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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 |, Part A funds to determine whether all of the

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

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

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/ School Improvel nitiative/print.aspx (2 of 69)7/14/2009 2:02:13 PM


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

Untitled Page

TAPS Numbers:
FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
09A006

Project Application
09A005

Return to:

Florida Department of Education

B ‘G M A) Name and Address of Eligible Applicant:
ureau of Grants Management DOE USE ONLY

. - PINELLAS
Room 325 Turlington Building

301 4TH ST SW .
325 West Gaines Street Date Received

LARGO, FL 33770
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0400
Telephone: (850) 245-0496

SunCom: 205-0496

B) Applicant Contact Information:

Contact Name: Mailing Address: 2499 25th Street South
Mary MI: St. Petersburg, FL 33712

First Name:
R

Last
Conage

Name:

*Telephone Number (XxX-XXX-Xxxx):727-893-2988 Ext:2005

Fax Number (XXx-XXx-XXxx):727-893-2984 E-mail Address:conagem@pcsb.org
C) ProgramName (1) C) ProgramName (1)
2008-2009 Title | School Improvement Initiative [1003(a)] 2008-2009 Title | School Improvement Fund [1003(g)]
Project Number: (DOE Assigned) Project Number: (DOE Assigned)
D) Total Funds Requested: D) Total Funds Requested:
Allocation: $607916.89 Allocation: $1015517.52
Total Approved Funds: Total Approved Funds:
(DOE USE ONLY) (DOE USE ONLY)
$ $
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CERTIFICATION

I Julie Janssen 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, | 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: BLANTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL BLANTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 75.12
BLANTON 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 53.00 54.00 63.00 65.00 NA 55.00 64.00 71.00 72.00 NA 74.00 86.00 89.00 90.00 NA
WHITE 63.00 61.00 75.00 76.00 NA 67.00 77.00 71.00 72.00 NA 87.00 NA
BLACK 40.00 49.00 46.00 52.00 NA 39.00 49.00 58.00 63.00 NA 81.00 NA
HISPANIC 49.00 62.00 65.00 NA 56.00 83.00 84.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
48.00 47.00 58.00 63.00 NA 50.00 59.00 69.00 70.00 NA 83.00 88.00 89.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 51.00 41.00 60.00 65.00 NA 55.00 54.00 74.00 75.00 NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
25.00 23.00 32.00 39.00 NA 26.00 35.00 50.00 55.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 60.00 55.00 59.00 65.00 NA 61.00 74.00 80.00 81.00 NA
4 53.00 48.00 66.00 67.00 NA 59.00 54.00 72.00 73.00 NA
5 46.00 61.00 66.00 67.00 NA 45.00 59.00 58.00 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: CLEARVIEW AVENUE ELEM. SCHOOL CLEARVIEW AVENUE ELEM. SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 79.11

CLEARVIEW AVENUE 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 53.00 50.00 64.00 65.00 NA 58.00 57.00 68.00 69.00 NA 83.00 92.00 87.00 88.00 NA
WHITE 64.00 62.00 71.00 72.00 NA 70.00 66.00 74.00 75.00 NA 95.00 80.00 81.00 NA
BLACK 32.00 36.00 47.00 53.00 NA 37.00 40.00 44.00 50.00 NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
48.00 48.00 61.00 65.00 NA 53.00 51.00 65.00 68.00 NA 91.00 85.00 86.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
20.00 18.00 18.00 27.00 NA 33.00 18.00 30.00 38.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 60.00 52.00 70.00 71.00 NA 63.00 67.00 73.00 74.00 NA
4 40.00 49.00 64.00 65.00 NA 52.00 61.00 74.00 75.00 NA
5 56.00 51.00 56.00 65.00 NA 58.00 42.00 58.00 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: EISENHOWER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL EISENHOWER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 79.03
EISENHOWER 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 54.00 56.00 56.00 65.00 NA 57.00 60.00 65.00 68.00 NA 81.00 87.00 87.00 88.00 NA
WHITE 68.00 68.00 66.00 67.00 NA 68.00 72.00 72.00 73.00 NA 85.00 NA
BLACK 49.00 51.00 47.00 53.00 NA 43.00 49.00 49.00 55.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 45.00 51.00 51.00 56.00 NA 54.00 56.00 67.00 68.00 NA 97.00 88.00 89.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
48.00 54.00 54.00 59.00 NA 54.00 58.00 64.00 68.00 NA 85.00 87.00 88.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 35.00 46.00 50.00 55.00 NA 49.00 52.00 65.00 68.00 NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
25.00 22.00 32.00 39.00 NA 29.00 35.00 42.00 48.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 54.00 55.00 53.00 65.00 NA 68.00 69.00 76.00 77.00 NA
4 50.00 60.00 51.00 65.00 NA 57.00 67.00 63.00 68.00 NA
5 57.00 55.00 64.00 65.00 NA 47.00 44.00 59.00 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: FAIRMOUNT PARK ELEMENTARY SCHL FAIRMOUNT PARK ELEMENTARY SCHL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 83.57
FAIRMOUNT PARK 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 55.00 55.00 49.00 65.00 NA 52.00 59.00 58.00 68.00 NA 70.00 92.00 93.00 94.00 NA
WHITE 70.00 75.00 80.00 81.00 NA 70.00 71.00 76.00 77.00 NA NA
BLACK 41.00 37.00 37.00 44.00 NA 37.00 52.00 49.00 55.00 NA 92.00 91.00 92.00 NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
53.00 51.00 44.00 50.00 NA 47.00 57.00 54.00 59.00 NA 91.00 94.00 95.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
29.00 36.00 25.00 33.00 NA 34.00 46.00 39.00 46.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 53.00 51.00 51.00 65.00 NA 49.00 81.00 70.00 71.00 NA
4 53.00 50.00 49.00 65.00 NA 53.00 52.00 62.00 68.00 NA
5 60.00 63.00 46.00 65.00 NA 52.00 39.00 35.00 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: GULFPORT MONTESSOURI ELEM.SCHL GULFPORT MONTESSOURI ELEM.SCHL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 69.29

