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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.
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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:
POLK
PO BOX 391

DOE USE ONLY

Date Received
BARTOW, FL 33831

B) Applicant Contact Information:

Contact Name:

Rhonda
First Name:

MI:
Last

Ashley
Name:

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 391
Bartow, FL 33831

*Telephone Number (xxX-xxx-xxxx):863-534-0647 Ext:

Fax Number (Xxx-Xxx-xxxx):863-534-7496

E-mail Address:rhonda.ashley@polk-fl.net

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: $674751.17

D) Total Funds Requested:

Allocation: $955781.19

Total Approved Funds:
(DOE USE ONLY)

$

Total Approved Funds:
(DOE USE ONLY)

$
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CERTIFICATION

| Gail McKinzie 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: ALTA VISTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ALTA VISTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 93.56
ALTA 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 44.00 43.00 35.00 42.00 NA 42.00 56.00 45.00 51.00 NA 89.00 93.00 95.00 95.00 NA
WHITE NA NA NA
BLACK 48.00 41.00 33.00 40.00 NA 29.00 51.00 38.00 45.00 NA 97.00 NA
HISPANIC 36.00 41.00 32.00 39.00 NA 41.00 57.00 46.00 52.00 NA 92.00 95.00 95.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
42.00 43.00 33.00 40.00 NA 40.00 56.00 44.00 50.00 NA 93.00 95.00 95.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 24.00 29.00 18.00 27.00 NA 27.00 50.00 38.00 45.00 NA 87.00 95.00 95.00 NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
NA NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 46.00 43.00 34.00 42.00 NA 45.00 58.00 52.00 53.00 NA
4 43.00 40.00 36.00 41.00 NA 47.00 61.00 46.00 53.00 NA
5 42.00 47.00 36.00 44.00 NA 33.00 50.00 34.00 46.00 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: AUBURNDALE CENTRAL ELEMENTARY AUBURNDALE CENTRAL ELEMENTARY

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 86.27
AUBURNDALE CENTRAL 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 54.00 59.00 NA 46.00 47.00 52.00 57.00 NA 90.00 98.00 93.00 95.00 NA
WHITE 54.00 59.00 66.00 70.00 NA 48.00 54.00 63.00 67.00 NA NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC 40.00 33.00 36.00 43.00 NA 51.00 36.00 42.00 48.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
50.00 45.00 50.00 55.00 NA 44.00 44.00 50.00 55.00 NA 89.00 97.00 95.00 95.00 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 58.00 50.00 61.00 61.00 NA 54.00 52.00 63.00 63.00 NA
4 42.00 49.00 49.00 62.00 NA 37.00 51.00 49.00 59.00 NA
5 52.00 45.00 49.00 53.00 NA 48.00 39.00 38.00 49.00 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: BEN HILL GRIFFIN JR ELEM SCHL BEN HILL GRIFFIN JR ELEM SCHL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 79.95
BEN HILL GRIFFIN JR 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 66.00 58.00 63.00 NA 52.00 60.00 59.00 64.00 NA 85.00 96.00 92.00 93.00 NA
WHITE 71.00 80.00 70.00 73.00 NA 62.00 68.00 67.00 71.00 NA 95.00 95.00 96.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC 45.00 56.00 53.00 58.00 NA 44.00 53.00 58.00 63.00 NA 94.00 91.00 92.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
54.00 64.00 55.00 60.00 NA 47.00 57.00 55.00 60.00 NA 95.00 90.00 91.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 31.00 44.00 41.00 47.00 NA 36.00 41.00 50.00 55.00 NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
24.00 35.00 25.00 33.00 NA 25.00 30.00 35.00 42.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 63.00 66.00 71.00 71.00 NA 58.00 75.00 88.00 88.00 NA
4 49.00 67.00 49.00 61.00 NA 53.00 55.00 50.00 57.00 NA
5 59.00 65.00 54.00 55.00 NA 46.00 46.00 39.00 45.00 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: CLARENCE BOSWELL ELEM. SCHOOL CLARENCE BOSWELL ELEM. SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 75.77

