

 
Response: All Title I dollar expenses are tracked by the district Title I office. There will not be a supplant versus supplement issue because 

the Title I district office and the school improvement initiative leadership team work together to ensure that identified programs are kept 

independent of each other, that funds are appropriately spent and tracked, that participants are appropriately identified, and that all related 

activities are monitored for compliance. 
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Supplanting will not occur with instructional personnel. Safeguards to ensure that no Title I funds pay for instructional positions mandated by 

the state or LEA are in place through OCPS Finance department and Title I. Therefore, the goal of having all required positions filled and paid 

for from district funds before Title I funds are expended for supplemental instructors will be met. The grant hires participating in this initiative 

will be subjected to the same hiring procedures described above. 

The instructional interventions will be supplemental to the regular school instruction and for the majority of time will be held during the school 

hours. There may however be some hours used before or after school. In these instances, there will not be a supplanting of SES services. 

Already SES applications have exceeded allotted slots(4612) based on FLDOE caps and 5,238 SES assignments have been placed as 

advised by FLDOE to accommodate as many students as possible accounting for attrition. There exists an SES waiting pool. The grant funds 

will allow more services to more students. 

SES required tutoring will be managed separately from all other instructional programs at participating Title I schools. There will be separate 

student learning plans, facilitators, tutors, materials and supplies, instruction locations, funding, and implementation for each SES program at 

participating schools. 

 
 
7. Strategic Imperative this strategy addresses: 3.1.a 

 
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: The target population of this strategy will be aYP subgroups not meeting the state benchmark of proficience. A review of the 

school participating in this initiative reveal that the subgroups are Black, Hispanic, Economically Disadvantaged, English Language Learners, 

and Students with Disabilities. The intent of the extended instructional interventions is to close the achievement gap and by reducing the 

percentages of non-proficient students in the identified subgroups and contents achieve Safe Harbor. 
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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: The district website will be used to provide information about the application to staff, parents, the community, and students who 

have access to the internet. This information will be posted upon approval of application and be accessible 24/7 until the project period ends 

July 31, 2009. 

Schools receiving funds from this grant will provide information about the application on their school websites to staff, parents, the 

community, and students who have access to the internet. This information will be posted upon approval of application and be accessible 

24/7 until the project period ends July 31, 2009. 

Schools receiving funds from this grant will provide information about the application in the school newsletter after approval of the application. 

This notification will address parents, staff, and students. This will be a one time notification through this method. 

Information about the application will be provided to SACs upon approval of the application and they will receive monthly updates for the 

remainder of the school year on progress toward meeting student achievement goals. 

There will be a note included on each of these methods that the program description will be available in hard copy format for the home 

language of the parent. The copy of the application will be available at the district office. The program description will be provided in English, 

Spanish, Hatian Creole, and Vietnamese. 
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Budget

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

B. NAME OF ELIGIBLE RECIPIENT: Orange

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 5100 130

Hire Staff to provide tutoring/extended Learning Opportunities. 

Tutoring will be provided in reading/math/writing FCAT skills; 

Students in subgroups not meeting AYP measures will be targeted. 

Staff will include fulltime or part-time, or extra hourly depending upon 

available candidates. Grant will be hired as tutors and will be certified 

teachers. FLDOE and NCLB guidelines for tutors will be followed.

0.5 489588.00

2 5100 210 Benefits: Retirement 9.85% 0.5 48224.00

3 5100 220 Benefits: FICA 7.85% 0.5 38432.00

4 5100 231 Benefits: Health Insurance 0.5 57398.00

5 5100 232 Benefits: Life Insurance .0143% 0.5 700.00

6 5100 240 Benefits: Worker's Comp. .0038% 0.5 1800.00

7 5100 250 Benefits: Unemploy. Comp. .00071% 0.5 348.00

8 5100 290 Benefits: Other Personnel Cost .03135% 0.5 15494.00

9 5100 510

Materials & Supplies will be purchased for the extended instructional 

interventions for the target subgroups to be served in reading, math, 

or writing. 