GULFPORT MONTESSOURI ELEM.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 57.00 51.00 53.00 65.00 NA 48.00 47.00 45.00 68.00 NA 81.00 92.00 79.00 80.00 NA
WHITE 78.00 76.00 68.00 69.00 NA 71.00 67.00 64.00 68.00 NA 97.00 87.00 88.00 NA
BLACK 32.00 26.00 37.00 44.00 NA 20.00 25.00 24.00 32.00 NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
46.00 43.00 43.00 49.00 NA 38.00 37.00 36.00 43.00 NA 78.00 90.00 80.00 81.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
23.00 23.00 18.00 27.00 NA 22.00 23.00 20.00 28.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 60.00 49.00 52.00 65.00 NA 52.00 55.00 47.00 68.00 NA
4 54.00 50.00 52.00 65.00 NA 50.00 42.00 44.00 68.00 NA
5 56.00 58.00 56.00 65.00 NA 42.00 41.00 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: HIGH POINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL HIGH POINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 78.77
HIGH POINT 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 61.00 61.00 65.00 NA 67.00 61.00 61.00 68.00 NA 84.00 93.00 93.00 94.00 NA
WHITE 73.00 70.00 65.00 66.00 NA 79.00 63.00 62.00 68.00 NA NA
BLACK 56.00 45.00 55.00 60.00 NA 56.00 43.00 51.00 56.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 56.00 50.00 56.00 61.00 NA 56.00 63.00 62.00 66.00 NA 90.00 90.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
60.00 56.00 57.00 62.00 NA 64.00 57.00 59.00 64.00 NA 93.00 94.00 95.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 43.00 38.00 47.00 53.00 NA 54.00 54.00 53.00 58.00 NA 90.00 90.00 NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
44.00 44.00 50.00 NA 44.00 50.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 77.00 61.00 55.00 65.00 NA 78.00 75.00 63.00 68.00 NA
4 46.00 58.00 60.00 65.00 NA 68.00 66.00 59.00 68.00 NA
5 70.00 62.00 69.00 70.00 NA 52.00 44.00 62.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: KINGS HIGHWAY ELEMENTARY SCHL KINGS HIGHWAY ELEMENTARY SCHL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 87.41
KINGS HIGHWAY 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 55.00 51.00 50.00 65.00 NA 58.00 56.00 51.00 68.00 NA 76.00 91.00 91.00 92.00 NA
WHITE 72.00 62.00 65.00 66.00 NA 79.00 68.00 59.00 68.00 NA NA
BLACK 33.00 38.00 42.00 48.00 NA 38.00 47.00 42.00 48.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 64.00 63.00 53.00 58.00 NA 64.00 59.00 62.00 66.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
50.00 50.00 49.00 55.00 NA 53.00 53.00 53.00 58.00 NA 93.00 93.00 94.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 64.00 51.00 56.00 NA 58.00 64.00 68.00 NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
28.00 21.00 31.00 38.00 NA 34.00 36.00 31.00 38.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 59.00 47.00 58.00 65.00 NA 61.00 67.00 64.00 68.00 NA
4 55.00 46.00 44.00 65.00 NA 56.00 54.00 49.00 68.00 NA
5 51.00 63.00 48.00 65.00 NA 55.00 42.00 40.00 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: LAKEWOOD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL LAKEWOOD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 86.87
LAKEWOOD 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 52.00 50.00 65.00 NA 36.00 49.00 46.00 68.00 NA 71.00 91.00 90.00 91.00 NA
WHITE 70.00 76.00 85.00 86.00 NA 55.00 64.00 67.00 69.00 NA NA
BLACK 40.00 37.00 36.00 43.00 NA 25.00 39.00 33.00 40.00 NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
46.00 47.00 44.00 50.00 NA 29.00 46.00 40.00 47.00 NA 93.00 89.00 90.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
28.00 28.00 22.00 30.00 NA 20.00 32.00 20.00 29.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 60.00 47.00 42.00 65.00 NA 46.00 48.00 38.00 68.00 NA
4 37.00 54.00 54.00 65.00 NA 31.00 59.00 50.00 68.00 NA
5 55.00 56.00 55.00 65.00 NA 28.00 39.00 53.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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12 NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/School Improvel nitiative/print.aspx (20 of 69)7/14/2009 2:02:14 PM

