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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: 

PALM BEACH 

3340 FOREST HILL BLVD # C-316 

WEST PALM BEACH, FL 33406 

DOE USE ONLY

Date Received

B) Applicant Contact Information: 

Contact Name: 

First Name:
Celia MI:

B 

Last 

Name: 
Elrod

Mailing Address: 3300 Forest Hill Blvd. Suite C 216 

West Palm Beach, Fl 33406 

*Telephone Number (xxx-xxx-xxxx):561-434-8446 Ext:  

Fax Number (xxx-xxx-xxxx):561-357-7501 E-mail Address:elrod@palmbeach.k12.fl.us 

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: $1020061.64 

D) Total Funds Requested: 

Allocation: $1971298.71 

Total Approved Funds:  

(DOE USE ONLY) 

  $

Total Approved Funds:  

(DOE USE ONLY) 

  $
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CERTIFICATION 

I Arthur Johnson 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: BEAR LAKES MIDDLE SCHOOL BEAR LAKES MIDDLE SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 82.15 

BEAR LAKES 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 37.00 37.00 43.00 49.00 NA 38.00 39.00 45.00 51.00 NA 94.00 89.00 91.00 91.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 33.00 32.00 40.00 46.00 NA 33.00 34.00 38.00 45.00 NA 94.00 89.00 91.00 91.00 NA

HISPANIC 37.00 44.00 46.00 52.00 NA 46.00 44.00 51.00 56.00 NA 91.00 86.00 94.00 94.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
33.00 33.00 40.00 46.00 NA 34.00 34.00 42.00 48.00 NA 91.00 88.00 90.00 91.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

NA NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
16.00 10.00 24.00 32.00 NA 18.00 9.00 22.00 30.00 NA 81.00 66.00 69.00 70.00 NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 46.00 33.00 40.00 42.00 NA 34.00 25.00 30.00 32.00 NA

7 40.00 52.00 45.00 47.00 NA 35.00 51.00 49.00 51.00 NA

8 29.00 29.00 44.00 46.00 NA 44.00 45.00 56.00 59.00 NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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11 NA NA

12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: BELLE GLADE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL BELLE GLADE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 98.36 

BELLE GLADE 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 42.00 39.00 46.00 NA 40.00 46.00 50.00 55.00 NA 88.00 96.00 96.00 96.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 42.00 38.00 30.00 37.00 NA 38.00 40.00 41.00 47.00 NA 87.00 94.00 94.00 94.00 NA

HISPANIC 46.00 48.00 52.00 67.00 NA 45.00 54.00 64.00 68.00 NA 100.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
44.00 42.00 39.00 46.00 NA 40.00 46.00 50.00 55.00 NA 87.00 96.00 97.00 97.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

40.00 41.00 46.00 52.00 NA 43.00 53.00 59.00 64.00 NA 87.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
9.00 13.00 16.00 25.00 NA 15.00 21.00 27.00 35.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 49.00 45.00 51.00 54.00 NA 51.00 55.00 68.00 71.00 NA

4 40.00 37.00 31.00 33.00 NA 42.00 48.00 49.00 51.00 NA

5 42.00 45.00 36.00 38.00 NA 26.00 33.00 38.00 40.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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11 NA NA

12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: BERKSHIRE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL BERKSHIRE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 72.83 

BERKSHIRE 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 61.00 59.00 65.00 NA 54.00 66.00 64.00 68.00 NA 92.00 88.00 94.00 95.00 NA

WHITE 76.00 70.00 62.00 65.00 NA 62.00 77.00 71.00 71.00 NA NA

BLACK NA NA NA

HISPANIC 49.00 57.00 60.00 65.00 NA 50.00 66.00 63.00 68.00 NA 88.00 89.00 90.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
54.00 58.00 55.00 60.00 NA 51.00 64.00 59.00 64.00 NA 84.00 94.00 95.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

45.00 60.00 55.00 60.00 NA 46.00 64.00 59.00 64.00 NA 89.00 90.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
30.00 33.00 36.00 43.00 NA 30.00 52.00 41.00 47.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 57.00 67.00 65.00 68.00 NA 63.00 80.00 73.00 77.00 NA

4 70.00 53.00 64.00 67.00 NA 61.00 66.00 65.00 68.00 NA

5 55.00 66.00 49.00 51.00 NA 41.00 51.00 53.00 56.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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11 NA NA

12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: CARVER MIDDLE SCHOOL CARVER MIDDLE SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 61.82 

CARVER 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 44.00 47.00 53.00 NA 41.00 45.00 48.00 54.00 NA 93.00 95.00 93.00 94.00 NA

WHITE 79.00 83.00 83.00 83.00 NA 81.00 82.00 84.00 84.00 NA 100.00 100.00 100.00 NA

BLACK 30.00 32.00 36.00 43.00 NA 28.00 33.00 36.00 43.00 NA 91.00 94.00 90.00 91.00 NA

HISPANIC 51.00 45.00 50.00 55.00 NA 45.00 45.00 56.00 61.00 NA 93.00 88.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
33.00 38.00 39.00 46.00 NA 31.00 37.00 38.00 45.00 NA 89.00 92.00 91.00 92.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

17.00 14.00 13.00 22.00 NA 15.00 12.00 19.00 28.00 NA 76.00 74.00 70.00 71.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
13.00 16.00 18.00 27.00 NA 12.00 13.00 15.00 24.00 NA 77.00 93.00 88.00 89.00 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 49.00 47.00 49.00 NA 36.00 38.00 47.00 49.00 NA

7 47.00 50.00 52.00 55.00 NA 42.00 49.00 45.00 47.00 NA

8 35.00 35.00 42.00 44.00 NA 44.00 46.00 52.00 55.00 NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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11 NA NA

12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: CONGRESS COMMUNITY MIDDLE SCHL CONGRESS COMMUNITY MIDDLE SCHL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 61.43 

CONGRESS COMMUNITY MIDDLE 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 45.00 46.00 47.00 53.00 NA 43.00 47.00 49.00 55.00 NA 92.00 94.00 94.00 95.00 NA

WHITE 61.00 66.00 76.00 77.00 NA 62.00 66.00 78.00 79.00 NA 94.00 94.00 95.00 NA

BLACK 39.00 38.00 38.00 45.00 NA 35.00 37.00 38.00 45.00 NA 91.00 94.00 94.00 95.00 NA

HISPANIC 42.00 48.00 49.00 55.00 NA 46.00 54.00 54.00 59.00 NA 88.00 92.00 92.00 93.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
41.00 41.00 41.00 47.00 NA 39.00 42.00 42.00 48.00 NA 88.00 92.00 94.00 95.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

24.00 26.00 25.00 33.00 NA 26.00 27.00 30.00 37.00 NA 81.00 84.00 91.00 92.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
18.00 24.00 22.00 30.00 NA 18.00 22.00 26.00 34.00 NA 77.00 80.00 90.00 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 52.00 53.00 53.00 56.00 NA 43.00 44.00 42.00 44.00 NA

7 49.00 51.00 51.00 54.00 NA 40.00 45.00 50.00 58.00 NA

8 34.00 34.00 36.00 38.00 NA 47.00 53.00 56.00 59.00 NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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11 NA NA

12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: CONNISTON MIDDLE SCHOOL CONNISTON MIDDLE SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 73.52 

CONNISTON 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 45.00 48.00 54.00 NA 51.00 48.00 49.00 55.00 NA 92.00 94.00 94.00 95.00 NA

WHITE 67.00 73.00 68.00 68.00 NA 64.00 71.00 68.00 68.00 NA 93.00 94.00 95.00 NA

BLACK 47.00 31.00 40.00 46.00 NA 40.00 32.00 37.00 44.00 NA 89.00 94.00 95.00 96.00 NA

HISPANIC 45.00 41.00 44.00 50.00 NA 52.00 46.00 47.00 53.00 NA 93.00 92.00 92.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
45.00 41.00 43.00 49.00 NA 48.00 43.00 45.00 51.00 NA 93.00 93.00 94.00 94.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

25.00 22.00 24.00 32.00 NA 30.00 25.00 31.00 38.00 NA 84.00 84.00 81.00 82.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
21.00 24.00 23.00 31.00 NA 22.00 25.00 23.00 31.00 NA 81.00 80.00 NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 59.00 52.00 52.00 55.00 NA 51.00 44.00 41.00 43.00 NA

7 55.00 50.00 53.00 56.00 NA 48.00 47.00 52.00 55.00 NA

8 36.00 32.00 39.00 45.00 NA 54.00 52.00 57.00 60.00 NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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11 NA NA

12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: CROSSPOINTE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL CROSSPOINTE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 79.22 

CROSSPOINTE 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 57.00 59.00 54.00 59.00 NA 49.00 54.00 57.00 62.00 NA 91.00 92.00 87.00 88.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 49.00 53.00 45.00 51.00 NA 38.00 45.00 50.00 55.00 NA 91.00 91.00 88.00 89.00 NA

HISPANIC 60.00 71.00 71.00 NA 60.00 73.00 73.00 NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
53.00 55.00 51.00 56.00 NA 44.00 47.00 54.00 59.00 NA 90.00 90.00 88.00 89.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

42.00 51.00 39.00 46.00 NA 33.00 35.00 46.00 52.00 NA 85.00 89.00 79.00 80.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
30.00 25.00 33.00 NA 31.00 37.00 44.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 64.00 61.00 53.00 56.00 NA 56.00 63.00 63.00 66.00 NA

4 54.00 60.00 58.00 61.00 NA 46.00 60.00 62.00 65.00 NA

5 53.00 57.00 53.00 56.00 NA 45.00 38.00 48.00 56.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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11 NA NA

12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: EVERGLADES PREPARATORY ACADEMY EVERGLADES PREPARATORY ACADEMY  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 88.89 

EVERGLADES PREPARATORY ACADEMY 

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 1.00 11.00 1.00 25.00 NA 10.00 6.00 16.00 25.00 NA 62.00 92.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK NA NA NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
NA 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 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 0.00 0.00 0.00 25.00 NA 10.00 3.00 18.00 25.00 NA
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11 NA NA

12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: FOREST HILL COMMUNITY HIGH SCH FOREST HILL COMMUNITY HIGH SCH  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 54.39 

FOREST HILL COMMUNITY HIGH SCH 

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 30.00 30.00 37.00 NA 58.00 60.00 63.00 68.00 NA 83.00 88.00 93.00 94.00 NA

WHITE 56.00 55.00 48.00 54.00 NA 78.00 77.00 75.00 75.00 NA 96.00 93.00 94.00 NA

BLACK 22.00 17.00 21.00 29.00 NA 48.00 44.00 45.00 51.00 NA 85.00 92.00 93.00 NA

HISPANIC 21.00 25.00 27.00 35.00 NA 50.00 57.00 63.00 68.00 NA 85.00 93.00 94.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
25.00 23.00 28.00 36.00 NA 53.00 54.00 57.00 62.00 NA 85.00 91.00 92.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

6.00 7.00 6.00 16.00 NA 33.00 46.00 48.00 54.00 NA 73.00 82.00 83.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
18.00 15.00 14.00 23.00 NA 22.00 26.00 30.00 37.00 NA 61.00 88.00 89.00 NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 34.00 32.00 34.00 36.00 NA 60.00 57.00 63.00 66.00 NA