CLARENCE BOSWELL 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 59.00 65.00 70.00 73.00 NA 61.00 69.00 64.00 68.00 NA 80.00 96.00 93.00 94.00 NA
WHITE 65.00 72.00 74.00 77.00 NA 65.00 74.00 70.00 73.00 NA 96.00 93.00 94.00 NA
BLACK 43.00 42.00 56.00 61.00 NA 51.00 58.00 49.00 55.00 NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
57.00 61.00 63.00 67.00 NA 61.00 63.00 58.00 63.00 NA 96.00 92.00 93.00 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 71.00 65.00 71.00 71.00 NA 75.00 74.00 82.00 82.00 NA
4 58.00 68.00 72.00 74.00 NA 68.00 72.00 69.00 72.00 NA
5 51.00 61.00 65.00 74.00 NA 46.00 58.00 40.00 52.00 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: COMBEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL COMBEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 86.91
COMBEE 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 57.00 55.00 51.00 56.00 NA 38.00 58.00 53.00 58.00 NA 92.00 93.00 84.00 85.00 NA
WHITE 58.00 61.00 59.00 64.00 NA 39.00 60.00 59.00 64.00 NA 94.00 93.00 87.00 88.00 NA
BLACK 56.00 45.00 47.00 53.00 NA 33.00 58.00 49.00 55.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 45.00 43.00 31.00 38.00 NA 35.00 48.00 41.00 47.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
52.00 51.00 48.00 54.00 NA 36.00 56.00 51.00 56.00 NA 90.00 91.00 83.00 84.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
27.00 23.00 31.00 NA 11.00 26.00 34.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 65.00 51.00 57.00 58.00 NA 45.00 67.00 65.00 65.00 NA
4 53.00 56.00 48.00 56.00 NA 43.00 62.00 56.00 62.00 NA
5 49.00 58.00 49.00 54.00 NA 23.00 42.00 36.00 48.00 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: CRYSTAL LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL CRYSTAL LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 87.24
CRYSTAL 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 47.00 40.00 48.00 54.00 NA 43.00 50.00 55.00 60.00 NA 84.00 94.00 89.00 90.00 NA
WHITE 54.00 48.00 56.00 61.00 NA 50.00 50.00 63.00 67.00 NA 100.00 NA
BLACK 45.00 32.00 40.00 46.00 NA 36.00 49.00 48.00 54.00 NA 93.00 NA
HISPANIC 37.00 31.00 45.00 51.00 NA 37.00 45.00 55.00 60.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN

NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY

46.00 35.00 49.00 55.00 NA 40.00 47.00 54.00 59.00 NA 94.00 88.00 89.00 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 54.00 39.00 55.00 59.00 NA 56.00 54.00 66.00 66.00 NA
4 32.00 46.00 47.00 57.00 NA 35.00 60.00 53.00 62.00 NA
5 53.00 34.00 42.00 50.00 NA 34.00 34.00 46.00 51.00 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: CRYSTAL LAKE MIDDLE SCHOOL CRYSTAL LAKE MIDDLE SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 78.23
CRYSTAL LAKE MIDDLE 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 41.00 44.00 43.00 49.00 NA 39.00 38.00 39.00 46.00 NA 85.00 91.00 91.00 92.00 NA
WHITE 46.00 49.00 51.00 56.00 NA 43.00 40.00 49.00 55.00 NA 89.00 90.00 92.00 93.00 NA
BLACK 35.00 36.00 30.00 37.00 NA 30.00 33.00 26.00 34.00 NA 84.00 90.00 91.00 92.00 NA
HISPANIC 30.00 34.00 32.00 39.00 NA 33.00 35.00 22.00 30.00 NA 78.00 89.00 84.00 85.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
37.00 41.00 42.00 48.00 NA 36.00 35.00 37.00 44.00 NA 87.00 89.00 89.00 90.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
15.00 24.00 14.00 23.00 NA 17.00 19.00 15.00 24.00 NA 61.00 69.00 NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 NA NA
4 NA NA
5 NA NA
6 51.00 45.00 45.00 45.00 NA 34.00 25.00 32.00 42.00 NA
7 47.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 NA 40.00 40.00 38.00 44.00 NA
8 26.00 38.00 34.00 52.00 NA 41.00 50.00 47.00 50.00 NA
9 NA NA
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10 NA
11 NA
12 NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: DUNDEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DUNDEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 85.40
DUNDEE 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 47.00 53.00 58.00 NA 50.00 54.00 60.00 64.00 NA 91.00 95.00 95.00 95.00 NA
WHITE 61.00 53.00 58.00 63.00 NA 55.00 53.00 62.00 66.00 NA 94.00 95.00 95.00 NA
BLACK 44.00 33.00 40.00 46.00 NA 39.00 60.00 53.00 58.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 51.00 45.00 51.00 56.00 NA 46.00 50.00 63.00 67.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
52.00 45.00 50.00 55.00 NA 46.00 54.00 58.00 63.00 NA 88.00 94.00 95.00 95.00 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 45.00 53.00 56.00 NA 61.00 60.00 63.00 63.00 NA
4 63.00 48.00 52.00 60.00 NA 57.00 57.00 68.00 68.00 NA
5 38.00 48.00 54.00 59.00 NA 34.00 44.00 48.00 62.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: DUNDEE RIDGE MIDDLE SCHOOL DUNDEE RIDGE MIDDLE SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 78.55
DUNDEE RIDGE MIDDLE 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 35.00 40.00 41.00 47.00 NA 32.00 38.00 40.00 46.00 NA 89.00 89.00 94.00 95.00 NA
WHITE 43.00 51.00 49.00 55.00 NA 41.00 47.00 47.00 53.00 NA 93.00 90.00 92.00 93.00 NA
BLACK 25.00 37.00 40.00 46.00 NA 20.00 33.00 38.00 45.00 NA 88.00 93.00 95.00 95.00 NA
HISPANIC 34.00 34.00 37.00 44.00 NA 31.00 35.00 36.00 43.00 NA 87.00 87.00 93.00 94.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
33.00 38.00 40.00 46.00 NA 29.00 36.00 39.00 46.00 NA 89.00 88.00 94.00 95.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 12.00 8.00 16.00 25.00 NA 11.00 9.00 19.00 28.00 NA 87.00 88.00 NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
13.00 11.00 18.00 27.00 NA 12.00 10.00 18.00 27.00 NA 69.00 74.00 74.00 75.00 NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 NA NA
4 NA NA
5 NA NA
6 47.00 44.00 45.00 47.00 NA 32.00 37.00 32.00 40.00 NA
7 35.00 47.00 43.00 48.00 NA 29.00 38.00 42.00 44.00 NA
8 25.00 29.00 33.00 46.00 NA 34.00 40.00 47.00 54.00 NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: EAGLE LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL EAGLE LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 64.66
EAGLE 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 63.00 65.00 63.00 67.00 NA 59.00 58.00 59.00 64.00 NA 81.00 97.00 93.00 94.00 NA
WHITE 70.00 67.00 65.00 69.00 NA 62.00 60.00 61.00 65.00 NA 96.00 94.00 95.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
59.00 58.00 59.00 64.00 NA 57.00 55.00 55.00 60.00 NA 94.00 93.00 94.00 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 78.00 63.00 65.00 67.00 NA 72.00 83.00 77.00 77.00 NA
4 62.00 68.00 59.00 69.00 NA 60.00 47.00 46.00 67.00 NA
5 49.00 64.00 65.00 65.00 NA 45.00 46.00 49.00 50.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: EDGAR L. PADGETT ELEMENTARY EDGAR L. PADGETT ELEMENTARY