NA

NA

NA



Untitled Page

School Achievement Data

1. School: LEALMAN AVENUE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL LEALMAN AVENUE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 81.53
LEALMAN AVENUE 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 52.00 56.00 65.00 NA 50.00 57.00 57.00 68.00 NA 75.00 87.00 86.00 87.00 NA
WHITE 60.00 59.00 59.00 65.00 NA 56.00 65.00 63.00 68.00 NA 90.00 87.00 88.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC 46.00 53.00 58.00 NA 51.00 65.00 68.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
50.00 49.00 56.00 61.00 NA 47.00 54.00 54.00 59.00 NA 88.00 87.00 88.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 44.00 36.00 56.00 61.00 NA 50.00 42.00 44.00 50.00 NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
31.00 19.00 33.00 40.00 NA 25.00 39.00 40.00 46.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 53.00 44.00 60.00 65.00 NA 48.00 52.00 67.00 68.00 NA
4 52.00 47.00 51.00 65.00 NA 55.00 56.00 59.00 68.00 NA
5 50.00 68.00 56.00 65.00 NA 47.00 65.00 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: MAXIMO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL MAXIMO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 79.94
MAXIMO 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 58.00 51.00 47.00 65.00 NA 49.00 51.00 57.00 68.00 NA 78.00 90.00 90.00 91.00 NA
WHITE 69.00 68.00 59.00 65.00 NA 59.00 65.00 71.00 72.00 NA NA
BLACK 45.00 38.00 44.00 50.00 NA 33.00 38.00 53.00 58.00 NA 95.00 95.00 96.00 NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
53.00 45.00 40.00 47.00 NA 43.00 45.00 52.00 57.00 NA 90.00 90.00 91.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
20.00 15.00 18.00 27.00 NA 15.00 30.00 36.00 43.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 66.00 49.00 43.00 65.00 NA 53.00 63.00 60.00 68.00 NA
4 50.00 47.00 49.00 65.00 NA 47.00 51.00 59.00 68.00 NA
5 56.00 56.00 48.00 65.00 NA 46.00 40.00 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: MELROSE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL MELROSE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 77.75
MELROSE 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 58.00 55.00 52.00 65.00 NA 54.00 51.00 52.00 68.00 NA 89.00 95.00 91.00 92.00 NA
WHITE 70.00 71.00 67.00 68.00 NA 71.00 63.00 67.00 68.00 NA 93.00 NA
BLACK 39.00 38.00 43.00 49.00 NA 35.00 33.00 37.00 44.00 NA 97.00 91.00 92.00 NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
52.00 48.00 45.00 51.00 NA 48.00 48.00 47.00 53.00 NA 92.00 93.00 94.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
33.00 43.00 28.00 36.00 NA 38.00 38.00 36.00 43.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 55.00 57.00 53.00 65.00 NA 53.00 53.00 51.00 68.00 NA
4 48.00 51.00 51.00 65.00 NA 57.00 53.00 54.00 68.00 NA
5 70.00 58.00 52.00 65.00 NA 52.00 48.00 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: NEW HEIGHTS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL NEW HEIGHTS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 71.81
NEW HEIGHTS 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 59.00 55.00 65.00 NA 48.00 62.00 61.00 68.00 NA 90.00 93.00 86.00 87.00 NA
WHITE 74.00 68.00 61.00 65.00 NA 64.00 74.00 67.00 68.00 NA 95.00 82.00 83.00 NA
BLACK 39.00 41.00 48.00 54.00 NA 28.00 45.00 44.00 50.00 NA 91.00 NA
HISPANIC 43.00 49.00 NA 64.00 68.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
51.00 51.00 49.00 55.00 NA 42.00 56.00 57.00 62.00 NA 86.00 93.00 83.00 84.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
39.00 42.00 41.00 47.00 NA 38.00 45.00 48.00 54.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 65.00 63.00 60.00 65.00 NA 57.00 74.00 72.00 73.00 NA
4 51.00 51.00 55.00 65.00 NA 55.00 54.00 56.00 68.00 NA
5 52.00 62.00 49.00 65.00 NA 35.00 58.00 54.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: NORTH SHORE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL NORTH SHORE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 59.96
NORTH SHORE 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 69.00 63.00 65.00 NA 68.00 65.00 69.00 70.00 NA 88.00 95.00 87.00 88.00 NA
WHITE 83.00 82.00 77.00 78.00 NA 83.00 81.00 81.00 82.00 NA 96.00 94.00 95.00 NA
BLACK 49.00 49.00 36.00 43.00 NA 42.00 36.00 49.00 55.00 NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
58.00 59.00 48.00 54.00 NA 59.00 57.00 56.00 61.00 NA 96.00 80.00 81.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
41.00 41.00 47.00 NA 41.00 56.00 61.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 74.00 67.00 63.00 65.00 NA 75.00 68.00 77.00 78.00 NA
4 67.00 65.00 61.00 65.00 NA 78.00 66.00 68.00 69.00 NA
5 68.00 74.00 65.00 66.00 NA 51.00 62.00 62.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: PINELLAS PARK ELEMENTARY SCHL PINELLAS PARK ELEMENTARY SCHL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 71.96
PINELLAS PARK 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 56.00 62.00 59.00 65.00 NA 54.00 59.00 58.00 68.00 NA 78.00 90.00 85.00 86.00 NA
WHITE 55.00 66.00 65.00 66.00 NA 57.00 64.00 60.00 68.00 NA 90.00 86.00 87.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC 51.00 48.00 43.00 49.00 NA 48.00 43.00 48.00 54.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
51.00 58.00 54.00 59.00 NA 50.00 54.00 57.00 62.00 NA 90.00 84.00 85.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
34.00 44.00 37.00 44.00 NA 35.00 44.00 39.00 46.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 59.00 61.00 65.00 65.00 NA 63.00 68.00 75.00 76.00 NA
4 51.00 62.00 52.00 65.00 NA 57.00 72.00 59.00 68.00 NA
5 57.00 64.00 59.00 65.00 NA 44.00 36.00 39.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: PONCE DE LEON ELEMENTARY SCHL PONCE DE LEON ELEMENTARY SCHL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 61.35
PONCE DE LEON 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 66.00 68.00 63.00 65.00 NA 65.00 69.00 66.00 68.00 NA 95.00 99.00 99.00 99.00 NA
WHITE 73.00 70.00 74.00 75.00 NA 72.00 74.00 73.00 74.00 NA 98.00 99.00 99.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA

INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY

52.00 59.00 47.00 53.00 NA 52.00 60.00 53.00 58.00 NA 100.00 94.00 95.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH

44.00 47.00 44.00 50.00 NA 51.00 53.00 56.00 61.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 67.00 70.00 59.00 65.00 NA 71.00 77.00 70.00 71.00 NA
4 58.00 59.00 67.00 68.00 NA 63.00 67.00 77.00 78.00 NA
5 72.00 74.00 62.00 65.00 NA 62.00 61.00 50.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: RIO VISTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL RIO VISTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 64.15
RIO VISTA 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 58.00 61.00 56.00 65.00 NA 63.00 63.00 71.00 72.00 NA 79.00 94.00 83.00 84.00 NA
WHITE 66.00 67.00 58.00 65.00 NA 76.00 68.00 78.00 79.00 NA 94.00 92.00 93.00 NA
BLACK 44.00 47.00 35.00 42.00 NA 44.00 45.00 54.00 59.00 NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
50.00 53.00 49.00 55.00 NA 54.00 56.00 64.00 68.00 NA 95.00 80.00 81.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 55.00 63.00 54.00 59.00 NA 53.00 63.00 77.00 78.00 NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
NA NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 57.00 55.00 60.00 65.00 NA 60.00 62.00 80.00 81.00 NA
4 48.00 58.00 56.00 65.00 NA 61.00 67.00 77.00 78.00 NA
5 70.00 73.00 52.00 65.00 NA 68.00 59.00 59.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: SANDY LANE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL SANDY LANE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 87.50
SANDY LANE 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 58.00 48.00 65.00 NA 52.00 55.00 55.00 68.00 NA 93.00 97.00 90.00 91.00 NA
WHITE 76.00 92.00 69.00 70.00 NA 73.00 89.00 83.00 84.00 NA NA
BLACK 51.00 47.00 40.00 47.00 NA 32.00 43.00 43.00 49.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 67.00 51.00 48.00 54.00 NA 55.00 46.00 55.00 60.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
63.00 54.00 45.00 51.00 NA 47.00 50.00 52.00 57.00 NA 93.00 96.00 88.00 89.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
26.00 32.00 16.00 25.00 NA 39.00 38.00 38.00 45.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 69.00 54.00 62.00 65.00 NA 54.00 64.00 66.00 67.00 NA
4 50.00 55.00 39.00 65.00 NA 50.00 57.00 48.00 68.00 NA
5 73.00 67.00 43.00 65.00 NA 52.00 40.00 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: SAWGRASS LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHL SAWGRASS LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 62.78
SAWGRASS LAKE 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 66.00 62.00 61.00 65.00 NA 58.00 58.00 63.00 68.00 NA 90.00 82.00 93.00 94.00 NA
WHITE 73.00 66.00 71.00 72.00 NA 67.00 67.00 76.00 77.00 NA 79.00 90.00 91.00 NA
BLACK 50.00 47.00 46.00 52.00 NA 36.00 40.00 41.00 47.00 NA 85.00 81.00 81.00 82.00 NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
59.00 55.00 56.00 61.00 NA 53.00 52.00 58.00 63.00 NA 84.00 91.00 92.00 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 59.00 64.00 65.00 NA 69.00 65.00 78.00 79.00 NA
4 64.00 55.00 64.00 65.00 NA 59.00 59.00 69.00 70.00 NA
5 63.00 73.00 57.00 65.00 NA 43.00 48.00 45.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/School Improvel nitiative/print.aspx (39 of 69)7/14/2009 2:02:14 PM



Untitled Page

10 NA
11 NA
12 NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/School Improvel nitiative/print.aspx (40 of 69)7/14/2009 2:02:14 PM

NA

NA

NA



Untitled Page

School Achievement Data

1. School: SEVENTY-FOURTH ST. ELEMENTARY SEVENTY-FOURTH ST. ELEMENTARY

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 79.08

SEVENTY-FOURTH ST. ELEMENTARY

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 50.00 48.00 51.00 65.00 NA 51.00 46.00 53.00 68.00 NA 81.00 89.00 94.00 95.00 NA
WHITE 53.00 55.00 57.00 65.00 NA 54.00 49.00 59.00 68.00 NA NA
BLACK 42.00 33.00 38.00 45.00 NA 36.00 36.00 41.00 47.00 NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
47.00 47.00 46.00 52.00 NA 45.00 43.00 48.00 54.00 NA 89.00 93.00 94.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
21.00 15.00 24.00 31.00 NA 24.00 22.00 31.00 38.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 46.00 46.00 62.00 65.00 NA 62.00 56.00 69.00 70.00 NA
4 49.00 34.00 49.00 65.00 NA 56.00 39.00 53.00 68.00 NA
5 55.00 62.00 37.00 65.00 NA 36.00 38.00 30.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/School Improvel nitiative/print.aspx (41 of 69)7/14/2009 2:02:14 PM



Untitled Page

10 NA
11 NA
12 NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/School Improvel nitiative/print.aspx (42 of 69)7/14/2009 2:02:14 PM