10 27.00 28.00 26.00 27.00 NA 55.00 64.00 62.00 65.00 NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: FOREST PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL FOREST PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 91.72 

FOREST PARK 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 40.00 44.00 39.00 46.00 NA 47.00 48.00 50.00 55.00 NA 76.00 81.00 93.00 94.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 37.00 42.00 35.00 42.00 NA 43.00 46.00 44.00 50.00 NA 79.00 80.00 81.00 NA

HISPANIC 44.00 43.00 42.00 48.00 NA 53.00 51.00 63.00 68.00 NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
39.00 43.00 39.00 46.00 NA 46.00 47.00 49.00 55.00 NA 81.00 92.00 93.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

38.00 42.00 33.00 40.00 NA 42.00 47.00 47.00 53.00 NA 79.00 90.00 91.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
15.00 26.00 15.00 24.00 NA 37.00 32.00 39.00 46.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 47.00 49.00 33.00 35.00 NA 57.00 57.00 45.00 47.00 NA

4 38.00 35.00 52.00 55.00 NA 44.00 58.00 61.00 64.00 NA

5 31.00 51.00 33.00 35.00 NA 36.00 29.00 46.00 48.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: GALAXY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL GALAXY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 85.15 

GALAXY 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 47.00 39.00 46.00 NA 54.00 44.00 41.00 47.00 NA 95.00 85.00 86.00 87.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 45.00 45.00 38.00 45.00 NA 53.00 41.00 37.00 44.00 NA 85.00 86.00 87.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
44.00 46.00 38.00 45.00 NA 53.00 43.00 41.00 47.00 NA 86.00 87.00 88.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

35.00 42.00 29.00 37.00 NA 43.00 33.00 32.00 39.00 NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
46.00 46.00 34.00 41.00 NA 45.00 39.00 32.00 39.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 43.00 51.00 40.00 42.00 NA 60.00 48.00 43.00 45.00 NA

4 40.00 43.00 41.00 43.00 NA 53.00 40.00 48.00 50.00 NA

5 55.00 49.00 38.00 40.00 NA 47.00 44.00 32.00 34.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: GLADES CENTRAL HIGH SCHOOL GLADES CENTRAL HIGH SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 89.50 

GLADES CENTRAL HIGH 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 14.00 15.00 16.00 25.00 NA 46.00 42.00 47.00 53.00 NA 82.00 85.00 85.00 86.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 13.00 12.00 13.00 22.00 NA 43.00 37.00 41.00 47.00 NA 84.00 84.00 85.00 NA

HISPANIC 14.00 20.00 21.00 29.00 NA 51.00 57.00 62.00 68.00 NA 88.00 87.00 88.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
14.00 14.00 16.00 25.00 NA 46.00 43.00 47.00 53.00 NA 85.00 83.00 84.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

21.00 22.00 NA 27.00 32.00 NA 57.00 51.00 52.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
29.00 18.00 9.00 19.00 NA 39.00 18.00 25.00 33.00 NA 63.00 66.00 67.00 NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 16.00 15.00 20.00 21.00 NA 43.00 37.00 50.00 53.00 NA

10 12.00 13.00 11.00 12.00 NA 48.00 49.00 44.00 46.00 NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: GOLD COAST COMMUNITY SCHOOL GOLD COAST COMMUNITY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 79.01 

GOLD COAST COMMUNITY 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 13.00 20.00 11.00 20.00 NA 11.00 12.00 23.00 31.00 NA 80.00 91.00 90.00 91.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 13.00 17.00 0.00 19.00 NA 6.00 8.00 18.00 27.00 NA 94.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
13.00 19.00 11.00 20.00 NA 11.00 11.00 23.00 31.00 NA 100.00 91.00 92.00 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 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 NA NA

7 18.00 37.00 20.00 21.00 NA 3.00 13.00 11.00 12.00 NA

8 8.00 11.00 8.00 9.00 NA 17.00 13.00 24.00 25.00 NA

9 0.00 0.00 7.00 8.00 NA 0.00 0.00 29.00 30.00 NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: GOVE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL GOVE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 90.59 

GOVE 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 62.00 NA 55.00 59.00 61.00 65.00 NA 93.00 96.00 87.00 88.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 54.00 54.00 49.00 55.00 NA 45.00 53.00 54.00 59.00 NA NA

HISPANIC 60.00 58.00 57.00 62.00 NA 58.00 60.00 62.00 68.00 NA 99.00 90.00 91.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
59.00 58.00 54.00 59.00 NA 53.00 57.00 59.00 64.00 NA 96.00 87.00 88.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

53.00 46.00 47.00 53.00 NA 50.00 49.00 52.00 57.00 NA 98.00 88.00 89.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
34.00 29.00 38.00 45.00 NA 34.00 43.00 52.00 57.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 62.00 59.00 60.00 63.00 NA 54.00 67.00 63.00 66.00 NA

4 61.00 52.00 49.00 51.00 NA 59.00 64.00 63.00 66.00 NA

5 61.00 67.00 60.00 63.00 NA 60.00 46.00 66.00 69.00 NA

6 54.00 67.00 59.00 62.00 NA 50.00 55.00 52.00 55.00 NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: HIGHLAND ELEMENTARY SCHOOL HIGHLAND ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 95.49 

HIGHLAND 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 49.00 51.00 55.00 60.00 NA 57.00 51.00 58.00 63.00 NA 95.00 93.00 94.00 95.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 47.00 51.00 62.00 65.00 NA 44.00 47.00 58.00 63.00 NA 83.00 NA

HISPANIC 44.00 49.00 51.00 56.00 NA 60.00 55.00 59.00 64.00 NA 91.00 92.00 93.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
48.00 50.00 55.00 60.00 NA 56.00 50.00 58.00 63.00 NA 94.00 95.00 96.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

42.00 51.00 45.00 51.00 NA 52.00 51.00 52.00 57.00 NA 95.00 92.00 93.00 94.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
31.00 27.00 30.00 37.00 NA 31.00 31.00 38.00 45.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 64.00 54.00 51.00 54.00 NA 63.00 65.00 57.00 60.00 NA

4 32.00 46.00 57.00 60.00 NA 50.00 50.00 60.00 63.00 NA

5 53.00 53.00 60.00 63.00 NA 59.00 39.00 58.00 61.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: HOWELL L. WATKINS MIDDLE SCHL HOWELL L. WATKINS MIDDLE SCHL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 68.55 

HOWELL L. WATKINS MIDDLE 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 42.00 41.00 40.00 46.00 NA 39.00 39.00 39.00 46.00 NA 90.00 95.00 94.00 95.00 NA

WHITE 62.00 57.00 61.00 65.00 NA 63.00 62.00 71.00 72.00 NA 98.00 99.00 99.00 NA

BLACK 32.00 31.00 30.00 37.00 NA 27.00 26.00 26.00 34.00 NA 89.00 96.00 91.00 92.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
33.00 35.00 35.00 42.00 NA 31.00 33.00 31.00 38.00 NA 87.00 95.00 91.00 92.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

NA NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
15.00 13.00 18.00 27.00 NA 20.00 18.00 19.00 29.00 NA 78.00 92.00 76.00 77.00 NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 48.00 41.00 40.00 42.00 NA 34.00 28.00 29.00 30.00 NA

7 48.00 49.00 44.00 46.00 NA 41.00 42.00 38.00 40.00 NA

8 29.00 34.00 34.00 36.00 NA 41.00 49.00 53.00 56.00 NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: INDIAN PINES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL INDIAN PINES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 81.99 

INDIAN PINES 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 61.00 60.00 52.00 57.00 NA 51.00 66.00 61.00 65.00 NA 97.00 97.00 90.00 91.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 56.00 53.00 48.00 54.00 NA 43.00 58.00 55.00 60.00 NA 96.00 96.00 90.00 91.00 NA

HISPANIC 62.00 64.00 55.00 60.00 NA 53.00 73.00 66.00 67.00 NA 98.00 91.00 92.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
57.00 56.00 48.00 54.00 NA 47.00 62.00 58.00 63.00 NA 97.00 96.00 88.00 89.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

52.00 54.00 45.00 51.00 NA 39.00 57.00 54.00 59.00 NA 95.00 96.00 89.00 90.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
20.00 40.00 32.00 39.00 NA 23.00 45.00 46.00 52.00 NA 94.00 NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 69.00 60.00 56.00 59.00 NA 50.00 71.00 68.00 71.00 NA

4 55.00 62.00 47.00 49.00 NA 58.00 74.00 59.00 62.00 NA

5 59.00 58.00 52.00 55.00 NA 45.00 52.00 56.00 59.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: JOHN F. KENNEDY MIDDLE SCHOOL JOHN F. KENNEDY MIDDLE SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 86.30 

JOHN F. KENNEDY 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 25.00 26.00 26.00 34.00 NA 30.00 29.00 29.00 37.00 NA 90.00 95.00 93.00 94.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 24.00 24.00 24.00 32.00 NA 29.00 28.00 28.00 36.00 NA 91.00 95.00 94.00 95.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
24.00 25.00 24.00 32.00 NA 29.00 28.00 29.00 37.00 NA 90.00 95.00 93.00 94.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

NA NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
11.00 12.00 15.00 24.00 NA 11.00 11.00 14.00 23.00 NA 58.00 80.00 88.00 89.00 NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 30.00 25.00 28.00 29.00 NA 22.00 19.00 28.00 29.00 NA

7 29.00 35.00 28.00 29.00 NA 30.00 28.00 25.00 26.00 NA

8 16.00 19.00 21.00 22.00 NA 37.00 42.00 37.00 39.00 NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: JOSEPH LITTLES-NGUZO SABA JOSEPH LITTLES-NGUZO SABA  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 92.59 

JOSEPH LITTLES-NGUZO SABA 

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 35.00 35.00 26.00 34.00 NA 19.00 20.00 16.00 25.00 NA 92.00 89.00 90.00 91.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 35.00 36.00 27.00 35.00 NA 19.00 21.00 16.00 25.00 NA NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
32.00 35.00 29.00 37.00 NA 21.00 21.00 17.00 26.00 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 NA NA

4 67.00 30.00 36.00 38.00 NA 33.00 20.00 9.00 10.00 NA

5 NA NA

6 NA NA

7 43.00 33.00 25.00 26.00 NA 21.00 7.00 8.00 9.00 NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: K CUNNINGHAM/CANAL POINT ELEM K CUNNINGHAM/CANAL POINT ELEM  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 96.76 

K CUNNINGHAM/CANAL POINT 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 40.00 42.00 42.00 48.00 NA 46.00 57.00 60.00 64.00 NA 90.00 92.00 93.00 94.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 37.00 38.00 38.00 45.00 NA 43.00 53.00 60.00 64.00 NA 87.00 92.00 93.00 94.00 NA

HISPANIC 46.00 47.00 50.00 55.00 NA 51.00 61.00 58.00 63.00 NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
40.00 41.00 42.00 48.00 NA 47.00 56.00 60.00 64.00 NA 90.00 92.00 93.00 94.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

43.00 43.00 43.00 49.00 NA 47.00 55.00 53.00 58.00 NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
23.00 19.00 33.00 40.00 NA 36.00 40.00 51.00 56.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 48.00 46.00 36.00 38.00 NA 57.00 67.00 61.00 64.00 NA