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 63.44

EDGAR L. PADGETT 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 55.00 61.00 65.00 69.00 NA 54.00 63.00 66.00 70.00 NA 89.00 93.00 95.00 95.00 NA
WHITE 62.00 70.00 71.00 74.00 NA 63.00 72.00 77.00 80.00 NA 91.00 95.00 95.00 NA
BLACK 33.00 46.00 47.00 53.00 NA 31.00 48.00 47.00 53.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 46.00 66.00 70.00 NA 52.00 57.00 62.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
45.00 57.00 58.00 63.00 NA 47.00 59.00 59.00 64.00 NA 84.00 93.00 92.00 93.00 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 59.00 67.00 61.00 63.00 NA 56.00 70.00 62.00 64.00 NA
4 47.00 61.00 68.00 69.00 NA 58.00 70.00 73.00 73.00 NA
5 58.00 55.00 67.00 74.00 NA 47.00 48.00 64.00 72.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: ELBERT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ELBERT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 65.59
ELBERT 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 65.00 64.00 68.00 NA 69.00 61.00 63.00 67.00 NA 97.00 93.00 95.00 95.00 NA
WHITE 81.00 73.00 77.00 80.00 NA 79.00 67.00 74.00 77.00 NA 88.00 95.00 95.00 NA
BLACK 47.00 54.00 45.00 51.00 NA 58.00 49.00 44.00 50.00 NA 98.00 94.00 95.00 NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
59.00 59.00 58.00 63.00 NA 65.00 55.00 58.00 63.00 NA 92.00 95.00 95.00 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 78.00 63.00 69.00 69.00 NA 79.00 68.00 75.00 75.00 NA
4 59.00 63.00 66.00 69.00 NA 68.00 61.00 62.00 64.00 NA
5 59.00 70.00 57.00 66.00 NA 55.00 51.00 52.00 62.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: FLORAL AVENUE ELEMENTARY SCHL FLORAL AVENUE ELEMENTARY SCHL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 75.27
FLORAL AVENUE 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 53.00 62.00 58.00 63.00 NA 58.00 64.00 73.00 76.00 NA 98.00 100.00 95.00 96.00 NA
WHITE 54.00 64.00 63.00 67.00 NA 66.00 69.00 78.00 81.00 NA 100.00 95.00 96.00 NA
BLACK 48.00 56.00 46.00 52.00 NA 46.00 66.00 67.00 71.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 54.00 56.00 56.00 61.00 NA 50.00 46.00 69.00 73.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA

INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY

49.00 58.00 55.00 60.00 NA 52.00 60.00 70.00 73.00 NA 100.00 94.00 95.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH

29.00 37.00 30.00 37.00 NA 31.00 32.00 51.00 56.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 54.00 63.00 60.00 63.00 NA 59.00 78.00 82.00 82.00 NA
4 45.00 59.00 57.00 63.00 NA 58.00 67.00 84.00 84.00 NA
5 60.00 63.00 57.00 61.00 NA 56.00 49.00 49.00 62.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/School Improvel nitiative/print.aspx (29 of 121)7/14/2009 2:04:33 PM



Untitled Page

10 NA
11 NA
12 NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/School Improvel nitiative/print.aspx (30 of 121)7/14/2009 2:04:33 PM

NA

NA

NA



Untitled Page

School Achievement Data

1. School: FOUNDATION SCHOOL FOUNDATION SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 88.64

FOUNDATION SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading

2008-
2005- 2006- 2007-
2009

Academic

Indicators 2006 2007 2008

Targets Outcomes

TOTAL 15.00 18.00 13.00 22.00
WHITE

BLACK

HISPANIC

ASIAN

AMERICAN
INDIAN

ECONOMICALLY
14.00 18.00 13.00 22.00
DISADVANTAGED

ENGLISH
LANGUAGE
LEARNERS

STUDENTS WITH
DISABILITIES

Grade Level Data

K

1

7 18.00 13.00 27.00 27.00
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2008-
2009