NA

NA

NA



Untitled Page

School Achievement Data

1. School: SHORE ACRES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL SHORE ACRES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 47.26
SHORE ACRES 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 67.00 71.00 71.00 72.00 NA 71.00 68.00 73.00 74.00 NA 74.00 93.00 94.00 95.00 NA
WHITE 77.00 78.00 82.00 83.00 NA 82.00 77.00 83.00 84.00 NA 92.00 93.00 94.00 NA
BLACK 48.00 53.00 48.00 54.00 NA 50.00 44.00 49.00 55.00 NA 91.00 NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
56.00 59.00 57.00 62.00 NA 60.00 54.00 60.00 65.00 NA 93.00 94.00 95.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
25.00 28.00 38.00 45.00 NA 31.00 36.00 43.00 49.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 78.00 70.00 70.00 71.00 NA 78.00 81.00 72.00 73.00 NA
4 57.00 71.00 73.00 74.00 NA 73.00 60.00 75.00 76.00 NA
5 63.00 73.00 70.00 71.00 NA 62.00 65.00 73.00 74.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: SKYVIEW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL SKYVIEW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 67.26
SKYVIEW 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 68.00 69.00 63.00 65.00 NA 70.00 70.00 66.00 68.00 NA 86.00 90.00 85.00 86.00 NA
WHITE 68.00 68.00 61.00 65.00 NA 69.00 70.00 66.00 68.00 NA 88.00 83.00 84.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
66.00 64.00 59.00 64.00 NA 70.00 63.00 59.00 64.00 NA 90.00 83.00 84.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
43.00 40.00 34.00 41.00 NA 49.00 52.00 46.00 51.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 71.00 69.00 70.00 71.00 NA 80.00 82.00 82.00 83.00 NA
4 61.00 67.00 61.00 65.00 NA 76.00 68.00 61.00 68.00 NA
5 71.00 71.00 58.00 65.00 NA 53.00 57.00 57.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: WALSINGHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL WALSINGHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 62.55
WALSINGHAM 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 61.00 62.00 65.00 NA 56.00 64.00 64.00 68.00 NA 84.00 81.00 85.00 86.00 NA
WHITE 68.00 72.00 71.00 72.00 NA 62.00 69.00 74.00 75.00 NA 83.00 88.00 89.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC 41.00 44.00 47.00 53.00 NA 41.00 61.00 52.00 57.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
50.00 53.00 51.00 56.00 NA 50.00 56.00 57.00 62.00 NA 75.00 81.00 82.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 31.00 38.00 39.00 46.00 NA 38.00 52.00 45.00 51.00 NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
18.00 35.00 34.00 41.00 NA 27.00 50.00 52.00 57.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 60.00 64.00 57.00 65.00 NA 60.00 77.00 70.00 71.00 NA
4 54.00 57.00 67.00 68.00 NA 55.00 66.00 74.00 75.00 NA
5 62.00 62.00 61.00 65.00 NA 52.00 46.00 48.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: WESTGATE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL WESTGATE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 62.55
WESTGATE 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 65.00 66.00 67.00 NA 62.00 57.00 64.00 68.00 NA 80.00 89.00 90.00 91.00 NA
WHITE 70.00 74.00 75.00 76.00 NA 73.00 67.00 73.00 74.00 NA 94.00 87.00 88.00 NA
BLACK 49.00 47.00 48.00 54.00 NA 41.00 38.00 45.00 51.00 NA 77.00 89.00 90.00 NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
59.00 61.00 57.00 62.00 NA 54.00 52.00 57.00 62.00 NA 85.00 86.00 87.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
33.00 42.00 34.00 41.00 NA 49.00 40.00 45.00 51.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 69.00 58.00 67.00 68.00 NA 72.00 63.00 75.00 76.00 NA
4 64.00 67.00 66.00 67.00 NA 75.00 56.00 65.00 68.00 NA
5 62.00 70.00 65.00 66.00 NA 43.00 52.00 50.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: WOODLAWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL WOODLAWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 80.00
WOODLAWN 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 48.00 46.00 45.00 65.00 NA 51.00 52.00 44.00 68.00 NA 78.00 89.00 73.00 74.00 NA
WHITE 61.00 53.00 61.00 65.00 NA 56.00 59.00 64.00 68.00 NA NA
BLACK 42.00 34.00 26.00 34.00 NA 39.00 36.00 22.00 30.00 NA 94.00 NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
45.00 42.00 41.00 47.00 NA 46.00 47.00 36.00 43.00 NA 93.00 69.00 70.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
40.00 30.00 20.00 28.00 NA 36.00 37.00 27.00 35.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 53.00 48.00 45.00 65.00 NA 44.00 55.00 44.00 68.00 NA
4 39.00 41.00 43.00 65.00 NA 59.00 51.00 42.00 68.00 NA
5 53.00 49.00 48.00 65.00 NA 49.00 48.00 46.00 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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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
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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:

Provide the root cause being identified as causing low academic achievement.
Provide the data/documents reviewed to determine this is a cause of low academic achievement.

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

P w0 DdPE

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

Root Cause: 1

The district has identified instructional methods as a root cause for low academic achievement. The district reviewed data from instructional
walkthroughs in Title | schools, focused on the level of student engagement, student engagement, level of questioning, and rigor of student
tasks/assignments. Current instruction is primarily teacher-directed. In many cases, the level of engagement is passive and in some cases
students are completely off task. In most classrooms, there are structures for student collaboration, communication, and problem-solving (ie.,
pairs, partner groupings, learning centers). However, the tasks are typically low level and are not differentiated based on students' needs.
Providing resources for teachers to examine and/or the levels of Bloom's Taxonomy, Webb's Depth of Knowledge and Cognitive Complexity
Classifications, Marzano's Dimensions of Thinking, and questioning prompts for higher level thinking will give teachers the knowledge and
background to develop and present more rigorous and engaging lessons. It is anticipated that the implementation of lessons that require

higher level thinking and engagement will increase the achievement of students in all subgroups by 5%-10% in core subjects.

Root Cause: 2

The district has identified the lack of adequate instructional time and instructional preparation time as a root cause for low student
achievement through a review of school master schedules and individual classroom schedules. A major barrier during the school day is the
inability to accommodate adequate common planning time for teams and/or limited instructional time, due to other scheduling requirements
(ie., physical education, art, music, lunch). A major barrier before and after school is required meetings (ie., faculty meetings, curriculum
training, parent conferences, student staffings). Providing teachers with dedicated time for collaborative reflection and planning will enable
them to develop quality lessons and assessments, gather/organize/prepare instructional materials, and plan strategies to address the needs
of varied learners. Teachers who are well prepared each day will be able to maximize instructional time. It is anticipated that the time
regained by elimination transitions and prep time during during the regular school year, as well as additional instructional time during a 3-

week extended year, will increase achievement for students in all subgroups by at least 5%-10% in core subjects.