4 38.00 45.00 43.00 45.00 NA 59.00 75.00 64.00 67.00 NA

5 39.00 34.00 48.00 50.00 NA 25.00 40.00 63.00 66.00 NA

6 35.00 42.00 40.00 42.00 NA 43.00 47.00 49.00 51.00 NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: LAKE SHORE ANNEX LAKE SHORE ANNEX  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 86.61 

LAKE SHORE ANNEX 

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 19.00 13.00 13.00 20.00 NA 14.00 19.00 12.00 21.00 NA 93.00 89.00 68.00 69.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 10.00 10.00 19.00 NA 10.00 10.00 19.00 NA NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
19.00 11.00 11.00 20.00 NA 10.00 18.00 11.00 20.00 NA 73.00 74.00 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 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 0.00 0.00 2.00 3.00 NA 0.00 0.00 15.00 16.00 NA

10 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 NA 0.00 0.00 10.00 11.00 NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: LAKE SHORE MIDDLE SCHOOL LAKE SHORE MIDDLE SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 94.14 

LAKE SHORE 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 24.00 28.00 32.00 39.00 NA 29.00 37.00 46.00 52.00 NA 89.00 90.00 91.00 91.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 21.00 28.00 29.00 37.00 NA 24.00 34.00 42.00 48.00 NA 88.00 90.00 91.00 91.00 NA

HISPANIC 30.00 28.00 41.00 47.00 NA 41.00 42.00 59.00 64.00 NA 91.00 90.00 91.00 91.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
23.00 28.00 32.00 39.00 NA 29.00 37.00 46.00 52.00 NA 89.00 89.00 90.00 90.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

10.00 11.00 21.00 29.00 NA 23.00 27.00 36.00 43.00 NA 84.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
1.00 9.00 15.00 24.00 NA 8.00 15.00 25.00 33.00 NA 60.00 71.00 94.00 94.00 NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 25.00 29.00 33.00 35.00 NA 26.00 31.00 31.00 33.00 NA

7 27.00 37.00 38.00 40.00 NA 26.00 41.00 53.00 56.00 NA

8 18.00 21.00 25.00 26.00 NA 36.00 39.00 54.00 57.00 NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/SchoolImproveInitiative/print.aspx (47 of 123)7/14/2009 2:00:01 PM



Untitled Page

11 NA NA

12 NA NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/SchoolImproveInitiative/print.aspx (48 of 123)7/14/2009 2:00:01 PM



Untitled Page

School Achievement Data

1. School: LAKE WORTH COMMUNITY MIDDLE LAKE WORTH COMMUNITY MIDDLE  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 91.86 

LAKE WORTH COMMUNITY MIDDLE 

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 29.00 34.00 32.00 39.00 NA 35.00 44.00 42.00 48.00 NA 88.00 87.00 86.00 87.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 27.00 30.00 31.00 38.00 NA 28.00 36.00 35.00 42.00 NA 86.00 89.00 86.00 87.00 NA

HISPANIC 27.00 31.00 30.00 37.00 NA 34.00 45.00 44.00 50.00 NA 85.00 84.00 86.00 87.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
29.00 32.00 31.00 38.00 NA 34.00 42.00 41.00 47.00 NA 87.00 88.00 85.00 86.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

13.00 15.00 13.00 22.00 NA 15.00 26.00 24.00 32.00 NA 67.00 78.00 71.00 72.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
10.00 14.00 19.00 28.00 NA 16.00 24.00 24.00 32.00 NA 81.00 72.00 68.00 69.00 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 38.00 33.00 35.00 NA 31.00 31.00 30.00 32.00 NA

7 33.00 39.00 38.00 40.00 NA 30.00 46.00 39.00 41.00 NA

8 22.00 25.00 26.00 27.00 NA 44.00 52.00 56.00 59.00 NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/SchoolImproveInitiative/print.aspx (49 of 123)7/14/2009 2:00:01 PM



Untitled Page

11 NA NA

12 NA NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/SchoolImproveInitiative/print.aspx (50 of 123)7/14/2009 2:00:01 PM



Untitled Page

School Achievement Data

1. School: LANTANA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL LANTANA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 71.01 

LANTANA 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 59.00 55.00 60.00 NA 48.00 58.00 60.00 64.00 NA 84.00 95.00 95.00 95.00 NA

WHITE 62.00 68.00 69.00 69.00 NA 62.00 66.00 75.00 75.00 NA 94.00 94.00 NA

BLACK 37.00 47.00 37.00 44.00 NA 27.00 45.00 42.00 48.00 NA NA

HISPANIC 62.00 59.00 54.00 59.00 NA 52.00 59.00 57.00 62.00 NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
51.00 55.00 50.00 55.00 NA 45.00 56.00 54.00 59.00 NA 94.00 94.00 94.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

34.00 43.00 39.00 46.00 NA 31.00 47.00 47.00 53.00 NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
32.00 35.00 38.00 45.00 NA 39.00 45.00 49.00 55.00 NA 94.00 NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 69.00 62.00 56.00 59.00 NA 68.00 74.00 57.00 60.00 NA

4 54.00 55.00 68.00 71.00 NA 50.00 55.00 75.00 79.00 NA

5 38.00 60.00 44.00 46.00 NA 27.00 46.00 51.00 54.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: LANTANA MIDDLE SCHOOL LANTANA MIDDLE SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 62.75 

LANTANA 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 48.00 44.00 52.00 57.00 NA 50.00 45.00 54.00 59.00 NA 92.00 94.00 94.00 94.00 NA

WHITE 63.00 55.00 61.00 65.00 NA 63.00 57.00 63.00 68.00 NA 97.00 97.00 97.00 NA

BLACK 35.00 32.00 41.00 47.00 NA 36.00 31.00 44.00 50.00 NA 88.00 92.00 93.00 93.00 NA

HISPANIC 38.00 40.00 48.00 54.00 NA 42.00 39.00 55.00 60.00 NA 89.00 91.00 88.00 89.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
39.00 38.00 45.00 51.00 NA 43.00 35.00 50.00 55.00 NA 88.00 91.00 92.00 92.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

17.00 20.00 29.00 37.00 NA 24.00 15.00 28.00 36.00 NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
27.00 19.00 36.00 43.00 NA 33.00 19.00 35.00 42.00 NA 75.00 86.00 86.00 87.00 NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 54.00 51.00 59.00 62.00 NA 45.00 42.00 49.00 51.00 NA

7 49.00 49.00 56.00 59.00 NA 47.00 43.00 54.00 57.00 NA

8 42.00 34.00 41.00 43.00 NA 58.00 49.00 60.00 63.00 NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: LINCOLN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL LINCOLN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 92.11 

LINCOLN 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 41.00 39.00 50.00 55.00 NA 41.00 32.00 64.00 68.00 NA 82.00 95.00 94.00 95.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 39.00 36.00 49.00 55.00 NA 40.00 29.00 62.00 68.00 NA 95.00 93.00 94.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
42.00 40.00 50.00 55.00 NA 42.00 33.00 64.00 68.00 NA 97.00 98.00 99.00 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 55.00 35.00 65.00 68.00 NA 58.00 35.00 80.00 84.00 NA

4 34.00 40.00 57.00 60.00 NA 35.00 30.00 65.00 68.00 NA

5 32.00 42.00 29.00 30.00 NA 28.00 30.00 46.00 48.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: NORTH GRADE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL NORTH GRADE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 72.05 

NORTH GRADE 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 67.00 63.00 65.00 NA 69.00 67.00 70.00 70.00 NA 99.00 99.00 99.00 99.00 NA

WHITE 76.00 85.00 82.00 82.00 NA 85.00 88.00 84.00 84.00 NA NA

BLACK 56.00 55.00 44.00 50.00 NA 48.00 47.00 42.00 48.00 NA NA

HISPANIC 65.00 63.00 58.00 65.00 NA 67.00 66.00 72.00 72.00 NA 99.00 99.00 99.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
58.00 61.00 56.00 61.00 NA 61.00 62.00 63.00 68.00 NA 99.00 99.00 99.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

52.00 53.00 42.00 48.00 NA 56.00 55.00 60.00 64.00 NA 98.00 98.00 98.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
NA NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 74.00 63.00 63.00 66.00 NA 73.00 69.00 75.00 79.00 NA

4 64.00 65.00 71.00 75.00 NA 79.00 74.00 79.00 83.00 NA

5 57.00 73.00 57.00 60.00 NA 55.00 57.00 55.00 58.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: ODYSSEY MIDDLE SCHOOL ODYSSEY MIDDLE SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 61.90 

ODYSSEY 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 48.00 50.00 55.00 60.00 NA 54.00 57.00 61.00 65.00 NA 90.00 95.00 95.00 95.00 NA

WHITE 68.00 67.00 74.00 74.00 NA 74.00 77.00 78.00 78.00 NA 98.00 98.00 98.00 NA

BLACK 34.00 36.00 38.00 45.00 NA 37.00 41.00 45.00 51.00 NA 88.00 91.00 91.00 91.00 NA

HISPANIC 47.00 48.00 55.00 60.00 NA 57.00 58.00 67.00 68.00 NA 97.00 97.00 97.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
39.00 41.00 44.00 50.00 NA 44.00 47.00 52.00 57.00 NA 87.00 93.00 93.00 93.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

23.00 21.00 28.00 36.00 NA 30.00 40.00 43.00 49.00 NA 76.00 78.00 90.00 91.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
19.00 21.00 24.00 32.00 NA 26.00 33.00 32.00 39.00 NA 69.00 89.00 90.00 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 52.00 56.00 57.00 60.00 NA 51.00 54.00 53.00 56.00 NA

7 54.00 57.00 56.00 59.00 NA 52.00 59.00 64.00 67.00 NA

8 39.00 36.00 51.00 54.00 NA 58.00 59.00 67.00 70.00 NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: OKEEHEELEE MIDDLE SCHOOL OKEEHEELEE MIDDLE SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 56.21 

OKEEHEELEE 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 52.00 53.00 57.00 62.00 NA 52.00 51.00 60.00 64.00 NA 93.00 94.00 95.00 96.00 NA

WHITE 60.00 61.00 64.00 65.00 NA 60.00 57.00 71.00 71.00 NA 98.00 93.00 94.00 NA

BLACK 50.00 54.00 54.00 59.00 NA 44.00 46.00 47.00 52.00 NA 87.00 94.00 95.00 96.00 NA

HISPANIC 46.00 46.00 52.00 57.00 NA 48.00 46.00 57.00 62.00 NA 91.00 92.00 93.00 94.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
46.00 46.00 50.00 55.00 NA 47.00 46.00 56.00 61.00 NA 91.00 92.00 93.00 94.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

26.00 29.00 29.00 37.00 NA 32.00 31.00 34.00 41.00 NA 81.00 88.00 89.00 90.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
19.00 26.00 25.00 33.00 NA 21.00 28.00 31.00 38.00 NA 66.00 77.00 79.00 80.00 NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 58.00 54.00 56.00 59.00 NA 52.00 40.00 50.00 53.00 NA

