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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:
PASCO
7227 LAND O LAKES BLVD
LAND O LAKES, FL 34638

DOE USE ONLY

Date Received

B) Applicant Contact Information:

Contact Name:

Elena
First Name:

MI:
Last

Garcia
Name:

Mailing Address: 7227 Land O'Lakes Blvd.
Land O' Lakes, FL 34638

*Telephone Number (XXX-XXX-XxxX):813-794-2323 Ext:

Fax Number (XxX-xxx-xxxx):813-794-2152

E-mail Address:elgarcia@pasco.k12.fl.us

C) ProgramName (1)

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

C) ProgramName (1)

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

Project Number: (DOE Assigned)

Project Number: (DOE Assigned)

D) Total Funds Requested:

Allocation: $401718.80

D) Total Funds Requested:

Allocation: $298681.62

Total Approved Funds:
(DOE USE ONLY)

$

Total Approved Funds:
(DOE USE ONLY)

$
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CERTIFICATION

| Heather Fiorentino 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. | 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, 1 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: CHASCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL CHASCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 73.71

CHASCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 52.00 58.00 63.00 65.00 NA 53.00 53.00 59.00 68.00 NA 77.00 88.00 82.00 83.00 NA
WHITE 51.00 60.00 66.00 67.00 NA 53.00 57.00 62.00 68.00 NA 90.00 83.00 84.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC 52.00 65.00 NA 47.00 68.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN

ECONOMICALLY
50.00 61.00 61.00 65.00 NA 53.00 53.00 57.00 68.00 NA 86.00 80.00 81.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED

ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
25.00 27.00 31.00 65.00 NA 29.00 35.00 29.00 68.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 68.00 57.00 73.00 74.00 NA 62.00 63.00 65.00 68.00 NA
4 32.00 55.00 59.00 65.00 NA 48.00 51.00 58.00 68.00 NA
5 55.00 63.00 58.00 65.00 NA 48.00 45.00 57.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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10 NA
11 NA
12 NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: DR. MARY GIELLA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DR. MARY GIELLA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 64.78

DR. MARY GIELLA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 56.00 68.00 69.00 70.00 NA 37.00 51.00 54.00 68.00 NA 76.00 80.00 85.00 86.00 NA
WHITE 56.00 68.00 70.00 71.00 NA 38.00 51.00 54.00 68.00 NA 76.00 78.00 85.00 86.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN

ECONOMICALLY
45.00 58.00 64.00 65.00 NA 28.00 43.00 51.00 68.00 NA 79.00 81.00 82.00 83.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED

ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
27.00 40.00 33.00 65.00 NA 12.00 29.00 36.00 68.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 62.00 72.00 79.00 80.00 NA 52.00 65.00 68.00 69.00 NA
4 49.00 64.00 68.00 69.00 NA 43.00 48.00 54.00 68.00 NA
5 56.00 67.00 60.00 65.00 NA 19.00 39.00 41.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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10 NA
11 NA
12 NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: FOX HOLLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL FOX HOLLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 69.22

FOX HOLLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 61.00 64.00 63.00 65.00 NA 49.00 53.00 58.00 68.00 NA 82.00 88.00 90.00 91.00 NA
WHITE 63.00 68.00 66.00 67.00 NA 51.00 55.00 62.00 68.00 NA 91.00 91.00 92.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN

ECONOMICALLY
53.00 54.00 56.00 65.00 NA 44.00 45.00 52.00 68.00 NA 83.00 90.00 91.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED

ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
NA NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 62.00 66.00 69.00 70.00 NA 55.00 68.00 66.00 68.00 NA
4 55.00 62.00 63.00 65.00 NA 48.00 48.00 63.00 68.00 NA
5 64.00 63.00 57.00 65.00 NA 45.00 40.00 44.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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10 NA
11 NA
12 NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: HUDSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL HUDSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 66.37

HUDSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 64.00 57.00 62.00 65.00 NA 50.00 49.00 44.00 68.00 NA 80.00 95.00 88.00 89.00 NA
WHITE 63.00 59.00 62.00 65.00 NA 51.00 50.00 45.00 68.00 NA 94.00 87.00 88.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN

ECONOMICALLY
58.00 48.00 56.00 65.00 NA 42.00 41.00 40.00 68.00 NA 82.00 94.00 91.00 92.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED

ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
29.00 22.00 37.00 65.00 NA 28.00 29.00 24.00 68.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 70.00 58.00 66.00 67.00 NA 63.00 66.00 54.00 68.00 NA
4 55.00 55.00 62.00 65.00 NA 43.00 41.00 47.00 68.00 NA
5 65.00 58.00 57.00 65.00 NA 44.00 38.00 32.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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10 NA
11 NA
12 NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: JAMES M. MARLOWE ELEM. SCHOOL JAMES M. MARLOWE ELEM. SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 71.27

JAMES M. MARLOWE ELEM. SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 63.00 70.00 67.00 68.00 NA 57.00 58.00 66.00 68.00 NA 88.00 84.00 87.00 88.00 NA
WHITE 62.00 72.00 70.00 71.00 NA 57.00 62.00 66.00 68.00 NA 86.00 88.00 89.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN

ECONOMICALLY
62.00 69.00 64.00 65.00 NA 55.00 54.00 62.00 68.00 NA 87.00 86.00 87.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED

ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
31.00 42.00 40.00 65.00 NA 29.00 33.00 38.00 68.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 62.00 64.00 68.00 69.00 NA 58.00 61.00 73.00 74.00 NA
4 68.00 64.00 62.00 65.00 NA 65.00 55.00 66.00 68.00 NA
5 57.00 78.00 71.00 72.00 NA 47.00 58.00 60.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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10 NA
11 NA
12 NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: LACOOCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL LACOOCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 89.41

LACOOCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 59.00 72.00 65.00 66.00 NA 60.00 66.00 54.00 68.00 NA 82.00 91.00 96.00 97.00 NA
WHITE 65.00 83.00 81.00 82.00 NA 67.00 70.00 53.00 68.00 NA NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC 51.00 66.00 53.00 65.00 NA 50.00 66.00 54.00 68.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN

ECONOMICALLY
57.00 71.00 60.00 65.00 NA 58.00 64.00 49.00 68.00 NA 92.00 85.00 86.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED

ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 49.00 56.00 39.00 65.00 NA 50.00 71.00 49.00 68.00 NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
38.00 52.00 41.00 65.00 NA 50.00 52.00 48.00 68.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 72.00 69.00 61.00 65.00 NA 68.00 76.00 35.00 68.00 NA
4 50.00 79.00 68.00 69.00 NA 55.00 68.00 63.00 68.00 NA
5 53.00 69.00 65.00 66.00 NA 57.00 52.00 65.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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10 NA
11 NA
12 NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: MITTYE P. LOCKE ELEM. SCHOOL MITTYE P. LOCKE ELEM. SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 69.00

MITTYE P. LOCKE ELEM. SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 71.00 71.00 67.00 68.00 NA 60.00 63.00 61.00 68.00 NA 92.00 87.00 87.00 88.00 NA
WHITE 70.00 73.00 69.00 70.00 NA 60.00 64.00 65.00 68.00 NA 86.00 86.00 87.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN

ECONOMICALLY
65.00 66.00 63.00 65.00 NA 55.00 61.00 55.00 68.00 NA 85.00 88.00 89.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED

ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
41.00 35.00 32.00 65.00 NA 32.00 31.00 30.00 68.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 77.00 65.00 63.00 65.00 NA 69.00 65.00 61.00 68.00 NA
4 66.00 70.00 73.00 74.00 NA 64.00 67.00 65.00 68.00 NA
5 70.00 79.00 65.00 66.00 NA 45.00 57.00 57.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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10 NA
11 NA
12 NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: MOON LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL MOON LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 66.53

MOON LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 64.00 71.00 68.00 69.00 NA 54.00 63.00 61.00 68.00 NA 77.00 91.00 87.00 88.00 NA
WHITE 65.00 71.00 68.00 69.00 NA 54.00 64.00 61.00 68.00 NA 91.00 86.00 87.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN

ECONOMICALLY
59.00 65.00 61.00 65.00 NA 49.00 54.00 54.00 68.00 NA 88.00 80.00 81.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED

ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
42.00 36.00 32.00 65.00 NA 43.00 40.00 29.00 68.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 72.00 71.00 71.00 72.00 NA 63.00 76.00 67.00 68.00 NA
4 47.00 74.00 74.00 75.00 NA 45.00 67.00 65.00 68.00 NA
5 73.00 67.00 59.00 65.00 NA 52.00 45.00 51.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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10 NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: NORTHWEST ELEMENTARY SCHOOL NORTHWEST ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 76.70

NORTHWEST ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 61.00 66.00 67.00 68.00 NA 48.00 50.00 58.00 68.00 NA 67.00 86.00 93.00 94.00 NA
WHITE 61.00 65.00 68.00 68.00 NA 49.00 50.00 58.00 68.00 NA 84.00 93.00 94.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN

ECONOMICALLY
58.00 60.00 67.00 68.00 NA 44.00 45.00 56.00 68.00 NA 86.00 91.00 92.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED

ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
53.00 51.00 46.00 65.00 NA 48.00 37.00 38.00 68.00 NA 71.00 NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 62.00 62.00 67.00 68.00 NA 50.00 58.00 59.00 68.00 NA
4 55.00 64.00 74.00 75.00 NA 49.00 54.00 60.00 68.00 NA
5 65.00 71.00 61.00 65.00 NA 44.00 37.00 53.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: PASCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PASCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 80.03

PASCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 61.00 63.00 61.00 65.00 NA 49.00 52.00 56.00 68.00 NA 84.00 90.00 84.00 85.00 NA
WHITE 72.00 72.00 72.00 73.00 NA 59.00 58.00 63.00 68.00 NA 88.00 87.00 88.00 NA
BLACK 52.00 51.00 46.00 65.00 NA 40.00 43.00 42.00 68.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 50.00 55.00 53.00 65.00 NA 40.00 50.00 55.00 68.00 NA 92.00 94.00 79.00 80.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN

ECONOMICALLY
55.00 60.00 57.00 65.00 NA 45.00 50.00 55.00 68.00 NA 82.00 88.00 85.00 86.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED

ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
34.00 50.00 43.00 65.00 NA 34.00 44.00 44.00 68.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 72.00 55.00 63.00 65.00 NA 58.00 54.00 70.00 71.00 NA
4 57.00 64.00 61.00 65.00 NA 43.00 49.00 57.00 68.00 NA
5 52.00 71.00 58.00 65.00 NA 45.00 53.00 41.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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10 NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: RICHEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL RICHEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 76.30

RICHEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 69.00 62.00 66.00 67.00 NA 54.00 54.00 60.00 68.00 NA 68.00 89.00 92.00 93.00 NA
WHITE 70.00 65.00 69.00 70.00 NA 57.00 58.00 65.00 68.00 NA 89.00 94.00 95.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN

ECONOMICALLY
67.00 58.00 65.00 66.00 NA 53.00 52.00 58.00 68.00 NA 90.00 89.00 90.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED

ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
58.00 45.00 47.00 65.00 NA 43.00 40.00 49.00 68.00 NA 77.00 NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 74.00 59.00 65.00 66.00 NA 53.00 61.00 62.00 68.00 NA
4 64.00 66.00 70.00 71.00 NA 59.00 48.00 62.00 68.00 NA
5 69.00 62.00 62.00 65.00 NA 49.00 52.00 56.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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10 NA
11 NA
12 NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: RODNEY B. COX ELEMENTARY SCHL RODNEY B. COX ELEMENTARY SCHL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 93.43

RODNEY B. COX ELEMENTARY SCHL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 54.00 44.00 42.00 65.00 NA 39.00 36.00 48.00 68.00 NA 92.00 89.00 96.00 97.00 NA
WHITE NA NA NA
BLACK 47.00 40.00 33.00 65.00 NA 22.00 30.00 35.00 68.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 53.00 42.00 45.00 65.00 NA 38.00 34.00 51.00 68.00 NA 95.00 89.00 97.00 98.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN

ECONOMICALLY
53.00 41.00 41.00 65.00 NA 38.00 34.00 48.00 68.00 NA 92.00 89.00 95.00 96.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED

ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 48.00 32.00 29.00 65.00 NA 30.00 19.00 36.00 68.00 NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
40.00 31.00 18.00 65.00 NA 47.00 27.00 36.00 68.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 62.00 44.00 47.00 65.00 NA 54.00 42.00 55.00 68.00 NA
4 49.00 47.00 40.00 65.00 NA 33.00 51.00 46.00 68.00 NA
5 49.00 41.00 38.00 65.00 NA 25.00 14.00 44.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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10 NA
11 NA
12 NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/ School Improvel nitiative/print.aspx (28 of 56)7/14/2009 2:01:09 PM

NA

NA

NA



Untitled Page

School Achievement Data

1. School: SCHRADER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL SCHRADER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 68.78

SCHRADER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 65.00 69.00 70.00 71.00 NA 50.00 63.00 64.00 68.00 NA 85.00 91.00 88.00 89.00 NA
WHITE 66.00 71.00 68.00 69.00 NA 51.00 65.00 64.00 68.00 NA 91.00 87.00 88.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN

ECONOMICALLY
60.00 64.00 64.00 65.00 NA 45.00 60.00 57.00 68.00 NA 85.00 90.00 85.00 86.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED

ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
36.00 43.00 40.00 65.00 NA 28.00 48.00 37.00 68.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 76.00 62.00 76.00 77.00 NA 62.00 63.00 71.00 72.00 NA
4 53.00 75.00 69.00 70.00 NA 54.00 74.00 60.00 68.00 NA
5 65.00 70.00 63.00 65.00 NA 34.00 53.00 60.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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11 NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: SHADY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL SHADY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 65.52

SHADY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 74.00 72.00 70.00 71.00 NA 53.00 62.00 65.00 68.00 NA 88.00 86.00 87.00 88.00 NA
WHITE 73.00 73.00 72.00 73.00 NA 53.00 64.00 66.00 68.00 NA 86.00 89.00 90.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN

ECONOMICALLY
70.00 70.00 66.00 67.00 NA 48.00 58.00 58.00 68.00 NA 85.00 86.00 85.00 86.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED

ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
33.00 40.00 40.00 65.00 NA 24.00 27.00 42.00 68.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 86.00 60.00 63.00 65.00 NA 62.00 70.00 72.00 73.00 NA
4 68.00 81.00 80.00 81.00 NA 52.00 66.00 71.00 72.00 NA
5 69.00 74.00 68.00 69.00 NA 46.00 51.00 51.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: SUNRAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL SUNRAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 70.66

SUNRAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 62.00 58.00 63.00 65.00 NA 51.00 50.00 54.00 68.00 NA 83.00 93.00 81.00 82.00 NA
WHITE 64.00 61.00 68.00 69.00 NA 52.00 53.00 59.00 68.00 NA 93.00 80.00 81.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC 55.00 65.00 NA 37.00 68.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN

ECONOMICALLY
58.00 54.00 60.00 65.00 NA 46.00 47.00 53.00 68.00 NA 92.00 78.00 79.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED

ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
NA NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 70.00 57.00 69.00 70.00 NA 63.00 52.00 61.00 68.00 NA
4 45.00 60.00 59.00 65.00 NA 45.00 57.00 55.00 68.00 NA
5 69.00 58.00 60.00 65.00 NA 44.00 40.00 45.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: WEST ZEPHYRHILLS ELEM. SCHOOL WEST ZEPHYRHILLS ELEM. SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 67.22

WEST ZEPHYRHILLS ELEM. SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 62.00 66.00 64.00 65.00 NA 48.00 56.00 59.00 68.00 NA 81.00 92.00 88.00 89.00 NA
WHITE 66.00 68.00 67.00 68.00 NA 51.00 58.00 61.00 68.00 NA 93.00 88.00 89.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN

ECONOMICALLY
51.00 60.00 59.00 65.00 NA 40.00 49.00 52.00 68.00 NA 79.00 91.00 89.00 90.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED

ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
28.00 44.00 34.00 65.00 NA 37.00 45.00 34.00 68.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 73.00 68.00 64.00 65.00 NA 59.00 69.00 64.00 68.00 NA
4 57.00 65.00 69.00 70.00 NA 49.00 60.00 68.00 69.00 NA
5 56.00 66.00 61.00 65.00 NA 37.00 40.00 47.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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10 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: O

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/ School Improvel nitiative/print.aspx (37 of 56)7/14/2009 2:01:09 PM



Untitled Page

Root Cause Analysis

Identify all possible interactions within a system that could be contributing to identified area(s) of low academic achievement. (organizational
culture of the school, organizational structure of the school, instructional methods, instructional preparation time, external factors, student

demographics, curriculum, etc.)