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

Percent Proficient in Mathematics

2008- 2008-

2005- 2006- 2007-

2009 2009

2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes

19.00 11.00 6.00 16.00 NA
NA
NA

NA

NA

NA

18.00 11.00 6.00 16.00 NA

NA

NA

NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
24.00 24.00 24.00 24.00 NA
NA

NA

Percent Proficient in Writing

2008- 2008-

2005- 2006- 2007-

2009 2009

2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes

67.00 64.00 64.00 65.00 NA
NA
NA
NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: FRED G. GARNER ELEMENTARY SCHL FRED G. GARNER ELEMENTARY SCHL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 89.30

FRED G. GARNER 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 57.00 55.00 52.00 57.00 NA 58.00 49.00 48.00 54.00 NA 87.00 90.00 87.00 88.00 NA
WHITE 63.00 63.00 63.00 67.00 NA 62.00 63.00 58.00 63.00 NA 92.00 91.00 92.00 NA
BLACK 47.00 41.00 41.00 47.00 NA 51.00 35.00 38.00 45.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 58.00 60.00 48.00 54.00 NA 58.00 44.00 40.00 46.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
54.00 52.00 48.00 54.00 NA 56.00 44.00 45.00 51.00 NA 87.00 87.00 88.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 50.00 45.00 51.00 NA 35.00 40.00 46.00 NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
31.00 20.00 28.00 NA 35.00 22.00 30.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 63.00 51.00 57.00 58.00 NA 62.00 60.00 62.00 62.00 NA
4 53.00 55.00 49.00 59.00 NA 68.00 50.00 43.00 54.00 NA
5 54.00 60.00 48.00 54.00 NA 42.00 37.00 34.00 44.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: FROSTPROOF ELEMENTARY SCHOOL FROSTPROOF ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 82.29
FROSTPROOF 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 57.00 66.00 58.00 63.00 NA 52.00 60.00 59.00 64.00 NA 85.00 96.00 92.00 93.00 NA
WHITE 71.00 80.00 70.00 73.00 NA 62.00 68.00 67.00 71.00 NA 95.00 95.00 95.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC 45.00 56.00 53.00 58.00 NA 44.00 53.00 58.00 63.00 NA 94.00 91.00 92.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
54.00 64.00 55.00 60.00 NA 47.00 57.00 55.00 60.00 NA 95.00 90.00 91.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 31.00 44.00 41.00 47.00 NA 36.00 41.00 50.00 55.00 NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
24.00 35.00 25.00 33.00 NA 25.00 30.00 35.00 42.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 NA NA
4 NA NA
5 NA NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: GIBBONS STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL GIBBONS STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 84.59
GIBBONS STREET 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 44.00 53.00 67.00 71.00 NA 49.00 58.00 68.00 72.00 NA 79.00 93.00 82.00 83.00 NA
WHITE 51.00 56.00 70.00 73.00 NA 58.00 70.00 69.00 73.00 NA NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
42.00 50.00 67.00 71.00 NA 46.00 56.00 70.00 73.00 NA 95.00 87.00 88.00 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 55.00 57.00 68.00 68.00 NA 53.00 76.00 63.00 65.00 NA
4 34.00 58.00 77.00 77.00 NA 48.00 60.00 73.00 73.00 NA
5 41.00 43.00 54.00 68.00 NA 45.00 38.00 68.00 76.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: GRIFFIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL GRIFFIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 82.97
GRIFFIN 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 73.00 65.00 70.00 73.00 NA 64.00 64.00 69.00 73.00 NA 93.00 100.00 91.00 92.00 NA
WHITE 76.00 69.00 80.00 82.00 NA 72.00 65.00 80.00 82.00 NA 100.00 NA
BLACK 75.00 61.00 52.00 57.00 NA 46.00 66.00 52.00 57.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 53.00 70.00 73.00 NA 56.00 67.00 71.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN

NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY

71.00 61.00 67.00 71.00 NA 58.00 60.00 64.00 68.00 NA 100.00 89.00 90.00 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 82.00 78.00 73.00 73.00 NA 77.00 84.00 77.00 77.00 NA
4 68.00 68.00 73.00 73.00 NA 64.00 71.00 71.00 77.00 NA
5 70.00 48.00 65.00 73.00 NA 51.00 36.00 58.00 65.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: HILLCREST ELEMENTARY SCHOOL HILLCREST ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 70.91
HILLCREST 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 66.00 64.00 68.00 NA 63.00 59.00 73.00 76.00 NA 82.00 95.00 92.00 93.00 NA
WHITE 75.00 77.00 77.00 80.00 NA 70.00 67.00 83.00 85.00 NA 96.00 93.00 94.00 NA
BLACK 42.00 52.00 42.00 48.00 NA 53.00 48.00 53.00 58.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 44.00 50.00 48.00 54.00 NA 52.00 46.00 66.00 70.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
52.00 59.00 59.00 64.00 NA 57.00 52.00 66.00 70.00 NA 92.00 88.00 89.00 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 72.00 73.00 66.00 67.00 NA 66.00 72.00 78.00 78.00 NA
4 53.00 58.00 64.00 69.00 NA 64.00 48.00 78.00 78.00 NA
5 59.00 67.00 61.00 67.00 NA 59.00 57.00 64.00 72.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: INWOOD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL INWOOD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 84.17
INWOOD 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 65.00 61.00 65.00 NA 55.00 60.00 58.00 63.00 NA 94.00 97.00 95.00 95.00 NA
WHITE 67.00 71.00 69.00 73.00 NA 64.00 71.00 72.00 75.00 NA 100.00 NA
BLACK 47.00 62.00 51.00 56.00 NA 43.00 52.00 42.00 48.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 67.00 56.00 67.00 71.00 NA 53.00 47.00 62.00 66.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN

NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY

59.00 63.00 60.00 64.00 NA 52.00 56.00 56.00 61.00 NA 97.00 95.00 95.00 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 75.00 58.00 63.00 64.00 NA 68.00 70.00 65.00 65.00 NA
4 56.00 65.00 57.00 68.00 NA 66.00 65.00 65.00 65.00 NA
5 52.00 70.00 63.00 63.00 NA 34.00 48.00 46.00 58.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: JAMES E. STEPHENS ELEM. SCHOOL JAMES E. STEPHENS ELEM. SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 70.47

JAMES E. STEPHENS 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 67.00 60.00 58.00 63.00 NA 47.00 53.00 53.00 58.00 NA 90.00 91.00 94.00 95.00 NA
WHITE 78.00 73.00 67.00 71.00 NA 61.00 64.00 56.00 61.00 NA 92.00 93.00 NA
BLACK 51.00 49.00 44.00 50.00 NA 32.00 39.00 36.00 43.00 NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
64.00 54.00 51.00 56.00 NA 41.00 48.00 47.00 53.00 NA 89.00 88.00 93.00 94.00 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 73.00 59.00 54.00 56.00 NA 50.00 61.00 58.00 58.00 NA
4 66.00 58.00 70.00 70.00 NA 54.00 49.00 56.00 58.00 NA
5 63.00 63.00 48.00 61.00 NA 37.00 46.00 40.00 58.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: JANIE HOWARD WILSON SCHOOL JANIE HOWARD WILSON SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 87.04
JANIE HOWARD WILSON 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 60.00 65.00 69.00 NA 62.00 59.00 62.00 66.00 NA 96.00 97.00 95.00 95.00 NA
WHITE 65.00 72.00 71.00 74.00 NA 74.00 66.00 73.00 76.00 NA 97.00 95.00 95.00 NA
BLACK 50.00 47.00 56.00 61.00 NA 46.00 48.00 42.00 48.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 55.00 55.00 57.00 62.00 NA 58.00 59.00 60.00 64.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
57.00 56.00 64.00 68.00 NA 59.00 55.00 61.00 65.00 NA 98.00 95.00 95.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
36.00 32.00 39.00 NA 33.00 39.00 46.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 72.00 73.00 73.00 73.00 NA 67.00 61.00 71.00 71.00 NA
4 47.00 61.00 65.00 71.00 NA 64.00 74.00 64.00 67.00 NA
5 53.00 49.00 56.00 62.00 NA 54.00 44.00 52.00 60.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: JESSE KEEN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL JESSE KEEN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 91.76
JESSE KEEN 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 55.00 54.00 54.00 59.00 NA 48.00 55.00 58.00 63.00 NA 82.00 92.00 90.00 91.00 NA
WHITE 66.00 59.00 56.00 61.00 NA 59.00 55.00 62.00 66.00 NA NA
BLACK 52.00 57.00 39.00 46.00 NA 42.00 52.00 44.00 50.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 49.00 45.00 57.00 62.00 NA 44.00 55.00 60.00 64.00 NA 97.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
54.00 51.00 51.00 56.00 NA 48.00 55.00 56.00 61.00 NA 91.00 89.00 90.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 45.00 38.00 48.00 54.00 NA 36.00 47.00 53.00 58.00 NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
35.00 31.00 38.00 45.00 NA 33.00 36.00 38.00 45.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 71.00 58.00 51.00 52.00 NA 64.00 67.00 58.00 62.00 NA
4 38.00 58.00 63.00 63.00 NA 42.00 58.00 65.00 65.00 NA
5 55.00 45.00 51.00 61.00 NA 37.00 41.00 53.00 60.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: JOHN SNIVELY ELEM. SCHL/CHOICE JOHN SNIVELY ELEM. SCHL/CHOICE

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 92.16
JOHN SNIVELY ELEM. SCHL/CHOICE