7 53.00 65.00 60.00 63.00 NA 44.00 60.00 57.00 60.00 NA

8 46.00 39.00 56.00 59.00 NA 60.00 53.00 75.00 79.00 NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: ORCHARD VIEW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ORCHARD VIEW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 74.29 

ORCHARD VIEW 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 49.00 52.00 61.00 65.00 NA 48.00 54.00 71.00 71.00 NA 85.00 84.00 87.00 88.00 NA

WHITE 69.00 79.00 80.00 80.00 NA 75.00 71.00 82.00 82.00 NA NA

BLACK 38.00 40.00 51.00 56.00 NA 37.00 47.00 64.00 68.00 NA 84.00 86.00 87.00 NA

HISPANIC 55.00 57.00 60.00 65.00 NA 45.00 55.00 74.00 74.00 NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
45.00 44.00 54.00 59.00 NA 43.00 48.00 69.00 69.00 NA 88.00 85.00 86.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

43.00 46.00 46.00 52.00 NA 39.00 55.00 66.00 68.00 NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
32.00 32.00 48.00 54.00 NA 39.00 33.00 56.00 61.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 57.00 56.00 69.00 72.00 NA 58.00 77.00 78.00 82.00 NA

4 45.00 49.00 54.00 57.00 NA 52.00 46.00 70.00 74.00 NA

5 47.00 51.00 58.00 61.00 NA 37.00 40.00 64.00 67.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: PAHOKEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PAHOKEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 95.52 

PAHOKEE 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 38.00 38.00 35.00 42.00 NA 42.00 45.00 46.00 52.00 NA 93.00 96.00 97.00 98.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 33.00 36.00 30.00 37.00 NA 35.00 43.00 41.00 47.00 NA 92.00 98.00 98.00 99.00 NA

HISPANIC 48.00 40.00 44.00 50.00 NA 56.00 49.00 51.00 56.00 NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
38.00 37.00 34.00 44.00 NA 42.00 44.00 46.00 54.00 NA 93.00 96.00 97.00 98.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

45.00 32.00 37.00 41.00 NA 48.00 38.00 48.00 53.00 NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
NA NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 55.00 39.00 39.00 41.00 NA 57.00 53.00 58.00 61.00 NA

4 42.00 44.00 34.00 36.00 NA 49.00 50.00 39.00 41.00 NA

5 28.00 36.00 31.00 33.00 NA 29.00 46.00 38.00 40.00 NA

6 25.00 29.00 35.00 37.00 NA 31.00 26.00 47.00 49.00 NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: PAHOKEE MIDDLE-SENIOR HIGH PAHOKEE MIDDLE-SENIOR HIGH  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 91.39 

PAHOKEE MIDDLE-SENIOR HIGH 

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 21.00 28.00 30.00 37.00 NA 41.00 49.00 53.00 58.00 NA 82.00 86.00 92.00 93.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 14.00 24.00 21.00 29.00 NA 30.00 39.00 42.00 48.00 NA 85.00 92.00 93.00 NA

HISPANIC 31.00 32.00 37.00 44.00 NA 57.00 62.00 66.00 68.00 NA 88.00 92.00 93.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
21.00 28.00 29.00 37.00 NA 40.00 49.00 52.00 57.00 NA 87.00 92.00 93.00 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 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 NA NA

7 39.00 40.00 41.00 45.00 NA 43.00 45.00 43.00 47.00 NA

8 23.00 31.00 32.00 35.00 NA 42.00 55.00 48.00 53.00 NA

9 14.00 25.00 23.00 25.00 NA 36.00 55.00 62.00 68.00 NA

10 8.00 14.00 23.00 25.00 NA 40.00 40.00 60.00 66.00 NA
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11 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: PALM BEACH LAKES HIGH SCHOOL PALM BEACH LAKES HIGH SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 60.93 

PALM BEACH LAKES HIGH 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 16.00 17.00 21.00 29.00 NA 49.00 44.00 51.00 56.00 NA 84.00 86.00 93.00 94.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 14.00 14.00 20.00 28.00 NA 46.00 42.00 50.00 55.00 NA 86.00 87.00 88.00 NA

HISPANIC 17.00 19.00 19.00 28.00 NA 50.00 44.00 49.00 55.00 NA 82.00 83.00 84.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
13.00 15.00 19.00 28.00 NA 46.00 42.00 48.00 54.00 NA 83.00 92.00 93.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

0.00 6.00 6.00 6.00 NA 32.00 19.00 17.00 26.00 NA 67.00 69.00 70.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
12.00 8.00 18.00 27.00 NA 21.00 20.00 28.00 36.00 NA 66.00 92.00 93.00 NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 17.00 20.00 24.00 25.00 NA 46.00 46.00 48.00 50.00 NA

10 15.00 12.00 18.00 19.00 NA 53.00 42.00 54.00 57.00 NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: PALM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PALM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 84.75 

PALM SPRINGS 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 54.00 56.00 61.00 NA 47.00 56.00 58.00 63.00 NA 83.00 92.00 88.00 89.00 NA

WHITE 67.00 66.00 69.00 69.00 NA 54.00 75.00 69.00 69.00 NA NA

BLACK 58.00 53.00 49.00 55.00 NA 45.00 53.00 46.00 52.00 NA NA

HISPANIC 49.00 51.00 54.00 59.00 NA 46.00 52.00 59.00 64.00 NA 94.00 93.00 93.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
52.00 51.00 51.00 56.00 NA 44.00 51.00 54.00 59.00 NA 90.00 89.00 90.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

43.00 44.00 43.00 49.00 NA 35.00 46.00 47.00 53.00 NA 89.00 91.00 91.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
40.00 36.00 34.00 41.00 NA 35.00 43.00 41.00 47.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 52.00 55.00 54.00 57.00 NA 46.00 64.00 54.00 57.00 NA

4 52.00 48.00 60.00 63.00 NA 53.00 62.00 69.00 72.00 NA

5 61.00 58.00 52.00 55.00 NA 42.00 39.00 48.00 50.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: PALM SPRINGS MIDDLE SCHOOL PALM SPRINGS MIDDLE SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 66.88 

PALM SPRINGS 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 49.00 53.00 58.00 62.00 NA 57.00 63.00 64.00 65.00 NA 92.00 96.00 11.00 11.00 NA

WHITE 63.00 69.00 70.00 70.00 NA 72.00 76.00 74.00 75.00 NA 96.00 11.00 11.00 NA

BLACK 43.00 39.00 43.00 49.00 NA 49.00 48.00 47.00 53.00 NA 86.00 94.00 11.00 11.00 NA

HISPANIC 41.00 48.00 56.00 61.00 NA 51.00 61.00 62.00 63.00 NA 92.00 97.00 11.00 11.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
43.00 47.00 53.00 58.00 NA 53.00 58.00 58.00 63.00 NA 90.00 94.00 11.00 11.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

23.00 25.00 44.00 50.00 NA 36.00 41.00 50.00 55.00 NA 85.00 94.00 92.00 93.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
15.00 16.00 25.00 33.00 NA 21.00 21.00 31.00 38.00 NA 75.00 76.00 85.00 86.00 NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 59.00 56.00 62.00 65.00 NA 59.00 52.00 56.00 59.00 NA

7 56.00 59.00 61.00 64.00 NA 59.00 70.00 65.00 68.00 NA

8 33.00 45.00 49.00 51.00 NA 55.00 71.00 73.00 77.00 NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: PINE GROVE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PINE GROVE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 98.09 

PINE GROVE 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 50.00 48.00 49.00 55.00 NA 63.00 65.00 63.00 68.00 NA 86.00 95.00 95.00 95.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 46.00 49.00 49.00 55.00 NA 61.00 64.00 63.00 68.00 NA 96.00 96.00 96.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
46.00 47.00 48.00 54.00 NA 62.00 64.00 62.00 68.00 NA 95.00 94.00 94.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

42.00 44.00 43.00 49.00 NA 55.00 61.00 57.00 62.00 NA 95.00 95.00 95.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
20.00 28.00 NA 40.00 46.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 56.00 53.00 58.00 61.00 NA 69.00 64.00 75.00 79.00 NA

4 36.00 48.00 47.00 49.00 NA 57.00 75.00 57.00 60.00 NA

5 57.00 43.00 42.00 44.00 NA 65.00 56.00 58.00 61.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: PIONEER PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PIONEER PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 95.42 

PIONEER PARK 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 56.00 56.00 61.00 NA 50.00 61.00 56.00 61.00 NA 86.00 96.00 96.00 96.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 46.00 57.00 54.00 59.00 NA 50.00 59.00 54.00 59.00 NA 97.00 97.00 97.00 NA

HISPANIC 57.00 61.00 65.00 NA 68.00 65.00 68.00 NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
47.00 57.00 56.00 61.00 NA 51.00 61.00 55.00 60.00 NA 96.00 94.00 94.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

46.00 43.00 55.00 60.00 NA 52.00 49.00 51.00 56.00 NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
16.00 35.00 33.00 40.00 NA 23.00 39.00 46.00 52.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 57.00 78.00 56.00 59.00 NA 64.00 81.00 54.00 57.00 NA

4 44.00 37.00 60.00 63.00 NA 55.00 64.00 74.00 78.00 NA

5 40.00 53.00 52.00 55.00 NA 34.00 36.00 38.00 40.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: ROLLING GREEN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ROLLING GREEN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

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

ROLLING GREEN 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 49.00 47.00 47.00 53.00 NA 50.00 50.00 51.00 56.00 NA 91.00 98.00 94.00 94.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 44.00 50.00 44.00 50.00 NA 48.00 50.00 45.00 51.00 NA 91.00 100.00 91.00 91.00 NA

HISPANIC 54.00 40.00 51.00 56.00 NA 50.00 47.00 60.00 64.00 NA 98.00 98.00 98.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
48.00 46.00 46.00 52.00 NA 49.00 49.00 52.00 67.00 NA 91.00 99.00 99.00 99.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

45.00 43.00 42.00 48.00 NA 46.00 45.00 47.00 53.00 NA 90.00 99.00 99.00 99.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
23.00 29.00 30.00 37.00 NA 37.00 46.00 41.00 47.00 NA 90.00 90.00 NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 54.00 52.00 52.00 55.00 NA 54.00 56.00 50.00 53.00 NA

4 45.00 38.00 41.00 43.00 NA 51.00 46.00 53.00 56.00 NA

5 47.00 55.00 46.00 48.00 NA 46.00 49.00 49.00 51.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: ROOSEVELT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ROOSEVELT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 92.90 

ROOSEVELT 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 45.00 53.00 58.00 NA 50.00 47.00 57.00 62.00 NA 92.00 93.00 84.00 85.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 50.00 42.00 50.00 55.00 NA 49.00 45.00 54.00 59.00 NA 92.00 95.00 85.00 86.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
49.00 41.00 52.00 57.00 NA 48.00 45.00 54.00 59.00 NA 93.00 93.00 88.00 89.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

NA NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
33.00 18.00 31.00 38.00 NA 37.00 19.00 33.00 40.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 60.00 33.00 55.00 58.00 NA 58.00 39.00 64.00 67.00 NA

4 49.00 49.00 42.00 44.00 NA 52.00 60.00 49.00 51.00 NA

5 44.00 53.00 62.00 65.00 NA 41.00 42.00 55.00 58.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: ROOSEVELT MIDDLE SCHOOL ROOSEVELT MIDDLE SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 68.49 