For each Root Cause identified, provide the following:

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

2. Provide the data/documents reviewed to determine this is a cause of low academic achievement.
3. Explain how strategies implemented through this application will eliminate the root cause.

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

Root Cause: 1

The District School Board of Pasco County has identified variance in the use of instructional methods in mathematics as a root cause for low
academic achievement in mathematics. This is exemplified by current data, which shows that in 2008, only 58% of the entire tested student
population met proficiency as measured by the FCAT mathematics assessment. This variance is due to a variety of factors. One factor
includes teacher inability to differentiate instruction. This is exemplified by current data which shows that in 2008 only 32% of Students with
Disabilities met proficiency as measured by the FCAT mathematics assessment. One contributing factor is that many elementary teachers
have not been sufficiently trained in mathematics concepts and pedagogy and have receiving little to no follow up support to those trainings.
This is partially due to the fact that the District has been experiencing rapid growth making it necessary to build 16 schools in the last 5
years. The District has struggled to support the needs of teachers of mathematics due to this growth and district level capacity, which
includes one K-12 Mathematics Supervisor and one K-12 District Instructional Trainer/Coach for 75 schools. These School Improvement
Funds will be used to hire 10 Math Resource Teachers and one District Level Instructional Trainer Coach for the 10 schools in the District
that are at the Correct | and Correct Il level according to the Florida Differentiated Accountability Model. By increasing the level of support in
mathematics instruction to these teachers at Title | schools, student achievement in mathematics will increase significantly, so that 68% of

the tested population reach the proficiency target.

Root Cause: 2

The District School Board of Pasco County has identified a weakness in the ability of both teachers and administrators to analyze district,
school and classroom level data, and the ability to inform instruction based on the results of that analysis. A review of the District's
professional development offerings confirms that there are a limited number of trainings that include methods and strategies for analyzing
data and applying the results to inform instruction. This is partially due to the fact that the District has been experiencing rapid growth having
built 16 schools in the last 5 years. The District School Board of Pasco County has also struggled to support needs of teachers and
administrators in the area of data analysis due to this growth and district level capacity. By hiring a District Data Instructional Trainer Coach,
we will increase the capacity of our neediest Title | schools in analyzing their data and more importantly, adjusting instruction based on that
analysis. This focus on data analysis will significantly increase the numbers of proficient students in reading and math so that 65% of our

students reach reading proficiency and 68% reach math proficiency.

Root Cause: 3

The District School Board of Pasco County has supplied elementary principals with a wide variety of professional development
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opportunities. However, only a few of these experiences have been based on the specific needs of the individual principal and the unique
needs of their school. Thus, the District has identified the lack of individualized, differentiated support for elementary administrators as a root
cause for a lack of school wide achievement in Title | schools. Thus, the district will focus these School Improvement Funds on providing the
360 Degree Professional Assessment and Professional Partner Support for ten Title | administrators at the Florida Differentiated
Accountability Model levels of Correct | and Correct Il. Differentiated support from quality mentors will be given to these administrators and
will be based on the results of the 360 Degree Assessment, their performance evaluations, their schools placement on the Florida
Differentiated Accountability Model and their school’s grade. By providing this differentiated support, student achievement will significantly

increase so that 65% of our students reach reading proficiency and 68% reach math proficiency.
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Data Analysis during Project Period

Describe the process the district will have in place during the project period to analyze student achievement and program outcome data.
Your response must include the following:
1. What professional development will be offered to staff to analyze student achievement and program outcome data? Who will offer
data analysis professional development?
2. What instrument(s) will be used to assess students’ progress in mastering grade-level benchmarks?
3. How many times during the 2008-2009 school year will data analysis take place at schools in need of improvement, corrective action,
and/or restructuring?

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

Response: The District School Board of Pasco County provided training in the Florida Continuous Improvement Model to the ten lowest
performing Title | schools. This training was conducted by the Florida Department of Education and included direct instruction in data
analysis via the DART model. Follow-up coaching and support is being provided by the Research and Evaluation department. Weekly data
analysis meetings are conducted at each school in need of improvement and the progress monitoring tools to measure the success of these
initiatives include pre- and post- unit assessments, Princeton Review mini and benchmark assessments and the FCAT mathematics

assessment. Teachers will adjust their instruction based on the result of the data analysis to meet the needs of their students.
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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.

Title & Name of Individual
No. Qualifications of Individual
on LEA Support Team

23 years in ed including 12 years teaching, 7 years as
School-Based ESOL Coordinator, 2 years District ESOL
Lydia Ray — Supervisor, Curriculum and Instructional
1 Coord, 2 years Resource SpecialisttAAA Compliance/SES
Services (School Success Team)
Coord; currently CIS Sup; Master's in Ed, Endorsed in

ESOL, Cert in Ed Leadership,

17 years in education including 10 years teaching, 7 years
as instructional trainer coach; Master's Degree in Math

2 Cindie Donahue — District Resource Teacher
Education, Certified in Educational Leadership,

Mathematics

22 years in education including 19 years teaching, 1 year
as AP in a school, and 10 years as Supervisor /CIS;
Jill Nielsen - Supervisor, Curriculum and Instructional
3 endorsements in Social Studies, Mathematics, History,
Services (Mathematics)
Master's Degree in Education, Certified in Educational