Root Cause: 3

The district has identified an inadequate knowledge and understanding of the curriculum (Florida Standards) as a root cause for low
academic achievement. A review of lesson plans indicate a heavy reliance on textbooks and/or the district's pacing guides. Lesson objectives
and activities are cursory, and often do not include plans for differentation. Providing teachers with resources to examine the New Florida
Standards will enable them to better understand their grade level standards for reading/language arts and science as well as the big ideas,
supporting ideas, and benchmarks in math. This knowledge will help teachers develop, revise and align their lessons and assessments to

incorporate the appropriate Florida standards. It is anticipated that the implementation of a guaranteed, viable curriculum in all classes will
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increase the achievement of students in all subgroups by 5%-10% in core subjects.
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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 will receive coaching and guidance from Dr. Grace Thomas of the Center for Data-Driven Reform in Education during
the 2008-2009 school year. Dr. Thomas will facilitate the following activities with participating schools: 5 Leadership Academies for the district
support team and school-based administrators, school walkthroughs with a focus on rigor and student engagement, and after-school data
analysis and lesson development sessions with teacher teams. Dr. Thomas has already worked with schools to review 2007-2008 FCAT
achievement data and set targets for the 2008-2009 FCAT. Common assessment data (September and January) and progress monitoring
assessments (monthly) will be used to measure student progress. In addition, walkthrough data and teacher-developed assessments will be
used as tools to monitor student progress. Teachers will meet weekly to review formal and/or informal assessment data and revise lessons or

strategies accordingly.
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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
21 years of experience in Elementary Education including 3 years as an
1 Title | Director- Mary Conage Elementary Math Supervisor; MA in Elem. Education with an emphasis in Math
and Science, Cert. in Ed. Leadership
33 years in elementary education in Title | schools as a classroom teacher,
Reading Specialist, Curriculum Specialist, Achievement Specialist, and
2 Title | Supervisor- Jana Ham
Elementary Reading/Language Arts Supervisor; MA in Elementary Education;
Title | Supervisor for 3 years
18 years experience in Elementary Ed; 12 years as a classroom teacher, 2 years
as a math staff developer, 1 year as an Elementary Math Supervisor, 3 years as a
3 Title | Supervisor- Jozelle Johnson
Title | Supervisor; Master's Degree in Elementary Ed with an emphasis in Math
and Science
36 years Elem. Education experience, including Magnet Schools of America grant
4 Lead Staff Developer- Kaethe Perez coordinator, math supervisor, staff developer, and adjunct professor (USF); MA in

Elem. Education with and emphasis in Math and Science

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 support team will meet monthly to review implementation and progress. Four formal walkthroughs will be conducted--
2 first semester/3 second semester. The purpose of these walkthroughs will be to observe and provide feedback on student engagement,
evidence of higher level questioning, rigor of student tasks/activities, and evidence of differentiated instruction. Random visits will be made to
grade level professional learning communities (PLC's) and after-school lesson planning sessions to make observations and monitor progress

and provide support with curriculum alignment to state standards.

Schools will be required to provide the following documents for examination throughout the project:

-lesson plans

-teacher-developed assessments

-common assessment data (baseline, mid-year, and end-of-year)

-formative assessment data (daily/weekly)
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-samples of student work
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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 1l 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: Each school in SINI Correct | and SINI Correct Il is provided a reading staff developer to work with teachers 3-4 days per week
during the school day; each school has an on-site instructional coach to support teachers with curriculum and instruction daily; each teacher
is provided with a grade level reading pacing guide; the district has provided each school with funds for 4 substitute days so that teachers can
plan, observe lessons, or participate in professional development; each teacher has access to the district's Elementary Data Solutions (EDS),
which contains historical and recent student achievement data; a regional leadership team currently conducts walkthroughs to observe and
provide feedback on school culture, organizational structures, and classroom environments; each teacher has the core and supplemental

instructional materials for the new reading adoption (MacMillan)

This initiative will enhance current capacity by: 1) providing adequate time each week for staff developers and instructional coaches to work
with grade level teams; 2) providing tools to enhance teachers' understanding of Florida standards so that they can maximize use of pacing
guides, units of study, and other instructional materials; 3) providing adequate time to review and effectively utilize the abundance of data that
is avaialable through EDS; 4) providing a follow-up to the regional walkthroughs by adding a perspective that is focused on instructional
practices and strategies. This initiative will enable schools to address the identified root causes for low achievement--instructional methods,

lack of adequate preparation time, and inadequate understanding of the curriculum.

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: Each school in SINI Correct | and SINI Correct Il is provided a math staff developer to work with teachers 3-4 days per week
during the school day; each school has an on-site instructional coach to support teachers with curriculum and instruction daily; each teacher
is provided with a grade level math pacing guide; the district has provided each school with funds for 4 substitute days so that teachers can
plan, observe lessons, or participate in professional development; each teacher has access to the district's Elementary Data Solutions (EDS),
which contains historical and recent student achievement data; a regional leadership team currently conducts walkthroughs to observe and

provide feedback on school culture, organizational structures, and classroom environments

This initiative will enhance current capacity by: 1) providing adequate time each week for staff developers and instructional coaches to work
with grade level teams; 2) providing tools to enhance teachers' understanding of Florida standards so that they can maximize use of pacing
guides, units of study, and other instructional materials; 3) providing adequate time to review and effectively utilize the abundance of data that
is avaialable through EDS; 4) providing a follow-up to the regional walkthroughs by adding a perspective that is focused on instructional

practices and strategies. This initiative will enable schools to address the identified root causes for low achievement--instructional methods,
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lack of adequate preparation time, and inadequate understanding of the curriculum.