ROOSEVELT 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 59.00 56.00 58.00 65.00 NA 55.00 53.00 54.00 59.00 NA 96.00 94.00 94.00 94.00 NA

WHITE 90.00 89.00 91.00 91.00 NA 92.00 88.00 89.00 89.00 NA 96.00 96.00 96.00 NA

BLACK 45.00 44.00 48.00 54.00 NA 37.00 39.00 42.00 48.00 NA 94.00 93.00 93.00 93.00 NA

HISPANIC 69.00 70.00 69.00 69.00 NA 68.00 66.00 73.00 73.00 NA 97.00 97.00 97.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
49.00 48.00 49.00 55.00 NA 41.00 43.00 45.00 51.00 NA 94.00 92.00 92.00 92.00 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 NA NA

4 NA NA

5 NA NA

6 60.00 55.00 58.00 61.00 NA 47.00 42.00 44.00 46.00 NA

7 65.00 64.00 59.00 62.00 NA 52.00 56.00 54.00 57.00 NA

8 51.00 48.00 55.00 58.00 NA 65.00 62.00 67.00 70.00 NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: ROSENWALD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ROSENWALD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 96.68 

ROSENWALD 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 48.00 43.00 38.00 45.00 NA 52.00 56.00 52.00 57.00 NA 92.00 93.00 93.00 93.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 47.00 44.00 35.00 42.00 NA 47.00 53.00 48.00 54.00 NA 93.00 93.00 93.00 93.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
49.00 43.00 38.00 45.00 NA 52.00 55.00 51.00 55.00 NA 93.00 93.00 93.00 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 61.00 65.00 65.00 68.00 NA 61.00 81.00 73.00 77.00 NA

4 46.00 29.00 36.00 38.00 NA 56.00 47.00 52.00 55.00 NA

5 37.00 37.00 21.00 22.00 NA 38.00 38.00 38.00 40.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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11 NA NA

12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: SOUTH GRADE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL SOUTH GRADE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 96.35 

SOUTH GRADE 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 48.00 49.00 45.00 51.00 NA 50.00 60.00 57.00 62.00 NA 94.00 90.00 90.00 91.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 51.00 49.00 51.00 56.00 NA 40.00 58.00 45.00 51.00 NA NA

HISPANIC 46.00 46.00 41.00 47.00 NA 53.00 62.00 60.00 64.00 NA 93.00 94.00 95.00 NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
47.00 48.00 43.00 49.00 NA 50.00 60.00 56.00 61.00 NA 89.00 90.00 91.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

43.00 44.00 38.00 45.00 NA 51.00 59.00 54.00 59.00 NA 92.00 88.00 89.00 90.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
15.00 26.00 21.00 29.00 NA 33.00 38.00 32.00 39.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 62.00 46.00 50.00 53.00 NA 67.00 68.00 57.00 60.00 NA

4 46.00 45.00 46.00 48.00 NA 52.00 66.00 67.00 70.00 NA

5 33.00 58.00 36.00 38.00 NA 31.00 44.00 48.00 50.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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11 NA NA

12 NA NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/SchoolImproveInitiative/print.aspx (88 of 123)7/14/2009 2:00:01 PM



Untitled Page

School Achievement Data

1. School: VILLAGE ACADEMY VILLAGE ACADEMY  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 94.91 

VILLAGE ACADEMY 

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 37.00 39.00 41.00 47.00 NA 33.00 50.00 58.00 63.00 NA 94.00 96.00 96.00 96.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 37.00 40.00 41.00 47.00 NA 31.00 50.00 58.00 63.00 NA 95.00 96.00 96.00 96.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
36.00 39.00 41.00 47.00 NA 33.00 50.00 59.00 64.00 NA 94.00 96.00 96.00 96.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

34.00 44.00 39.00 46.00 NA 32.00 49.00 58.00 63.00 NA 90.00 90.00 NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
12.00 12.00 25.00 33.00 NA 18.00 21.00 44.00 50.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 34.00 57.00 61.00 64.00 NA 33.00 74.00 64.00 67.00 NA

4 45.00 27.00 46.00 48.00 NA 37.00 31.00 71.00 75.00 NA

5 37.00 48.00 26.00 27.00 NA 21.00 36.00 35.00 37.00 NA

6 35.00 40.00 44.00 46.00 NA 42.00 33.00 34.00 36.00 NA

7 30.00 36.00 48.00 50.00 NA 32.00 70.00 69.00 72.00 NA

8 1.00 21.00 23.00 24.00 NA 1.00 58.00 75.00 79.00 NA

9 1.00 1.00 30.00 32.00 NA 1.00 1.00 73.00 77.00 NA

10 NA NA
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11 NA NA

12 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: WEST RIVIERA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL WEST RIVIERA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  

 
2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 96.61 

WEST RIVIERA 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 37.00 40.00 42.00 48.00 NA 34.00 43.00 50.00 55.00 NA 92.00 94.00 95.00 96.00 NA

WHITE NA NA NA

BLACK 36.00 39.00 39.00 46.00 NA 33.00 41.00 47.00 53.00 NA 93.00 94.00 95.00 NA

HISPANIC NA NA NA

ASIAN NA NA NA

AMERICAN 

INDIAN
NA NA NA

ECONOMICALLY 

DISADVANTAGED
37.00 39.00 40.00 46.00 NA 33.00 43.00 50.00 55.00 NA 93.00 94.00 95.00 NA

ENGLISH 

LANGUAGE 

LEARNERS

NA NA NA

STUDENTS WITH 

DISABILITIES
22.00 17.00 24.00 32.00 NA 24.00 23.00 33.00 40.00 NA NA

Grade Level Data

K NA NA

1 NA NA

2 NA NA

3 43.00 36.00 49.00 51.00 NA 45.00 44.00 57.00 60.00 NA

4 34.00 40.00 36.00 38.00 NA 34.00 47.00 47.00 49.00 NA

5 34.00 44.00 38.00 40.00 NA 21.00 36.00 45.00 47.00 NA

6 NA NA

7 NA NA

8 NA NA

9 NA NA

10 NA NA
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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 

Root Cause - High teacher turnover. 

The district reviewed the turnover rates for Intervene and Correct II schools. These schools exhibited a high number of turnover. The range of 

turnover is between 4 to 57 teachers per school over the last 2 years. By setting up learning communities and providing mentoring programs 

that emphasize collegial support, teachers will be retained and the turnover rate will decrease thus increasing the student achievement by an 

anticipated 5% in each core subject. 

High Schools 

Glades Central 26 

Forest Hill 57 

Palm Beach Lakes 37 

Middle Schools 

John F. Kennedy 40 

Carver 45 

Congress 32 

Conniston 33 

H.L. Watkins 27 

Lake Worth 19 

Okeeheelee 49 
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Elementary Schools 

Crosspointe 25 

Forest Park 26 

Galaxy 15 

Gove 18 

Indian Pines 46 

Lantana 22 

Pahokee 13 

Palm Springs 39 

Roosevelt 18 

Rosenwald 4 

South Grade 24 

Charter/Alternative Schools 

Lake Shore Annex 13 

Gold Coast 5 

 
 
Root Cause: 2 

There is a lack of fidelity of implementation of key curricular and related programs resulting in ineffectiveness of instruction and reduction of 

intended outcomes. The district conducts program reviews annually on selected programs. The program reviews are available on the Palm 

Beach County website http://www.palmbeach.k12.fl.us/9045/DREA_NEW_PBCSD.htm. The charts and information are too lengthy to include 

in this section. Two questions were asked of each program: 1) Was the program implemented according to the description? 2) was the 

program satisfactorily supported? Research shows that programs will only prove to be effective if they are implemented according to program 

design. While some adaptations are acceptable to better meet the needs of the school community, others undermine program effectiveness. 

Unacceptable adaptations of evidenced-based programs include: reducing the number of length of sessions or participant involvement, 

lowering the level of participant engagement, eliminating key messages or skills learned, changing the theoretical approach, removing or 

adding topics, using staff or volunteers who are not adequately trained or qualified, using fewer staff members than recommended. This lack of 

fidelity reduces the likelihood of achieving intended outcomes and may even cause negative effects. (“Program fidelity and adaptation: 

Meeting local needs without compromising program effectiveness,” What Works, Wisconsin – Research to Practice Series #4, Cailin 
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O’Connor, Stephen A. Small and Siobhan M. Cooney, University of Wisconsin-Madison and University of Wisconsin- Extension, April, 2007) 

Strategies to be implemented through this application will include but not be limited to the following: 

a) Staff development for curriculum in identified areas of weaknesses with monitoring/coaching of implementation; 

b) Practice using curriculum with monitoring/coaching of tutorials in identified areas; 

c) Project staff to facilitate/monitor implementation of selected curriculum/training application. 

d) Supplemental program support for READ180 and Jamestown 

These strategies will ensure fidelity of implementation of key content/curricular and related training and appropriate program use, thus 

reducing the risk factors resulting from inappropriate adaptations of programs being implemented. 

The anticipated outcome is a 3% increase in FCAT scores in one or more of the following areas: students scoring at proficiency in reading and/

or math or students making learning gains in reading and/or math. 
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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 Department of Research and Evaluation offers extensive staff development to administrators and teachers on retrieving 

student data, analyzing it and identifying the weaknesses of AYP subgroups. The district has developed SSS Diagnostic Assessments, district 

common assessments, and teacher selected/developed common assessments to be used to collect additional data and to monitor progress of 

students as well provide an indicator of FCAT performance. Assessments will take place two to three times over the school year. District and 

common assessments are administered using a very systematic calendar. These assessments give current data on student progress toward 

the benchmarks. Information is used to develop action plans, drive academic instruction, make student placements, set up tutorials, identify 

staff development needs and formulate interventions to address the needs of AYP subgroups.  
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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
Marcia Baldanza, Ed.D. Lead Restructuring 

Administrator

24 years in education. Teaching experience in grades 1, 3, 5, 

ESE. 15 years as principal and director. Served high needs 

elementary, middle, and high schools and managed and 

monitored the creation and implementation of improvement 

plans

2 Ann Clark, Restructuring Administrator

25 years in education. Title I, Middle School Principal for 7 

years. Restructuring administrator 1.3 years. Served high 

needs middle and high schools. Assisted schools in 

developing strategic interventiions to address academic 

weaknesses

3 Vikki Byrd, Math Specialist

29 years in Education: Teaching Experience - Grades 3, 4, 6, 

and 11th grades. Served as math department head for 17 

years at the middle school level.

4 Andrea Reilly, Instructional Specialist – Data

16 years in education; Teaching Experiences: elementary 

grades, 7th/8th Grade (Science and Reading), Technology 

Teacher (K-5). Administrative Experiences: TOSA; Summer 

School/Pre-K Administrator for 2 yrs. Instructional Specialist.

5 Diana Yohe , Specialists

13 years in education (teaching English 6-8 for 12 of those 

years)- Certification in middle grades integrated and English 6-

12 with both gifted and ELL endorsements. Second year on 

restructuring team.