Leadership

9 years in education including 3 years teaching, 3 years as
Reading Specialist, and 3 years as Supervisor/CIS-
Rachel Powers - Supervisor, Curriculum and Instructional
4 Reading, Writing; Endorsed in Reading and Specific
Services (Reading, Writing, Language Arts)
Learning Disabled; Master’s in Education, Certified

Educational Leadership

13 years in education including 4 years teaching, 9 years
Information Services/Network Analyst; Bachelors of

5 Cheryl Otero — Network Specialist
Science in Elementary Education; endorsements middle

school mathematics, ESOL

18 years in education including 14 years teaching, 1 year
Elena Garcia - Supervisor, Curriculum and Instructional as ESOL Resource Specialist, and 3 years Supervisor/Title
Services 1;Master’s Degree in Education, Certified Educational

Leadership, English/Middle schools, ESOL Endorsed
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10

11

12

13

14

Ruth Reilly — Assistant Superintendent, Curriculum and

Instructional Services

Kathy Steiner — Director, Curriculum and Instructional

Services

Dr. Kathleen Sanz - Supervisor, Curriculum and

Instructional Services

Dr. David Scanga — Executive Director, Elementary

Schools

Dr. Peggy Jones — Director, Research and Evaluation

Terry Rhum — Director, Employee Relations, Equity and

Employment Law

Dr. Renee Sedlack — Director, Human Resources

Marti Meacher — Director, Staff Development
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36 years/ 3 years teaching, 4 guidance counselor, 7- AP, 4-
Sup/SD, 7 - Director/CIS, 1- Admin. Asst. of Elem. and Mid,
3 - Asst. Supt/Elem Ed, currently Asst Supt/CIS;
Specialist's Degree, Endorsements in Guidance, Sch Prin,

MH

33 years in education including 10 years teaching, 2 years
as AP, 19 years as Supervisor/CIS, 2 years as Director/
CIS; Master’s Degree in Education, Certified in

Administrative Supervision, Middle School Social Science

31 years in education including 8 years teaching, 23 years
as Supervisor/CIS- Music Education; Master’'s Degree in
Music, Ph.D. in Music; Certified in Music Education and

Administrative Supervision

27 years-Ed., 10 years-Sch Psy, 4 years- Sch Counselor, 2
years-Behavior Spec, 5 years- AP, 3 years-Prin, 2 years-
Director/R&E, 1 year Exec Director/Elem Schools, currently

Asst Supt of Elem Schools;

16 years in education including 6 years teaching, 6 years
as AP of a school, 4 years as Supervisor/ R&E, 1 year as
Director/ R&E, Certified in Educational Leadership,

Doctorate in Education

33 years in education including 5 years teaching, 5 years
as AP, 13 years as Supervisor/Transportation, 5 years as
Supervisor/Employee Relations, 5 years as Director/
Employee Relations; Master’s Degree in Ed, Certified

Administrative Supervision

37 years in education including 11 years teaching, 3 years
as AP, 21 years as Principal, 2 years as Director/Human
Resources; Doctorate in Education, Certified in School
Principals, Early Childhood Education, Elementary

Education

34 years in education including 7 years teaching, 27 years
in administration including 7 years as AP, 10 years as a
school principal, 6 as Supervisor/CIS, and 4 as Director/
Staff Development; Master’'s Degree in Education, Certified

Ed Leadership
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21 years in education including 6 years teaching, 6 years
as AP, 7 years as Principal, 2 years as Director/
Robert Aguis — Director, Community, Career and
15 Community, Career and Technology; Master's Degree in
Technology
Education, Certified Educational Leadership, Marketing,

Career Technology

21 years in education including16 years teaching, 2 years
as AP, 2 years as Supervisor/SD, currently Director/

16 Beth Rawls — Director, PreKindergarten
Prekindergarten, Master’s Degree in Education, Certified

Educational Leadership, Early Childhood Education

15 years in education including 7 years teaching, 3 years

as AP, 2 years as Supervisor/CIS, and 3 years Director/
17 Monica Verra — Director, Exceptional Student Education

ESE; Master’s Degree in Education, Certified Educational

Leadership, Varying Exceptionalities

30 years in education including 2 years as school

psychologist, 24 years as supervisor/psychology, 4 years
18 Lizette Alezander — Director, Student Services as Director/ Student Services; Master’s Degree in

Psychology, Certified Administrative Supervision, School

Psychology

36 years in education including 13 years teaching, 15 years
as AP, 7 years as principal, and 1 year as Director/

19 Dr. John Mann — Director, Leadership Development
Leadership Development; Doctorate in Education, Certified

in School Principal, Physical Education

14 years in education including 10 years teaching, 1 as an
Wendy Spriggs — Director, Instructional Media and Instructional Trainer Coach, 1 as AP, and 2 as Director/
20
Technology DIMC; Master’s Degree in Education, Certified Media

Specialist, Educational Leadership

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: The District School Board of Pasco County has hired a Supervisor for School Improvement. One of the major responsibilities of
this role is to lead a School Success Team at our lowest performing Title | schools (Rodney B. Cox Elementary and Hudson Elementary)
consisting of a technology specialist, data coach, and district personnel from a variety of departments. The School Success Team will
directly monitor the implementation of the Florida Continuous Improvement Model, as well as act as an oversight group, which will meet
regulary with the school leadership team. Each month, the School Success Team will report each school’s progress to the District
Restructuring Committee. The District Restructuring Committee is comprised of members of the Superintendent’s staff, as well as the
Director of Research and Evaluation, the Director of Student Services, the Director of Leadership Development, the Director of Staff
Development, the Director of Employee Relations, the Director of Curriculum and Instruction, the Director of Human Resources, the Director

of Exceptional Student Education, the Director of Pre-K and the Title | Supervisor. The District Restructuring Committee will give guidance
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and maintain oversight of administrative decisions throughout the school year. The District Restructuring Committee will report directly to the
Superintendent’s staff. The School Improvement Supervisor will also provide monitoring, guidance and assistance to the other schools in
restructuring (James Marlowe Elementary, Pasco Elementary and Northwest Elementary). This will include, but not be limited to, assisting
with identifying needs, goal setting, and the implementation of instructional initiatives. The School Improvement Supervisor will also assure

that Title | resources are being focused on the areas of identified needs.
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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 Il 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 | students not achieving proficiency in reading and how this initiative will assist to
enhance/expand that current capacity.