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: Each school in SINI Correct | and SINI Correct Il is provided a writing staff developer to work with teachers 3-4 days per week
during the school day; each school has an on-site instructional coach to support teachers with curriculum and instruction daily; each teacher
is provided with grade level writing units of study; the district has provided each school with funds for 4 substitute days so that teachers can
plan, observe lessons, or participate in professional development; each teacher has access to the district's Elementary Data Solutions (EDS),
which contains historical and recent student achievement data; a regional leadership team currently conducts walkthroughs to observe and
provide feedback on school culture, organizational structures, and classroom environments; each Title | school has the LearningExpress

Folio program, which provides independent scoring of writing samples with rubrics and exemplars for teachers to use

This initiative will enhance current capacity by: 1) providing adequate time each week for staff developers and instructional coaches to work
with grade level teams; 2) providing tools to enhance teachers' understanding of Florida standards so that they can maximize use of pacing
guides, units of study, and other instructional materials; 3) providing adequate time to review and effectively utilize the abundance of data that
is avaialable through EDS; 4) providing a follow-up to the regional walkthroughs by adding a perspective that is focused on instructional
practices and strategies. This initiative will enable schools to address the identified root causes for low achievement--instructional methods,

lack of adequate preparation time, and inadequate understanding of the curriculum.
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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.)

. EISENHOWER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. FAIRMOUNT PARK ELEMENTARY SCHL
. GULFPORT MONTESSOURI ELEM.SCHL
« KINGS HIGHWAY ELEMENTARY SCHL

. LEALMAN AVENUE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. MELROSE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. NORTH SHORE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. PINELLAS PARK ELEMENTARY SCHL

. PONCE DE LEON ELEMENTARY SCHL

. RIO VISTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. SANDY LANE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. SAWGRASS LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHL
. SHORE ACRES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. SKYVIEW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. WESTGATE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. WOODLAWN 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

. Root Cause 3

1le Description of research of effectiveness (or purpose)

Response: The effectiveness of lesson study groups in Japanese schools is supported by the research of Lewis and Tsuchida (1998), Stigler

and Hiebert (1999), and Takahashi (2000). These studies have shown a positive correlation between the implementation of lesson study

groups and improvement in teachers' instructional practice.

Pinellas teachers are currently provided curriculum guides and a variety of instructional materials. This strategy was selected to provide

teachers with adequate time to thoroughly examine and understand the curriculum in order to make appropriate instructional decisions for all

students. This strategy is intended to promote systemic, ongoing collegial collaboration between teachers.

It is anticipated that implementation of this strategy will address low academic achievement as teachers take ownership for setting goals for

student achievement and monitoring progress. Also, it is anticipated that achievement of students in all subgroups will increase as teachers

develop and present lessons that are more student focused and less teacher directed.
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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: Teachers from participating schools will meet after school for two hours per week, from October 13, 2008 through March 6, 2009.

3. Who will be in charge of monitoring implementation of the strategy or student progress?
Response: The Title | Director and Title | Supervisors will monitor implementation of this strategy through formal visits to lesson study groups
during weeks 1, 5, 10, and 17. Title | Supervisors will monitor impact of the strategy on student progress during monthly visits to participating

schools. Each school's assessment data (summative and progress monitoring) will be analyzed by subgroups as well as by grade level.

Regional Associate Superintendents and Principals on District Assignment will be given updates on the implementation of the strategy and its
impact on student progress (monthly progress monitoring data) so that they can follow up with school administrators during their monthly

principals' meetings and instructional walkthroughs.

4. Progress monitoring tool used to track effectiveness of this strategy as measured by student progress.
Response: Participating schools will administer monthly progress monitoring assessments, including paper-pencil tests and performance

tasks with scoring rubrics.

5. Frequency of progress monitoring of this strategy.
Response: Effectiveness of this strategy will be tracked by analyzing data from progress monitoring assessments each month. In addition,
students' performance on the district's baseline assessments (September) in reading, writing, math, and science will be compared to their

performance on the

mid-year assessments (January).

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

Response: Currently there is not a existing service that provides an extended day for teachers to participate in lesson study groups.
Activities to get and maintain highly qualified teachers (instructional coaches and on-site staff developers) are currently part of teachers'

regular work day.

7. Strategic Imperative this strategy addresses: 1.3.b

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

9. Targeted Population(s) of this strategy (identify specific subgroups, teachers, parents, etc.)
Response: The targeted population of this strategy is teachers in SINI 4+ schools. At least buy-in by instructional staff was a condition of

participation in this strategy.
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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.)

. BLANTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. CLEARVIEW AVENUE ELEM. SCHOOL

. EISENHOWER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. FAIRMOUNT PARK ELEMENTARY SCHL
. GULFPORT MONTESSOURI ELEM.SCHL
. HIGH POINT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

« KINGS HIGHWAY ELEMENTARY SCHL

. LAKEWOOD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. LEALMAN AVENUE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. MAXIMO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. MELROSE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. NEW HEIGHTS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. NORTH SHORE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. PINELLAS PARK ELEMENTARY SCHL

. PONCE DE LEON ELEMENTARY SCHL

. RIO VISTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. SANDY LANE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. SAWGRASS LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHL
. SEVENTY-FOURTH ST. ELEMENTARY

. SHORE ACRES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. SKYVIEW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. WALSINGHAM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. WESTGATE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. WOODLAWN 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

. Root Cause 3

1le Description of research of effectiveness (or purpose)

Response: There are mixed results in descriptions of the impact of an extended school year on student achievement. However, it is clear
that student learning tends to regress over the summer months (Tilley, Cox, and Staybrook, 1986). This is particularly true for low SES
students (Alexander, Olson, and Entwistle, 2007). In cases where an extended school year had little or no impact on student achievement,

some common issues were noted (Ascher, 1988): little time for advance planning, low academic expectations, discontinuity between the
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regular school year and extended year, time lost to establishing new teacher-student relationships, and teacher fatigue. This strategy will be

structured to address and offset those effects.