6 Kimberly Pirtle, Math Specialist

7 years in education. Teaching experience in grades 6-8, all 

levels from intensive math to Algebra I Honors, including ELL 

and ESE inclusion. All experiences (including summer school) 

occurred at Title I middle schools.

7
Suzanne Watson, Reading Specialist – Secondary 

Restructuring Team

Nine years in public education. Experience in preschool, 

elementary, middle, high, and GED programs. Experiences 

with students of all abilities and levels. One year experience as 

a learning team facilitator in a middle/senior high school.
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8 Gina North - Reading Specialist

13 years in education. Certified in Elementary 1-6, English 5-9, 

Reading Endorsed, ESOL Endorsed, & Educational 

Leadership K-12. Teaching experience - middle school level: 

self-contained, Language Arts, Math, Reading, Reading Coach

9 Kimberly Jules - Specialist

11 years in education, Certified in Elementary Education 1-6, 

Reading K-12, Educational Leadership K-12, ESOL Endorsed, 

experience teaching in grades K-5 and 8.

10 Sharon Martinez - Specialist
9.6 years teaching experience as a 4th grade teacher, SAI 

teacher, 5th grade teacher, and and a writing coach.

11 Allyson Manning - Instructional Specialist Reading

13 years experience as a fifth grade reading teacher, second 

grade esol inclusion teacher, and k-5 reading coach. I have 

also worked summer school with first grade and third grade 

reading academy.

12 Imogene Clarke - Specialist

30 years of service in education. 

Taught Elementary - 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, ESOL and ESE. 

Middle - 6, 7 and 8. Master degrees in Elementary Ed. and 

Counseling Psychology.

13 Laura Porcher - Specialist

Seven years in education. Grades taught second and fourth, 2 

years as a reading coach for elementary. 1 year as reading 

specialist for restructuring team in secondary schools.

14 Susanna Vondeck - Specialist

16 years in education. 4 years as Math/Science Coach; 

Teaching experience in 2nd – 4th grade; Worked in Title I 

schools.

15 Jennifer Carril, Instructional Specialist

11 years in education. Taught middle and high school ESE 

mathematics and reading. Support Facilitator and ESE 

Specialist for high school level. Learning Team Facilitator at 

middle school level.

16 Adam Miller, Innovation Support Team Facilitator

7 years in education. Taught Fifth grade for 4 years. 

Administrator for 3 years, Instructional Specialist for 2 years 

and Assistant Principal for 1 year.

17 Ilene Cahan – Instructional Specialist

3o yrs in education; masters in special ed; Learning Team 

Facilitator at 2 high needs schools for 4 yrs. Experience in 

secondary grades.
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18 Altoria Wells Henley, Instructional Specialist

10 years in Education. Teaching Experience: Grades 2, 3, 

Math/Science Resources, 9-10 High Mathematics and 

Leadership Team(Elem & High).

19 Melicia Charleston, Instructional Specialist

12 years in education. Teaching experience in grades K-8th, 

ESE, ESOL, Drop Out Prevention, and Reading. Served high 

needs elementary and middle schools and affluent elementary 

schools.

20 Andria Heaven - Instructional Specialist

15 years in education. Experience in elementary and middle 

school; Reading coach, Learning Team Facilitator and Drop 

out prevention.

21 Alyson Rodriguez

8th year in education. Teaching experience in 9-12th ESOL 

Algebra I/Intensive Math, 5th grade, k-5 Math & Science 

Coach. Worked solely in Title I/AAA schools.

22 Josephine McLaughlin - Reading Specialist
24 years in education.Experience in Kindergarten,reading and 

ESOL.

23 Delorisa Brown - Restructuring Administrator

29 years with SDPBC. Teacher of grades 3,4,6. 22 years as 

an Administrator including serving as AP, Principal and 

Restructuring Administrator. All years in low performing 

schools. Moved a low performing school to AYP status.

24 Thomas Hawkins

12 years in education. Experience in grades 1-5, Community 

College and University. 6 years working with the Florida 

Department of Education. Served failing elementary, middle, 

and high schools.

25 Awilda Tomas-Andres

10 years in education. Experience in grades K-6 (Regular Ed, 

ESE, ELL and Science Resource), and 9-12 (Intensive 

Reading and Ninth Grade Academy). 2 years as restructuring 

schools support staff.

26 Bobbie Books - Instructional Specialist - Math

19 years in the field of Education. Teaching experience in 

grades 6-9 Mathematics. Served 3 years as a Math Coach and 

7 years as a staff development facilitator.

 
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: Members of the Restructuring Team visit the Intervene and Correct II schools weekly to assist the schools in implementing the 

Restructuring Plan. The team provides the professional development needed to create a professional teaching culture where there is a shared 

responsibility for achievement as teachers personalize instruction and strengthen their teaching skills. The Restructuring Team and school 

staff will ensure that there is a “readiness to learn” by addressing the safety, discipline and engagement of students, as well as developing 

programs to provide students with positive mentor/teacher relationships. Realizing the need for strong interventions in governance, the 
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Restructuring Administrator will be directing the principal as they make “mission-driven decisions regarding people, time, money and 

programs”. Plans have been made to conduct consistent, monthly reviews of school plans and activities by the district leadership team. 

Visitations, modeling, staff development, classroom assistance, etc. will take place contiuously during the entire school year. 

The following AYP school support strategies will be utilized based on discussions between the School Leadership Team and the Innovation 

Support Team for Correct I and Prevent I schools with 3 years of NAYP: 2-hour IST School Focus Meeting where sharing of data/walkthroughs 

take place, development of Essential Actions for the IST, and review of the CIM process. Additionally, the team will provide: modeling of 

effective instructional practices within school classrooms, teachers with resources, trainings and support with implementing best practices in 

the areas of reading, math and writing for the classes that affect the school's AYP subgroup results, classroom walkthroughs, data trainings, 

teacher and administrative Educational Data Warehouse analysis, and support of all aspects of the Learning Team Meetings. These activities 

will be ongoing every month for the entire school year. 
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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: In a small professional learning community, the trained Learning Team Facilitator will assist teachers in analyzing their data, 

identifying student strengths and weaknesses and formulating strategies for corrective instruction. Through this venue, teachers will unpack 

standards to identify academic learning targets, continuously develop student assignments that are standards-based and develop rigorous 

standards-based assessments. The Learning Team Meeting provides opportunities for embedded staff develop and for teachers to become 

masters of their craft. As a result of the academic conversation that occurs and the student data brought to the table, Learning Team 

Facilitators will recommend to the principal staff development needs as they become evident. The LEA has provided extensive training to 

district/school administrators and teachers in balance literacy and the rotational model. The K-12 Curriculum Department developed scope and 

sequences, focus calendars and trainings on implementation of the new Sunshine State Standards. Alignment of benchmarks with strategies 

and embedded assessments using Learning Village technology was developed and is provided for reading. 

The Dept. of Assessment will provide diagnostic testing and common assessments to all schools. The Assessment department will work with 

the Restructuring and Instructional Support Teams to deliver Technical Assistance (TA) and Professional Development (PD) to those schools 

who have not yet met NCLB AYP targets. The TA will come in the form of interpreting the data delivered in EDW reports, and in the reports 

contained within The Princeton Review Assessment Center. Learning Team Facilitators (LTF), funded using Title I funds, will provide TA by 

interpreting data delivered in EDW reports at weekly meetings with teachers. LTF’s will also provide assistance in setting AYP and School 

Grade targets, aligning instruction and best instructional practices for identified student weaknesses, and making use of ongoing formative 

assessments to track student progress and to focus daily classroom instruction. 

We will also provide assistance in making productive use of the student achievement data referenced above. The Restructuring Administrators 

co-ordinate their teams and the school staff as they use data to determine the instructional needs of the school. Members of the Restructuring 

Team visit the school weekly to assist the school in implementing the Restructuring Plan. The team provides the professional development 

needed to create a professional teaching culture where there is a shared responsibility for achievement as teachers personalize instruction 

and strengthen their teaching skills. The Restructuring Team and school staff will ensure that there is a “readiness to learn” by addressing the 

safety, discipline and engagement of students, as well as developing programs to provide students with positive mentor/teacher relationships. 

Realizing the need for strong interventions in governance, the Restructuring Administrator will be directing the principal as they make “mission-

driven decisions regarding people, time, money and programs”. Plans have been made to conduct consistent, monthly reviews of school plans 

and activities by the district leadership team. Funding will allow schools to obtain needed reading teachers and coaches. Additional tutorial 

funding will supplement the schools after school and summer activities to increase achievement in the area of reading. 
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The LEA provided professional development to teachers through a “New Teacher Summer Academy” in Guided Reading, Reader’s Workshop, 

and Graphic Novels. The opportunity to participate in the New Teacher Summer Academy was made available to teachers with one to three 

years of experience and who were working in Title I elementary schools. The Guided Reading professional development focused on how to 

implement Guided Reading in the intermediate grades (3-5) during the 90-minute reading block. Participants learned how to use various types 

of data to group students, identify teaching points, select text, and conduct guided reading sessions. The Reader’s Workshop professional 

development focused on the implementation of Reader's Workshop in the intermediate grades (3-5) during the 90-minute reading block. 

Participants learned how to conduct Reader's Workshop in the classroom using all the components of the Balanced Literacy framework and 

various flexible groupings. The Graphic Novels professional development focused on the implementation of using Graphic Novels to motivate 

students to read and to help improve the reading development for students struggling with language or the reading process. 

 
 
 
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: In a small professional learning community, the trained Learning Team Facilitator will assist teachers in analyzing their data, 

identifying student strengths and weaknesses and formulating strategies for corrective instruction. Through this venue, teachers will unpack 

standards to identify academic learning targets, continuously develop student assignments that are standards-based and develop rigorous 

standards-based assessments. The Learning Team Meeting provides opportunities for embedded staff develop and for teachers to become 

masters of their craft. As a result of the academic conversation that occurs and the student data brought to the table, Learning Team 

Facilitators will recommend to the principal staff development needs as they become evident. 

The Dept. of Assessment will provide diagnostic testing and common assessments to all schools. The Assessment department will work with 

the Restructuring and Wrap Around specialists to deliver Technical Assistance (TA) and Professional Development (PD) to those schools who 

have not yet met NCLB AYP targets. The TA will come in the form of interpreting the data delivered in EDW reports, and in the reports 

contained within The Princeton Review Assessment Center. 

Learning Team Facilitators (LTF), funded using Title I funds, will provide TA by interpreting data delivered in EDW reports at weekly meetings 

with teachers. 

LTF’s will also provide assistance in setting AYP and School Grade targets, aligning instruction and best instructional practices for identified 

student weaknesses, and making use of ongoing formative assessments to track student progress and to focus daily classroom instruction. 

We will also provide assistance in making productive use of the student achievement data referenced above. The Restructuring Administrators 

co-ordinate their teams and the school staff as they use data to determine the instructional needs of the school. Members of the Restructuring 

Team visit the school weekly to assist the school in implementing the Restructuring Plan. The team provides the professional development 

needed to create a professional teaching culture where there is a shared responsibility for achievement as teachers personalize instruction 

and strengthen their teaching skills. The Restructuring Team and school staff will ensure that there is a “readiness to learn” by addressing the 

safety, discipline and engagement of students, as well as developing programs to provide students with positive mentor/teacher relationships. 