0.0 22767.17

Total 674751.17

 

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: Orange

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 5100 130

Hire Staff to provide tutoring/extended Learning Opportunities. 

Tutoring will be provided in reading/math FCAT skill; students in 

subgroups not meeting AYP targets will be targeted. Staff will include 

fulltime or part-time, or extra hourly depending upon available 

candidates. Grant will be hired as tutors and will be certified 

teachers. FLDOE and NCLB guidelines for tutors will be followed.

0.5 700250.00

2 5100 210 Benefits: Retirement 9.85% 0.5 68974.00

3 5100 220 Benefits: FICA 7.85% 0.5 54969.00

4 5100 231 Health Insurance 0.5 57398.00

5 5100 232 Benefits: Life Insurance .00172% 0.5 1001.00

6 5100 240 Worker's Comp. .0038% 0.5 2660.00

7 5100 250 Unemploy. Comp. .00071% 0.5 497.00

8 5100 290 Other Personnel Costs .03135% 0.5 22162.00

9 5100 510

Materials and Supplies Materials & Supplies will be purchased for the 

extended instructional interventions for the target subgroups to be 

served in reading, math, or writing. 

0.0 47870.19

Total 955781.19

 

DOE 101
 

Dr. Eric J. Smith, Commissioner

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/SchoolImproveInitiative/print.aspx (63 of 64)7/14/2009 1:57:16 PM



Untitled Page

 
 

 

DOE Home   |   Commissioner   |   Board of Education   |   Contact Us   |   DOE Paperless   |   Open Government   |   Site Index 

For questions & comments regarding education issues: Commissioner@fldoe.org | For questions & comments regarding this Web site: E-mail Webmaster  

Accessibility | Copyright Florida Department of Education ©2005 | Privacy Statement | Public Records  

Free Downloads: Acrobat Reader | Excel Viewer 2003 | Word Viewer 97/2000 | PowerPoint Viewer 2003  

Under Florida law, e-mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your e-mail address released in response to a public-records request, do not send electronic 

mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by phone or in writing. 

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/SchoolImproveInitiative/print.aspx (64 of 64)7/14/2009 1:57:16 PM

http://www.fldoe.org/default.asp
http://www.fldoe.org/commissioner
http://www.fldoe.org/board
http://www.fldoe.org/department/contact.asp
http://www.fldoe.org/Paperless
http://www.fldoe.org/government/
http://www.fldoe.org/SiteIndex
mailto:Commissioner@fldoe.org
http://www.fldoe.org/Department/Webmail/contactformemail.asp
http://www.myflorida.com/myflorida/accessibility.html
http://www.myflorida.com/myflorida/copyright.html
http://www.myflorida.com/myflorida/privacy.html
http://www.fldoe.org/disclaimer/publicRecords.asp
http://www.adobe.com/products/acrobat/readstep2.html
http://www.microsoft.com/downloads/details.aspx?FamilyID=c8378bf4-996c-4569-b547-75edbd03aaf0&displaylang=EN
http://www.microsoft.com/downloads/details.aspx?FamilyID=2FDEB555-09AF-4CD1-8A18-583B0C31FF9B&displaylang=EN
http://www.microsoft.com/downloads/details.aspx?FamilyID=428d5727-43ab-4f24-90b7-a94784af71a4&displaylang=en

	fldoe.org
	Untitled Page


	NBDEFMAHIKMINEEKNLHBAFPBCFIELPEFAB: 
	form1: 
	x: 
	f1: 
	f18: /wEWEAKav43tDQKNnrbHAwKoh9TcDQLXy/qcDwLytJiyCQKh+b7yCgK84tyHBQLrpoPIBgKGkKFdArXUx50CAtC95bIMAqiHlMULAqiHgOoCAqiHvPsMAqiHqKAEAoDiyWOTr9TmYwbYjqOfRgZbv9A8U9dL8g==

	f16: Go