Response: Due to the data regarding the lack of district wide student math proficiency, the main focus of these funds is mathematics
instruction. However, a writing component is a strong part of this model. Increasing students' ability to write across all curriculums will

enhance and expand the District's current capacity in achieving reading proficiency.

2. Describe the current capacity of the LEA to assist Title | students that are not achieving proficiency in mathematics and how this initiative
will assist to enhance/expand that current capacity.

Response: The District School Board of Pasco County has supported academic performance in mathematics in a variety of ways. For
example, all teachers in Title | schools have received a four day training in Learning Focused Strategies. All teachers in the District have
also been provided with curriculum maps in mathematics, which guide teachers with a scope and sequence for mathematic instruction along
with prioritized benchmarks. The Princeton Review progress monitoring system, which includes benchmark and mini assessments in
mathematics has also been purchased for Title | schools. Some Title | schools have also hired additional teachers who work directly with
struggling students to provide immediate, intensive interventions. Additional teachers for the extended school day program have also been
hired for this same purpose. All elementary teachers in the District have been provided with pre- and post- mathematics unit assessments
for a more targeted approach to the teaching and learning cycle. Teachers have also been provided with math trainings throughout the last
school year and over the summer break. Trainings delivered include the Math-Science Institute, Math Centers Training, overviews of the
FCAT mathematics assessment and rolling math workshops on algebraic thinking, number sense, data analysis, probability, measurement,

and geometry.

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

Response: Due to the data regarding the lack of district wide student math proficiency, the main focus of these funds is mathematics
instruction. However, a writing component is a strong part of this model. Increasing students' ability to write across all curriculums will

certainly enhance and expand the District's current capacity in achieving writing proficiency.
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Strategies to Be Implemented

la.Name of strategy

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

. CHASCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
DR. MARY GIELLA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
FOX HOLLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
HUDSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. JAMES M. MARLOWE ELEM. SCHOOL

. LACOOCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. MITTYE P. LOCKE ELEM. SCHOOL

. MOON LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
NORTHWEST ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
PASCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
RICHEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
RODNEY B. COX ELEMENTARY SCHL

. SCHRADER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. SHADY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. SUNRAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. WEST ZEPHYRHILLS ELEM. 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

le Description of research of effectiveness (or purpose)

Response: Early work by Showers and Joyce (1996) found that teachers were more likely to adopt and “own” new practices and strategies
when they had coaching and in-class feedback to accompany their professional development. Neufeld and Roper (2003) report that
teachers whose professional development includes coaching were more likely to try out the new ideas they learned. There have also been
some preliminary connections between coaching and changes in student outcomes. For example, a three-year study of the impact of
Cognitive Coaching (a particular model of coaching) showed student scores improved on the lowa Test of Basic Skills in treatment schools
compared to control groups (Grinder, 1996). The same study showed referrals to special education declined in the treatment schools.
Researchers from the Foundation for Comprehensive Early Literacy Learning (Swartz, 2003) have reported a positive effect on student
achievement linked to coaching. The District School Board of Pasco County believes that this data supports using these school
improvement funds to place Math Resource teachers at nine of our ten schools identified by the Florida DAM as Correct | and Il schools (R.
B. Cox Elementary, Pasco Elementary, Hudson Elementary, Northwest Elementary, Schrader Elementary, Lacoochee Elementary, West
Zephyrhills Elementary, Chasco Elementary, Moon Lake Elementary) and this model will result in increased mathematics achievement for
their lowest performing subgroups. An ESE Instructional Assistant will be provided (Marlowe Elementary) as their data indicates a need for

additional support with Students with Disabilities, and a limited need for additional support in mathematics. The District will also use these
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funds to hire a District Math Instructional Trainer Coach to support each of the Math Resource teachers, as well as the remaining Title |

schools.

2. Frequency and duration of this strategy (For example: three days per week after school for nine weeks starting the week of January 7th.)
Response: The Math Resource Teachers will be school based. Hence, 100% of their daily activities will be devoted to coaching and
supporting teachers at their schools in teaching mathematics. The District Instructional Trainer Coach will support the Math Resource
Teachers, as well as the Title | schools that do not have Math Resource Teachers. The Instructional Assistant will also work with students

every day.

3. Who will be in charge of monitoring implementation of the strategy or student progress?
Response: The Supervisor for K-12 Mathematics and existing District Math Instructional Trainer Coach will collaborate with the Supervisor
for School Success, the School Success Teams and the School Improvement Supervisor to monitor the implementation of the strategy and

student progress. School based leadership teams will be an integral part of this process.

4. Progress monitoring tool used to track effectiveness of this strategy as measured by student progress.
Response: The progress monitoring tools to measure the success of these initiatives via student progress include pre- and post-

mathematics unit assessments, the Princeton Review mini and quarterly benchmark assessments and the FCAT mathematics assessment.