Realizing the need for strong interventions in governance, the Restructuring Administrator will be directing the principal as they make “mission-

driven decisions regarding people, time, money and programs”. Plans have been made to conduct consistent, monthly reviews of school plans 

and activities by the district leadership team. Funding will allow schools to obtain needed math coaches. Additional tutorial funding will 

supplement the schools after school and summer activities to increase achievement in the area of mathematics. 
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The LEA has provided training to district/school administrators, department instructional leaders and teachers in Learning Village for 

Secondary Mathematics and changes in the curriculum implementation using the Next Generations Sunshine State Standards in Mathematics. 

The K-12 Curriculum Department developed detailed curriculum calendars and pacing charts, cross-referencing and textbooks correlations of 

the 1996 and 2007 standards, PODs (problems of the day), Learning Village for five secondary mathematics courses, and training on 

implementation of the new Sunshine State Standards. Alignment of benchmarks to courses using lesson plans, strategies and assessments in 

the Learning Village technology was developed and is provided for the following mathematics courses: M/J 1, M/J 2, M/J 3, Algebra I and 

Geometry. The LEA provided professional development to teachers through a “New Teacher Summer Academy” in ETA Hands-On and Math 

Technology. The opportunity to participate in the New Teacher Summer Academy was made available to teachers with one to three years of 

experience and who were working in Title I elementary schools. The ETA Hands-On professional development provided participants with 

valuable resources: tips, strategies, and activities, an overview of key math manipulatives and how to effectively use them in the classroom. 

The Math Technology professional development provided teachers with the opportunity to explore various types of technology in the 

mathematics classroom. Technology explored included: PowerPoint with Equation Editor; Learning Village; netTrekker; pod casting; and 

United Streaming, among other forms of media. 

 
 
 
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: In a small professional learning community, the trained Learning Team Facilitator will assist teachers in understanding how to use 

the Florida DOE writing rubric and in identifying the strengths and weaknesses of the students’ writing samples. Through this venue, teachers 

will formulate and share strategies for corrective instruction in writing. The Learning Team Facilitator will train the teachers to provide effective 

descriptive feedback to students regarding their writing. The Learning Team Facilitators will direct the academic conversation and collegial 

sharing of the elements of effective descriptive feedback as teachers formulate appropriate and useful feedback related to their own students’ 

writing samples. 

The Dept. of Assessment will provide diagnostic testing and common assessments to all schools. They will work with the Restructuring and 

Wrap Around specialists to deliver Technical Assistance (TA) and Professional Development (PD) to those schools who have not yet met 

NCLB AYP targets. The TA will come in the form of interpreting the data delivered in EDW reports, and in the reports contained within The 

Princeton Review Assessment Center. 

Learning Team Facilitators (LTF), funded using Title I funds, will provide TA by interpreting data delivered in EDW reports at weekly meetings 

with teachers. 

LTFs will also provide assistance in setting AYP and School Grade targets, aligning instruction and best instructional practices for identified 

student weaknesses, and making use of ongoing formative assessments to track student progress and to focus daily classroom instruction. 

We will also provide assistance in making productive use of the student achievement data referenced above. The Restructuring Administrators 

co-ordinates their team and the school staff as they use data to determine the instructional needs of the school. Members of the Restructuring 

Team visit the school weekly to assist the school in implementing the Restructuring Plan. The team provides the professional development 

needed to create a professional teaching culture where there is a shared responsibility for achievement as teachers personalize instruction 

and strengthen their teaching skills. The Restructuring Team and school staff will ensure that there is a “readiness to learn” by addressing the 
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safety, discipline and engagement of students, as well as developing programs to provide students with positive mentor/teacher relationships. 

Realizing the need for strong interventions in governance, the Restructuring Administrator will be directing the principal as they make “mission-

driven decisions regarding people, time, money and programs”. Plans have been made to conduct consistent, monthly reviews of school plans 

and activities by the district leadership team. Additional tutorial funding will supplement the schools after school and summer activities to 

increase achievement in the area of writing. 

The LEA has provided extensive training to district/school administrators and teachers in writing. The K-12 Curriculum Department developed 

scope and sequence, new secondary writing curriculum, and training on essay scoring with anchor papers and write traits. The LEA has 

provided 40 Title I Elementary Schools with materials and ongoing in-school support for full implementation of Lucy Calkins Units of Study 

writing curriculum. 
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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.) 

●     BEAR LAKES MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     BELLE GLADE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     BERKSHIRE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     CARVER MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     CONGRESS COMMUNITY MIDDLE SCHL 

●     CONNISTON MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     CROSSPOINTE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     EVERGLADES PREPARATORY ACADEMY 

●     FOREST HILL COMMUNITY HIGH SCH 

●     FOREST PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     GALAXY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     GLADES CENTRAL HIGH SCHOOL 

●     GOLD COAST COMMUNITY SCHOOL 

●     GOVE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     HIGHLAND ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     HOWELL L. WATKINS MIDDLE SCHL 

●     INDIAN PINES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     JOHN F. KENNEDY MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     JOSEPH LITTLES-NGUZO SABA 

●     K CUNNINGHAM/CANAL POINT ELEM 

●     LAKE SHORE MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     LAKE WORTH COMMUNITY MIDDLE 

●     LANTANA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     LANTANA MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     LINCOLN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     NORTH GRADE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     ODYSSEY MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     OKEEHEELEE MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     ORCHARD VIEW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     PAHOKEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     PAHOKEE MIDDLE-SENIOR HIGH 

●     PALM BEACH LAKES HIGH SCHOOL 

●     PALM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     PALM SPRINGS MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     PINE GROVE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     PIONEER PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     ROLLING GREEN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     ROOSEVELT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     ROOSEVELT MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     ROSENWALD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/SchoolImproveInitiative/print.aspx (106 of 123)7/14/2009 2:00:01 PM



Untitled Page

●     SOUTH GRADE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     VILLAGE ACADEMY 

●     WEST RIVIERA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

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

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

●     Root Cause 2 

 
 
1e Description of research of effectiveness (or purpose)  

Response: The vital role of critical elements - such as collaboration and empowerment, data-driven decision making and core beliefs and 

values, and leadership are provided through the Continuous Improvement Model. The Brazosport story affirms and validates the Effective 

Schools research findings as well as school improvement processes based on it. We have known for a long time that Effective Schools 

research, when integrated with the continuous improvement theory, represents a powerful approach for improving schools one at a time. – 

Lawrence Lezotte, Ph.D.  

 
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: This strategy will be implemented continouously by schools. The plan, do, collect and act cycle will be repeated over and over 

during the school year.  

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

Response: Learning Team Facilitators and Restructuring Teams will monitor implementation of strategy and student progress.  

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

Response: Schools will completed the DOE Checklist for Intervene and Correct II schools. 

 
 
5. Frequency of progress monitoring of this strategy.  

Response: Monthly the checklist will be collected and discussed between the principal and the restructuring administrators.  

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

 
Response: Students participating in the SES program will be eligible for any additional tutorial services funded through this grant. Schools will 

establish a schedule to ensure students may participate in SES and SIG activities. The staff development activities funded through this grant 

are to build the capacity of teachers for quality instruction in the areas of reading, math, writing and science and not to assist the teachers to 

become certified in their current assignment or additional areas of certification. Certification tutorials are funded through the Title I Part A set 

aside and not this grant.  

 
7. Strategic Imperative this strategy addresses: 3.1.a 

 
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: Administrators and teachers at Intervene and Corrective II schools that are also at least a SINI 4 level or greater will participate in 
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this grant activity.  
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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.) 

●     BEAR LAKES MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     BELLE GLADE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     BERKSHIRE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     CARVER MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     CONGRESS COMMUNITY MIDDLE SCHL 

●     CONNISTON MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     CROSSPOINTE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     EVERGLADES PREPARATORY ACADEMY 

●     FOREST HILL COMMUNITY HIGH SCH 

●     FOREST PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     GALAXY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     GLADES CENTRAL HIGH SCHOOL 

●     GOLD COAST COMMUNITY SCHOOL 

●     GOVE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     HIGHLAND ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     HOWELL L. WATKINS MIDDLE SCHL 

●     INDIAN PINES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     JOHN F. KENNEDY MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     JOSEPH LITTLES-NGUZO SABA 

●     K CUNNINGHAM/CANAL POINT ELEM 

●     LAKE SHORE ANNEX 

●     LAKE SHORE MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     LAKE WORTH COMMUNITY MIDDLE 

●     LANTANA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     LANTANA MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     LINCOLN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     NORTH GRADE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     ODYSSEY MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     OKEEHEELEE MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     ORCHARD VIEW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     PAHOKEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     PAHOKEE MIDDLE-SENIOR HIGH 

●     PALM BEACH LAKES HIGH SCHOOL 

●     PALM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     PALM SPRINGS MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     PINE GROVE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     PIONEER PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     ROLLING GREEN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     ROOSEVELT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     ROOSEVELT MIDDLE SCHOOL 
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●     ROSENWALD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     SOUTH GRADE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     VILLAGE ACADEMY 

●     WEST RIVIERA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

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

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

●     Root Cause 1 

●     Root Cause 2 

 
 
1e Description of research of effectiveness (or purpose)  

Response: This strategy will ensure fidelity of implementation of key content/curricular and related training and appropriate program use, thus 

reducing the risk factors resulting from inappropriate adaptations of programs being implemented. Research shows that programs will only 

prove to be effective if they are implemented according to program design. While some adaptations are acceptable to better meet the needs of 

the school community, others undermine program effectiveness. Unacceptable adaptations of evidence based programs include: reducing the 

number or length of sessions or participant involvement, lowering the level of participant engagement, eliminating key messages or skills 

learned, changing the theoretical approach, removing or adding topics, using staff or volunteers who are not adequately trained or qualified, 

using fewer staff members than recommended. This lack of fidelity reduces the likelihood of achieving intended outcomes and may even 

cause negative effects. (“Program fidelity and adaptation: Meeting local needs without compromising program effectiveness,” What Works, 

Wisconsin – Research to Practice Series #4, Cailin O’Connor, Stephen A. Small and Siobhan M. Cooney, University of Wisconsin-Madison 

and University of Wisconsin- Extension, April, 2007) 

 
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: Weekly through the Learning Team Meetings, needs of students will be idenitified and discussed. Staff development will be 

provided to address the teachers need to understand the issue and how to adapt instruction in order to meet the needs of the students. 

Additional staff development will be addressed on a monthly basis through the restructuring support staff during the entire year.  

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

Response: Principals of identified schools will work together with the restructuring administrators and the staff from Single School Culture to 

ensure teachers are addressing the needs of the students, that staff development of teachers is implemented and classroom observations are 

being completed.  

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

Response: There will be a checklist completed by the Restructuring Administrators and principals (DOE schools checklist for intervene and 

correct II) as well as the minutes and documenation from the Learning Team Meetings. 

 
5. Frequency of progress monitoring of this strategy.  

Response: Monthly the documentation will be collected and reviewed by Restructuring Administrators and manager of Single School Culture 

for Academics program.  