This strategy will address low academic achievement by providing additional, focused learning opportunities for students in identified

subgroups. It is intended that, as a result of implementation of this strategy, the regression in student learning will be minimized.

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 Summer Acceleration and Enrichment Camps will be held for 3 weeks, from June 8 through June 26, 2009. Students will
attend for 3 hours each day. For the remaining hours, teachers will participate in professional development centered around lesson study and
strategic planning. The structure for the afternoons will include dedicated time for: 1) one hour of reflection/sharing on the day's instruction, 2)
two hours of intensive, focused professional development in literacy or mathematics and science, and 3) one and one half hours of team

planning for the next day's instruction.

3. Who will be in charge of monitoring implementation of the strategy or student progress?
Response: Implementation of this strategy and its impact on student progress will be monitored by school administrators, the Title | Director

and Supervisors, and Regional Associate Superintendents.

4. Progress monitoring tool used to track effectiveness of this strategy as measured by student progress.
Response: As a part of their lesson study during the school year (extended day), teachers will develop progress monitoring assessments

and rubrics in core subjects. These teacher-developed assessments will be used to monitor student progress.

5. Frequency of progress monitoring of this strategy.
Response: Informal assessment will occur daily as a part of instruction, and data from progress monitoring assessments will be reviewed

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

Response: Extended year services currently available for students include Summer Reading Camp (for struggling 3rd graders and at-risk
2nd graders) and ESY (for students with disabilities). This service would supplement existing programs by accommodating students in

identified subgroups who would not otherwise be served, due to capacity and/or eligibility requirements.
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 targeted population of this strategy is 3rd-5th grade students in subgroups not meeting adequate yearly progress targets:

Black, Hispanic, Students with Disabilities, English Language Learners, and Economically Disadvantaged.
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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

o~ 0 bd PR

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

Response: Once the project application is approved, information about the grant (objectives, participating schools, timeline, successes) will
be posted on the district's website until July 31, 2009. Parents, students, community members, and school personnel who have internet

access will be able to view this information.

Participating schools will post information about the grant (objectives, participating schools, timeline, successes)on their individual school web
pages until July 31, 2009. Parents, students, community members, and school personnel who have internet access will be able to view this

information.

Participating schools will be given a "blurb,” describing the grant, to place in their school newsletters. These notifications will appear in the

first newsletter subsequent to approval of the application.

Information about the grant will be shared with School Advisory Council (SAC) members at each participating school. SAC members will be
given updates on the implementation of the grant, as well as its impact on student achievement, during monthly meetings. Instructional staff

will share how participation in the grant is impacting their instructional practice.

Copies of the grant application will be available in the office of participating schools and at the district office. Information on how to access the

application, as well as the application itself, will be made available in English, Spanish, Bosnian, and other languages upon request.

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/School Improvel nitiative/print.aspx (65 of 69)7/14/2009 2:02:14 PM



Untitled Page

Budget

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

B. NAME OF ELIGIBLE RECIPIENT: Pinellas

C. Project Number (DOE USE ONLY):

No.

10

11

12

13

@
FUNCTION OBJECT

6400

6400

6400

6400

6400

6400

6400

6400

6400

6400

6400

6400

7200

)

120

210

220

221

140

120

210

220

221

311

510

390

790

®3)
ACCOUNT TITLE AND NARRATIVE

Salaries (extended day for 225 teachers and 24 reading/writing/math

coaches; 2 hours per week for 17 weeks)

Retirement benefit for teachers and coaches (extended day)
Social Security benefit for teachers and coaches (extended day)
Medicare benefit for teachers and coaches (extended day)

Substitutes (to provide release time for teachers to participate in

lesson study groups and other prof. development)

Salaries (extended year for 24 reading/writing/math coaches; 15
days to work with summer "acceleration and enrichment camps" at

corrective action and restructuring schools
Retirement benefit for coaches (extended year)
Social Security benefit for coaches (extended year)
Medicare benefit for coaches (extended year)

Consultant ($2,500 per diem) to facilitate a 5-day leadership and

achievement institute for district leadership team

Strategy 1: Instructional Resources for participating teachers and

coaches (Florida Teacher's Desk Reference and Critical Thinking

Guides; The Strategic Teacher: Selecting the Right Research-Based

Strategy for Every Lesson); Supplies and printing (in-house) for
dissemination of information (newsletters, flyers, etc.)

Strategy 1: Printing/Binding (sample lessons and assessments
developed by teachers during lesson study groups and other prof.

developement)

Indirect Costs - 3.60%
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TAPS Number

09A006

(4)

©)

FTE POSITION AMOUNT

13.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

2.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

Total

355572.00

35023.84

22045.46

5155.79

5173.95

113400.00

11167.00

7030.80

1644.30

12500.00

16228.75

1850.00

21125.00

607916.89
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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: Pinellas

09A005
C. Project Number (DOE USE ONLY):
o, 0 @ © @ ©)
FUNCTION OBJECT ACCOUNT TITLE AND NARRATIVE FTE POSITION AMOUNT
Salaries (extended year for 7 teachers at each SINI 4+ school to
1 5100 120 conduct a 3-week "summer acceleration and enrichment camp” for  14.0 793800.00
students in identified subgroups)
2 5100 210 Retirement benefit for teachers (extended year) 0.0 78189.30
3 5100 220 Social Security benefit for teachers (extended year) 0.0 49215.60
4 5100 221 Medicare benefit for teachers (extended year) 0.0 11510.10

Strategy 2: Instructional Materials and Supplies (books, paper,
pencils, etc.) for summer acceleration and enrichment camp at 24

5 5100 510 0.0 82802.52
schools; Supplemental instructional materials will be determined,

based on schools' needs (subject, subgroups, etc.)

Total 1015517.52
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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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