5. Frequency of progress monitoring of this strategy.

Response: Pre- and post- mathematics unit assessments will be used at the start and end of each instructional unit as defined by our
mathematics curriculum maps. The Princeton Review mini formative assessments will be used by teachers throughout the unit. Princeton
Review benchmark assessments will be administered and analyzed three times a year prior to the FCAT. The FCAT mathematics

assessment will be used annually.

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

Response: The District School Board of Pasco County does not supply Math Resource Teachers to any school as part of the basic
allocation process. Thus, providing Math Resource Teachers to Title | schools with these School Improvement funds will be strictly
supplemental. While the District utilizes Title Il funds to support one District-level Instructional Trainer Coach who supports the entire school
district, the Supervisor for Mathematics, the Title | Supervisor, and the Supervisor of School Success will ensure that the existing District
Instructional Trainer Coach funded by Title Il will continue to support both Title | and non-Title | schools. The District-level Instructional

Trainer Coach hired with these funds will solely support Title | schools.

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 at Title | Schools in Need of Improvement, Corrective Action, and Restructuring, as well as schools that fall in the
Florida Differentiated Accountability Model levels of Correct | and Correct Il. The targeted subgroups include the subgroups struggling in
mathematics. This includes Black, Hispanic, American Indian, Economically Disadvantaged, English Language Learners and Students with

Disabilities.
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Strategies to Be Implemented

la.Name of strategy

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

. CHASCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
DR. MARY GIELLA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
FOX HOLLOW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
HUDSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. JAMES M. MARLOWE ELEM. SCHOOL

. LACOOCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. MITTYE P. LOCKE ELEM. SCHOOL

. MOON LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
NORTHWEST ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
PASCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
RICHEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
RODNEY B. COX ELEMENTARY SCHL

. SCHRADER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. SHADY HILLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. SUNRAY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. WEST ZEPHYRHILLS ELEM. 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

le Description of research of effectiveness (or purpose)

Response: In this age of accountability, the ability to analyze both formative and summative assessment data is critical to school wide
success. This not only allows the District to see how sub-groups of students are performing, but also allows teachers to adjust instuction
when students are not meeting academic challenges. According to Hopkins & Ainslow (1993) a reliance on data is one defining

characteristic of schools producing gains in student achievement, especially the subgroups.

2. Frequency and duration of this strategy (For example: three days per week after school for nine weeks starting the week of January 7th.)
Response: The District Data Instructional Trainer Coach will work with Title | schools each day. The District Data Instructional Trainer
Coach will have a targeted focus on our Title | schools in Restructuring and the Planning for Restructuring Phase and those at the Florida

Differentiated Accountability Model level of Correct | and Correct .

3. Who will be in charge of monitoring implementation of the strategy or student progress?
Response: The Director of Curriculum and Instruction, will collaborate with the Director of Research and Evaluation, the Supervisor of

School Success and the Title | Supervisor to monitor the implementation of this strategy.
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4. Progress monitoring tool used to track effectiveness of this strategy as measured by student progress.
Response: The progress monitoring tools to measure the success of these initiatives via student progress include pre- and post-
mathematics unit assessments, the Princeton Review mini and quarterly benchmark assessments and the FCAT mathematics assessment.

Additional progress monitoring systems include the use of Dibels, running records and lexile assessment.

5. Frequency of progress monitoring of this strategy.

Response: Pre- and post- mathematics unit assessments will be used at the start and end of each instructional unit as defined by our
mathematics curriculum maps. The Princeton Review mini formative assessments will be used by teachers throughout the unit. Princeton
Review benchmark assessments will be administered and analyzed three times a year prior to the FCAT. The FCAT mathematics
assessment will be used annually. Dibels will be used with all Kindergarten students as well as all students not meeting reading standards
three times a year, Also, all Kindergarten students receive running records three times a year and all students who are beyond beginning

reading level are administered lexile assessments three times a year.

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

Response: The District School Board of Pasco County does not supply a District Data Instructional Trainer Coach as part of the basic
allocation process. Thus, providing District Data Instructional Trainer Coach to Title | schools with these School Improvement funds will be

strictly supplemental.

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: The initial target of this strategy is the teachers at Title | Schools in Need of Improvement, Corrective Action, and Restructuring,
as well as schools that fall in the Florida Differentiated Accountability Model levels of Correct | and Correct I. However, via this model, it is
ultimately the students at Title | schools, specifically students in the lowest performing subgroups (Black, Hispanic, American Indian,

Economically Disadvantaged, English Language Learners, Students with Disabilities) with whom this will have the biggest impact.
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Strategies to Be Implemented

la.Name of strategy

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

. CHASCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
HUDSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. JAMES M. MARLOWE ELEM. SCHOOL
LACOOCHEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
MOON LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. NORTHWEST ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. PASCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. RODNEY B. COX ELEMENTARY SCHL

. SCHRADER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. WEST ZEPHYRHILLS ELEM. 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 3

1e Description of research of effectiveness (or purpose)

Response: Given the strong correlation in recent studies between student achievement and the leadership capabilities of school leaders,
the District School Board of Pasco County has identified a pressing need for the recruitment and development of high-performing school
leaders. Based upon extensive research, the District believes the facilitation of an effective mentoring program is a crucial element of this
priority initiative. This mentoring program will begin with the administration of a 360 Assessment. This assessment combines a self-rating
with a rating from colleagues including their supervisor, peers, and direct reports. This provides critical feedback to each leader on which
they can base future goals for themselves and for school wide improvement. This assessment will be followed by mentoring and
professional development activities selected specifically to their individual growth. The mentor will provide ongoing coaching for
improvement, performance-based accountability and hands-on support to leaders with whom they work. The mentoring program will be

aligned with the Florida Principal Leadership Standards and mentors will highlight the most effective, research-based practices in education.