 
6. What measures will be in place to ensure these services supplement existing services that may already be provided to eligible students.  
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Response: Students participating in the SES program will be eligible for any additional tutorial services funded through this grant. Schools will 

establish a schedule to ensure students may participate in SES and SIG activities. The staff development activities funded through this grant 

are to build the capacity of teachers for quality instruction in the areas of reading, math, writing and science and not to assist the teachers to 

become certified in their current assignment or additional areas of certification. Certification tutorials are funded through the Title I Part A set 

aside and not this grant.  

 
7. Strategic Imperative this strategy addresses: 3.1.a 

 
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: Teachers and administrators will receive the staff development provided through this strategy. 
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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.) 

●     CROSSPOINTE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     EVERGLADES PREPARATORY ACADEMY 

●     FOREST PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     GALAXY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     GLADES CENTRAL HIGH SCHOOL 

●     GOLD COAST COMMUNITY SCHOOL 

●     GOVE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     HOWELL L. WATKINS MIDDLE SCHL 

●     JOHN F. KENNEDY MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     JOSEPH LITTLES-NGUZO SABA 

●     LAKE SHORE ANNEX 

●     LANTANA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     LINCOLN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     NORTH GRADE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     ODYSSEY MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     OKEEHEELEE MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     PAHOKEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     PALM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     ROOSEVELT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     ROSENWALD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     SOUTH GRADE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

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

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

●     Root Cause 1 

●     Root Cause 2 

 
 
1e Description of research of effectiveness (or purpose)  

Response: The Benefits of Teacher Collaboration 

Essentials on Education Data and Research Analysis By Carla Thomas McClure September 2008 

Teacher collaboration and professional learning communities are frequently mentioned in articles and reports on school improvement. Schools 

and teachers benefit in a variety of ways when teachers work together. A small but growing body of evidence suggests a positive relationship 

between teacher collaboration and student achievement. 

Benefits for Schools and Teachers 
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In 2006, RAND researcher Cassandra Guarino and associates analyzed federal Schools and Staffing Surveys. They found lower turnover 

rates among beginning teachers in schools with induction and mentoring programs that emphasized collegial support. Researcher Ken 

Futernick (2007), after surveying 2,000 current and former teachers in California,concluded that teachers felt greater personal satisfaction 

when they believed in their own efficacy, were involved in decision making, and established strong collegial relationships. 

 
 
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: Reading teachers will be hired to provide daily reading lessons to students at Lake Shore Annex, starting two weeks after grant is 

approved until the end of the school yearly. 

Learning Team Facilitators will work with schools as follows: 

Elementary schools - 90-minute block of time, Minimum 5-7 day rotation, All meetings are grade level specific, and All Resource, ESOL and 

ESE teachers attend meetings. 

Secondary schools - 50-minute block of time, MINIMUM twice a month meeting rotation (NOT including Late Start LTMs), All meetings are 

content level specific, and All Resource, ESOL and ESE teachers attend meetings. 

Schools with Small Faculties - 50-minute block of time, meet on a regular rotation (MINIMUM twice a month), Meetings might be on a one-to-

one basis or in a small group; and All Content, Resource, ESOL, and ESE teachers attend meetings. 

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

Response: Principals, Restructuring Adminstrators and the Manager of Single School Culture will monitor activities provided by reading 

teachers, reading coaches, Learning Team Facilitators/math coaches.  

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

Response: Lesson Plans, classroom walkthroughs, and evaluations of student assessments of particpating students.  

 
5. Frequency of progress monitoring of this strategy.  

Response: Monthly schools will be monitored by identified adminstrators. Daily observations of classrooms. 

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

 
Response: Students participating in the SES program will be eligible for any additional tutorial services funded through this grant. Schools will 

establish a schedule to ensure students may participate in SES and SIG activities. The staff development activities funded through this grant 

are to build the capacity of teachers for quality instruction in the areas of reading, math, writing and not to assist the teachers to become 

certified in their current assignment or additional areas of certification. Certification tutorials are funded through the Title I Part A set aside and 

not this grant.  

 
7. Strategic Imperative this strategy addresses: 1.1.a 

 
8. If applicable, indicate if strategy is a reading initiative. No  
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9. Targeted Population(s) of this strategy (identify specific subgroups, teachers, parents, etc.)  

Response: Students who are not proficent in reading. (teachers) 

Teachers at selected schools will be targeted for the assistance from the Learning Team Faciliators and Coaches. 
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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.) 

●     BEAR LAKES MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     BELLE GLADE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     BERKSHIRE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     CARVER MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     CONGRESS COMMUNITY MIDDLE SCHL 

●     CONNISTON MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     CROSSPOINTE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     EVERGLADES PREPARATORY ACADEMY 

●     FOREST HILL COMMUNITY HIGH SCH 

●     FOREST PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     GALAXY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     GLADES CENTRAL HIGH SCHOOL 

●     GOLD COAST COMMUNITY SCHOOL 

●     GOVE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     HIGHLAND ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     HOWELL L. WATKINS MIDDLE SCHL 

●     INDIAN PINES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     JOHN F. KENNEDY MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     JOSEPH LITTLES-NGUZO SABA 

●     K CUNNINGHAM/CANAL POINT ELEM 

●     LAKE SHORE ANNEX 

●     LAKE SHORE MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     LAKE WORTH COMMUNITY MIDDLE 

●     LANTANA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     LANTANA MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     LINCOLN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     NORTH GRADE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     ODYSSEY MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     OKEEHEELEE MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     ORCHARD VIEW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     PAHOKEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     PAHOKEE MIDDLE-SENIOR HIGH 

●     PALM BEACH LAKES HIGH SCHOOL 

●     PALM SPRINGS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     PALM SPRINGS MIDDLE SCHOOL 

●     PINE GROVE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     PIONEER PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     ROLLING GREEN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     ROOSEVELT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     ROOSEVELT MIDDLE SCHOOL 
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●     ROSENWALD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     SOUTH GRADE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

●     VILLAGE ACADEMY 

●     WEST RIVIERA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

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

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

●     Root Cause 2 

 
 
1e Description of research of effectiveness (or purpose)  

Response: Increasing the opportunities for additional learning time is necessary to provide the support students need to maintain and 

increase their achievement. These funds will supplement the school's Title I allocation and enable them to provide tutorials to more students or 

provide more hours per student.  

 
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: Tutorials will be provided two to three days per week after school starting in November for most locations and a summer program 

may be implemented during the month of June and July for a limited number of schools who have funds remaining.  

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

Response: The Title I staff along with the restructuring administrators will monitor the tutorial implementation.  

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

Response: Each school will document the following items for the Title I department as well as provide as data for the restructuring 

administrators. 

- list of identified students, why they were selected and number of tutoring hours 

- lesson plans, and payroll documentation 

- documentation on monitoring identified students achievement progress 

 
 
5. Frequency of progress monitoring of this strategy.  

Response: Monthly the documentation will be reviewed.  

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

 
Response: Students participating in the SES program will be eligible for any additional tutorial services funded through this grant. Schools will 

establish a schedule to ensure students may participate in SES and SIG activities. The staff development activities funded through this grant 

are to build the capacity of teachers for quality instruction in the areas of reading, math, writing and science and not to assist the teachers to 

become certified in their current assignment or additional areas of certification. Certification tutorials are funded through the Title I Part A set 

aside and not this grant.  
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7. Strategic Imperative this strategy addresses: 3.1.a 

 
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: Students who are below proficiency, students who are level 3 for the first time, and students who have declined in their proficiency 

level will be eligible to receive tutorial services in the areas of reading, math and writing. 
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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: District NCLB Federal Grants Website: This will provide information 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. 

School Websites that receive services from this grant: This will provide information 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. 

School Newsletters that receive funds: Information on the application will be provided in the monthly newsletter after the approval of the 

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

School Advisory Councils- Information on the application will be provided to SACs to gain input on how to best assist each school. This 

notification will address parents, staff, students, and the community. The SACs will be notified upon approval of the application and receive 

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

There will be a note on each of these methods that the application will be available in Spanish and Creole on the district's website for the 

school and parents to use. 
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Budget

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

B. NAME OF ELIGIBLE RECIPIENT: Palm Beach

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 184 Part-Time In-System - classroom teachers tutor students 10.7 273467.00

2 5100 210 Retirement 0.0 28714.00

3 5100 220 Social Security 0.0 20920.00

4 5100 230 Group Insurance 0.0 21877.00

5 5100 240 Worker's Compensation 0.0 4649.00

6 5100 250 Unemployment Compensation 0.0 3145.00

7 5100 510 Supplies for tutoring and classroom programs (ex. Read 180) 0.0 60891.64

8 6400 130
Resource Teachers/Coaches - Learning Team Facilitators to help 

with reading and math
6.0 328500.00

9 6400 184 Stipends for teachers attending staff development sessions (Hourly) 0.0 54995.00

10 6400 210 Retirement 0.0 40267.00

11 6400 220 Social Security 0.0 29666.00

12 6400 230 Group Insurance 0.0 39200.00

13 6400 240 Worker's Compensation 0.0 6905.00

14 6400 250 Unemployment Compensation 0.0 4671.00

15 6400 510 Supplies for staff development sessions 0.0 20000.00

16 6400 643 Computer Hardware - Laptops for Resource Teachers/Coaches 0.0 7800.00

17 7200 790 Indirect Cost (2.99%) 0.0 28721.00

18 5100 691 Software - Capital (Read 180) 0.0 19000.00

19 5100 692 Software - NonCap (Tutoring Software) 0.0 1000.00

20 6400 691 Software - NonCap (For staff development laptops) 0.0 3000.00

21 6400 750 Substitutes (For staff development) 0.0 22673.00

Total 1020061.64
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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: Palm Beach

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 120 Classroom - Reading Teacher 2.0 109500.00

2 5100 184 Part-Time In-System - Classroom teachers tutor students 12.9 331255.00

3 5100 210 Retirement 0.0 46279.00

4 5100 220 Social Security 0.0 33718.00

5 5100 230 Group Insurance 0.0 38100.00

6 5100 240 Worker's Compensation 0.0 7493.00

7 5100 250 Unemployment Compensation 0.0 5069.00

8 5100 510 Supplies for tutoring and classroom programs (ex. Read 180) 0.0 81290.71

9 6400 130
Resource Teachers/Coaches - 5 Learning Team Facilitators/6 

Reading Coaches/4 Math Coaches
15.0 821250.00

10 6400 184 Stipends for teachers attending staff development sessions 0.0 68279.00

11 6400 210 Retirement 0.0 93401.00

12 6400 220 Social Security 0.0 68457.00

13 6400 230 Group Insurance 0.0 92462.00

14 6400 240 Worker's Compensation 0.0 15601.00

15 6400 250 Unemployment Compensation 0.0 10553.00

16 6400 510 Supplies for staff development sessions 0.0 20000.00

17 6400 643 Computer Hardware - Laptops for Resource Teachers/Coaches 0.0 19500.00

18 7200 790 Indirect Cost (2.99%) 0.0 55939.00

19 5100 691 Software - Capital (Read 180) 0.0 19000.00

20 5100 692 Software - NonCap (Tutoring Software) 0.0 1002.00

21 6400 692 Software - NonCap (For Staff Development laptops) 0.0 5000.00

22 6400 750 Substitutes (For Staff Development) 0.0 28150.00

Total 1971298.71
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Dr. Eric J. Smith, Commissioner
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