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: Principals of schools that fall in the Florida Differentiated Accountability Model levels of Correct | and Correct Il will each receive

the 360 Degree Assessment. Follow up mentoring and coaching support will be provided on a differentiated basis based on:

i. Results of 360 Assessment

ii. Performance evaluations

iii. Florida Differentiatied Accountability Model Level

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/School Improvel nitiative/print.aspx (51 of 56)7/14/2009 2:01:09 PM



Untitled Page

iv. School Grade

3. Who will be in charge of monitoring implementation of the strategy or student progress?
Response: The Director of Leadership Development will collaborate with the Assistant Superintendent for Elementary Schools and the

Assistant Superintendent for Curriculum and Instructional Services to monitor the implementation of this program.

4. Progress monitoring tool used to track effectiveness of this strategy as measured by student progress.
Response: The progress monitoring tools to measure the success of these initiatives via student progress include pre- and post-
mathematics unit assessments, the Princeton Review mini and quarterly benchmark assessments and the FCAT mathematics assessment.

Additional progress monitoring systems include the use of Dibels, running records and lexile assessment.

5. Frequency of progress monitoring of this strategy.

Response: Pre- and post- mathematics unit assessments will be used at the start and end of each instructional unit as defined by our
district mathematics curriculum maps. The Princeton Review mini formative assessments will be used by teachers throughout the unit.
Princeton Review benchmark assessments will be administered and analyzed three times a year. The FCAT mathematics assessment will
be used annually. Dibels will be used with all kiindergarten students as well as all students not meeting reading standards three times a
year, Also, all kindergarten students receive running records three times a year and all students who are beyond beginning reading level are

administered lexile assessments three times a year.

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

Response: The District School Board of Pasco County does not supply mentors to Principals in Non-Title | schools with basic District funds.

Thus, providing mentors to Principals of Title | schools is strictly supplemental.
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: The initial target of this strategy is the Principals at our Title | Schools in Restructuring and Planning for Restructuring, as well as
schools that fall in the Florida Differentiated Accountability Model levels of Correct | and Correct Il. However, via this model, it is ultimately
the students at Title | schools, specifically students in the lowest performing subgroups (Black, Hispanic, American Indian, Economically

Disadvantaged, English Language Learners, Students with Disabilities) with whom this will have the biggest impact.
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Dissemination/Marketing

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

Provide the method(s) of dissemination/marketing of this application
Provide the population each method will address
Provide the frequency of each method used

Provide the duration of each method

S

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

Response: Information regarding this project as well as student progress will be reported in a variety of ways. Formal methods of individual
student progress include FCAT SSS results, which are released and distributed to parents each spring. Report cards and progress reports
are distributed four times a year, once per quarter. This typically occurs in October, December, February and April. Progress monitoring plan
reports are distributed to parents on an ongoing basis as student needs arise. Information on school level progress, as well as district wide
progress, is shared via Adequate Yearly Progress letters sent within two weeks of the release of AYP data, the Superintendent’s tabloid
(published in the newspaper each October); the Superintendent’s annual report, (published and disseminated each November); the School
Profile Report; individual school newsletters (sent home on a monthly basis); the district website; school report cards (annually shared with
parents, community members, and staff). Information regarding this project will be shared at School Advisory Council meetings at each Title
| school and a copy of this application will be available at each Title | school. Pertinent information is communicated in English and Spanish,

when feasible, to the parents who are directly impacted by individual project activities.
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Budget

A. NAME OF THE NCLB PROGRAM: Title | School Improvement Initiative [1003(a)]
TAPS Number
B. NAME OF ELIGIBLE RECIPIENT: Pasco

09A006

C. Project Number (DOE USE ONLY):
o, D@ © @ ©)

FUNCTION OBJECT ACCOUNT TITLE AND NARRATIVE FTE POSITION AMOUNT
1 5100 150 Salaries (Instructional Assistant 1.0) 1.0 18081.80
2 5100 210 Retirement 0.0 1781.00
3 5100 220 Social Security 0.0 1383.00
4 5100 230 Benefits (Medical and Dental) 0.0 5150.00
5 6300 130 Salaries (Math Resource Teachers) 6.0 267888.00
6 6300 210 Retirement 0.0 26387.00
7 6300 220 Social Security 0.0 20493.00
8 6300 230 Benefits (Medical and Dental) 0.0 30900.00

Professional and Technical Services (Principal Mentoring for 10 Title
9 6400 311 0.0 15396.00
I Administrators)

10 7200 790 Indirect Cost (.0368%) 0.0 14259.00

Total 401718.80

DOE 101

Dr. Eric J. Smith, Commissioner
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Budget

A. NAME OF THE NCLB PROGRAM: Title | School Improvement Fund [1003(g)]
TAPS Number
B. NAME OF ELIGIBLE RECIPIENT: Pasco

09A005
C. Project Number (DOE USE ONLY):
\ ) @ ®3) 4) ®)
0.
FUNCTION OBJECT ACCOUNT TITLE AND NARRATIVE FTE POSITION AMOUNT

Salaries (Math Resource Teachers 3.0, Math Instructional Coach 1.0,
1 6300 130 5.0 223240.62
Data Instructional Coach 1.0)

2 6300 210 Retirement 0.0 22012.00
3 6300 220 Social Security 0.0 17078.00
4 6300 230 Benefits (Medical and Dental) 0.0 25750.00
5 7200 790 Indirect Cost (.0368%) 0.0 10601.00

Total 298681.62

DOE 101

Dr. Eric J. Smith, Commissioner
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DOE Home | Commissioner | Board of Education | ContactUs | DOE Paperless | Open Government | Site Index

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

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

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

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

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