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 62.00 58.00 63.00 NA 55.00 54.00 56.00 61.00 NA 92.00 95.00 90.00 91.00 NA
WHITE 63.00 63.00 64.00 68.00 NA 59.00 53.00 66.00 70.00 NA NA
BLACK 59.00 58.00 63.00 NA 62.00 53.00 58.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 56.00 59.00 52.00 57.00 NA 56.00 50.00 51.00 56.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
59.00 60.00 56.00 61.00 NA 52.00 53.00 57.00 62.00 NA 95.00 88.00 90.00 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 66.00 68.00 52.00 52.00 NA 63.00 69.00 70.00 70.00 NA
4 62.00 55.00 67.00 67.00 NA 52.00 52.00 63.00 67.00 NA
5 57.00 65.00 55.00 68.00 NA 49.00 42.00 38.00 54.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: KATHLEEN MIDDLE SCHOOL KATHLEEN MIDDLE SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 69.40
KATHLEEN MIDDLE 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 44.00 43.00 50.00 55.00 NA 41.00 39.00 46.00 52.00 NA 91.00 94.00 95.00 95.00 NA
WHITE 49.00 48.00 52.00 57.00 NA 48.00 44.00 49.00 55.00 NA 93.00 97.00 95.00 95.00 NA
BLACK 25.00 30.00 42.00 48.00 NA 21.00 21.00 24.00 32.00 NA 83.00 90.00 90.00 91.00 NA
HISPANIC 42.00 42.00 50.00 55.00 NA 33.00 39.00 48.00 54.00 NA 90.00 95.00 95.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
39.00 40.00 46.00 52.00 NA 34.00 31.00 40.00 46.00 NA 91.00 93.00 94.00 95.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
11.00 16.00 21.00 29.00 NA 13.00 13.00 21.00 29.00 NA 67.00 72.00 76.00 77.00 NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 NA NA
4 NA NA
5 NA NA
6 46.00 48.00 52.00 52.00 NA 33.00 30.00 37.00 46.00 NA
7 48.00 47.00 58.00 58.00 NA 37.00 35.00 43.00 50.00 NA
8 38.00 37.00 41.00 56.00 NA 53.00 51.00 56.00 59.00 NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: KINGSFORD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL KINGSFORD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 85.16
KINGSFORD 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 61.00 51.00 56.00 NA 59.00 68.00 65.00 69.00 NA 91.00 100.00 88.00 89.00 NA
WHITE 67.00 74.00 59.00 64.00 NA 70.00 77.00 75.00 78.00 NA NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC 42.00 44.00 45.00 51.00 NA 44.00 57.00 57.00 62.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN

NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY

51.00 58.00 47.00 53.00 NA 53.00 66.00 60.00 64.00 NA 100.00 88.00 89.00 NA

DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 27.00 30.00 31.00 38.00 NA 30.00 47.00 47.00 53.00 NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH

NA NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 56.00 65.00 54.00 57.00 NA 56.00 78.00 66.00 68.00 NA
4 56.00 61.00 54.00 57.00 NA 67.00 74.00 63.00 69.00 NA
5 56.00 56.00 45.00 54.00 NA 53.00 55.00 64.00 69.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: LAKE ALFRED-ADDAIR MIDDLE SCHOOL LAKE ALFRED-ADDAIR MIDDLE SCHOOL

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

LAKE ALFRED-ADDAIR MIDDLE 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 0.00 31.00 37.00 44.00 NA 0.00 37.00 37.00 44.00 NA 0.00 85.00 90.00 91.00 NA
WHITE NA NA NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN

NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY

NA NA 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 NA NA
4 NA NA
5 NA NA
6 0.00 25.00 41.00 45.00 NA 0.00 18.00 38.00 44.00 NA
7 0.00 28.00 38.00 44.00 NA 0.00 24.00 30.00 44.00 NA
8 0.00 39.00 30.00 42.00 NA 0.00 44.00 43.00 45.00 NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: LENA VISTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL LENA VISTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 80.21
LENA 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 62.00 59.00 59.00 64.00 NA 62.00 60.00 58.00 63.00 NA 90.00 87.00 94.00 95.00 NA
WHITE 63.00 66.00 67.00 71.00 NA 67.00 64.00 63.00 67.00 NA 90.00 93.00 94.00 NA
BLACK 45.00 51.00 NA 41.00 47.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 54.00 49.00 47.00 53.00 NA 52.00 63.00 58.00 63.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
62.00 55.00 53.00 58.00 NA 59.00 56.00 53.00 58.00 NA 86.00 94.00 95.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
29.00 20.00 39.00 46.00 NA 44.00 40.00 46.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 73.00 56.00 64.00 64.00 NA 74.00 65.00 62.00 65.00 NA
4 54.00 57.00 57.00 64.00 NA 56.00 56.00 58.00 64.00 NA
5 60.00 64.00 57.00 62.00 NA 55.00 59.00 54.00 58.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: LEWIS ANNA WOODBURY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL LEWIS ANNA WOODBURY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 73.54
LEWIS ANNA WOODBURY 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 68.00 66.00 70.00 NA 60.00 66.00 71.00 74.00 NA 94.00 100.00 95.00 95.00 NA
WHITE 76.00 81.00 81.00 83.00 NA 70.00 79.00 82.00 84.00 NA 100.00 93.00 94.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC 59.00 60.00 54.00 59.00 NA 64.00 58.00 64.00 68.00 NA 100.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN

NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY

56.00 65.00 59.00 64.00 NA 56.00 63.00 64.00 68.00 NA 100.00 95.00 95.00 NA

DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 54.00 53.00 47.00 53.00 NA 62.00 53.00 66.00 70.00 NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH

NA NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 76.00 80.00 71.00 71.00 NA 78.00 86.00 85.00 85.00 NA
4 49.00 56.00 66.00 71.00 NA 53.00 67.00 66.00 70.00 NA
5 60.00 68.00 59.00 67.00 NA 50.00 48.00 60.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: LOUGHMAN OAKS ELEMENTARY SCHL LOUGHMAN OAKS ELEMENTARY SCHL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 68.79
LOUGHMAN OAKS 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 49.00 55.00 50.00 55.00 NA 46.00 51.00 49.00 55.00 NA 83.00 89.00 81.00 82.00 NA
WHITE 57.00 70.00 59.00 64.00 NA 59.00 68.00 57.00 62.00 NA 96.00 81.00 82.00 NA
BLACK 45.00 43.00 38.00 45.00 NA 33.00 37.00 35.00 42.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 42.00 47.00 50.00 55.00 NA 40.00 41.00 47.00 53.00 NA 86.00 84.00 85.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
47.00 50.00 49.00 55.00 NA 43.00 46.00 48.00 54.00 NA 86.00 82.00 83.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 35.00 26.00 34.00 NA 36.00 34.00 41.00 NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
20.00 29.00 37.00 NA 27.00 21.00 29.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 48.00 53.00 47.00 50.00 NA 47.00 54.00 54.00 54.00 NA
4 53.00 59.00 56.00 57.00 NA 56.00 55.00 54.00 54.00 NA
5 45.00 55.00 50.00 58.00 NA 35.00 43.00 38.00 55.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: MCLAUGHLIN MIDDLE SCHOOL MCLAUGHLIN MIDDLE SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 69.86
MCLAUGHLIN MIDDLE 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 41.00 44.00 52.00 57.00 NA 38.00 43.00 43.00 49.00 NA 92.00 95.00 94.00 95.00 NA
WHITE 55.00 55.00 62.00 66.00 NA 50.00 53.00 52.00 57.00 NA 96.00 94.00 95.00 NA
BLACK 22.00 31.00 40.00 46.00 NA 20.00 28.00 28.00 36.00 NA 92.00 100.00 95.00 95.00 NA
HISPANIC 28.00 29.00 41.00 47.00 NA 28.00 36.00 38.00 45.00 NA 92.00 82.00 95.00 95.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN

NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY

33.00 37.00 42.00 48.00 NA 29.00 34.00 34.00 41.00 NA 92.00 93.00 94.00 95.00 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 NA NA
4 NA NA
5 NA NA
6 53.00 51.00 58.00 58.00 NA 36.00 34.00 29.00 37.00 NA
7 47.00 50.00 58.00 58.00 NA 40.00 44.00 48.00 50.00 NA
8 25.00 34.00 39.00 56.00 NA 38.00 50.00 52.00 60.00 NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: NORTH LAKELAND ELEMENTARY SCHL NORTH LAKELAND ELEMENTARY SCHL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 71.64
NORTH LAKELAND 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 69.00 68.00 64.00 68.00 NA 58.00 69.00 68.00 72.00 NA 95.00 98.00 95.00 95.00 NA
WHITE 79.00 79.00 79.00 82.00 NA 68.00 77.00 77.00 80.00 NA 98.00 95.00 95.00 NA
BLACK 57.00 44.00 44.00 50.00 NA 39.00 52.00 55.00 60.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 58.00 63.00 56.00 61.00 NA 51.00 64.00 63.00 67.00 NA 97.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
62.00 63.00 60.00 64.00 NA 50.00 65.00 62.00 66.00 NA 97.00 95.00 95.00 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 77.00 72.00 66.00 67.00 NA 64.00 74.00 75.00 75.00 NA
4 59.00 62.00 64.00 69.00 NA 61.00 73.00 69.00 73.00 NA
5 70.00 71.00 63.00 67.00 NA 48.00 58.00 60.00 67.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: OSCAR J. POPE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OSCAR J. POPE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 86.81

OSCAR J. POPE 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 62.00 56.00 61.00 NA 51.00 60.00 49.00 55.00 NA 88.00 94.00 95.00 95.00 NA
WHITE 51.00 62.00 64.00 68.00 NA 49.00 64.00 59.00 64.00 NA 91.00 95.00 95.00 NA
BLACK 53.00 64.00 41.00 47.00 NA 47.00 60.00 41.00 47.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 44.00 50.00 NA 29.00 37.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
52.00 61.00 56.00 61.00 NA 48.00 60.00 46.00 52.00 NA 86.00 96.00 95.00 95.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
39.00 47.00 39.00 46.00 NA 39.00 43.00 29.00 37.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 60.00 63.00 54.00 54.00 NA 55.00 63.00 40.00 42.00 NA
4 50.00 64.00 67.00 67.00 NA 55.00 59.00 62.00 62.00 NA
5 50.00 56.00 47.00 61.00 NA 40.00 59.00 48.00 60.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: PINEWOOD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PINEWOOD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 74.82
PINEWOOD 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 60.00 66.00 67.00 71.00 NA 55.00 68.00 61.00 65.00 NA 85.00 96.00 95.00 95.00 NA
WHITE 62.00 79.00 81.00 83.00 NA 62.00 75.00 72.00 75.00 NA 100.00 95.00 95.00 NA
BLACK 50.00 46.00 54.00 59.00 NA 45.00 56.00 46.00 52.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 60.00 52.00 49.00 55.00 NA 50.00 59.00 48.00 54.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN

NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY

57.00 59.00 60.00 64.00 NA 50.00 65.00 56.00 61.00 NA 94.00 95.00 95.00 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 68.00 70.00 76.00 76.00 NA 64.00 87.00 75.00 75.00 NA
4 55.00 61.00 70.00 73.00 NA 48.00 62.00 63.00 67.00 NA
5 56.00 67.00 55.00 64.00 NA 51.00 49.00 45.00 53.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: POLK AVENUE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL POLK AVENUE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 81.16
POLK 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 54.00 63.00 61.00 65.00 NA 60.00 63.00 66.00 70.00 NA 94.00 97.00 94.00 95.00 NA
WHITE 64.00 67.00 72.00 75.00 NA 66.00 70.00 74.00 77.00 NA 97.00 95.00 95.00 NA
BLACK 48.00 49.00 48.00 54.00 NA 45.00 43.00 48.00 54.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 42.00 64.00 52.00 57.00 NA 65.00 67.00 68.00 72.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
51.00 61.00 56.00 61.00 NA 59.00 61.00 60.00 64.00 NA 98.00 94.00 95.00 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 60.00 67.00 61.00 62.00 NA 67.00 73.00 66.00 66.00 NA
4 54.00 54.00 71.00 71.00 NA 62.00 62.00 82.00 82.00 NA
5 48.00 66.00 48.00 62.00 NA 50.00 51.00 43.00 62.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: PURCELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PURCELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 79.64
PURCELL 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 63.00 59.00 57.00 62.00 NA 61.00 52.00 48.00 54.00 NA 86.00 92.00 92.00 95.00 NA
WHITE 68.00 67.00 61.00 65.00 NA 64.00 58.00 52.00 57.00 NA 95.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC 50.00 48.00 50.00 55.00 NA 55.00 48.00 41.00 47.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
63.00 54.00 59.00 64.00 NA 61.00 50.00 45.00 51.00 NA 91.00 89.00 90.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 38.00 36.00 43.00 NA 35.00 22.00 30.00 NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
NA NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 61.00 54.00 74.00 74.00 NA 60.00 57.00 64.00 64.00 NA
4 66.00 54.00 55.00 60.00 NA 66.00 40.00 51.00 60.00 NA
5 63.00 68.00 40.00 52.00 NA 57.00 58.00 27.00 36.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: R. CLEM CHURCHWELL ELEMENTARY R. CLEM CHURCHWELL ELEMENTARY

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 62.96

R. CLEM CHURCHWELL 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 68.00 70.00 68.00 72.00 NA 52.00 65.00 62.00 66.00 NA 93.00 97.00 87.00 88.00 NA
WHITE 75.00 75.00 72.00 75.00 NA 61.00 72.00 67.00 71.00 NA 95.00 88.00 89.00 NA
BLACK 61.00 65.00 NA 44.00 50.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 61.00 62.00 66.00 NA 53.00 59.00 64.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
61.00 64.00 60.00 64.00 NA 44.00 56.00 56.00 61.00 NA 89.00 98.00 89.00 90.00 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 82.00 73.00 75.00 75.00 NA 71.00 85.00 77.00 77.00 NA
4 56.00 66.00 66.00 72.00 NA 51.00 59.00 62.00 67.00 NA
5 67.00 72.00 63.00 67.00 NA 34.00 52.00 46.00 54.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: SANDHILL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL SANDHILL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 82.15
SANDHILL 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 51.00 50.00 60.00 64.00 NA 43.00 42.00 70.00 73.00 NA 76.00 93.00 90.00 91.00 NA
WHITE 60.00 66.00 64.00 68.00 NA 50.00 55.00 79.00 82.00 NA 92.00 NA
BLACK 39.00 47.00 53.00 NA 36.00 60.00 64.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 49.00 46.00 61.00 65.00 NA 41.00 38.00 71.00 74.00 NA 90.00 94.00 95.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
49.00 48.00 58.00 63.00 NA 41.00 40.00 68.00 72.00 NA 94.00 90.00 91.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 28.00 28.00 57.00 62.00 NA 28.00 25.00 63.00 67.00 NA 88.00 NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
NA NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 57.00 58.00 69.00 69.00 NA 51.00 61.00 93.00 93.00 NA
4 45.00 46.00 61.00 69.00 NA 41.00 35.00 62.00 68.00 NA
5 52.00 48.00 47.00 55.00 NA 37.00 32.00 53.00 60.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: SHELLEY S. BOONE MIDDLE SCHOOL SHELLEY S. BOONE MIDDLE SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 86.26

SHELLEY S. BOONE MIDDLE 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 33.00 36.00 40.00 46.00 NA 28.00 33.00 34.00 41.00 NA 91.00 95.00 91.00 92.00 NA
WHITE 49.00 53.00 53.00 58.00 NA 44.00 49.00 49.00 55.00 NA 96.00 99.00 95.00 95.00 NA
BLACK 26.00 33.00 35.00 42.00 NA 16.00 19.00 23.00 31.00 NA 93.00 89.00 88.00 89.00 NA
HISPANIC 28.00 28.00 35.00 42.00 NA 25.00 30.00 32.00 42.00 NA 88.00 95.00 91.00 92.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
31.00 32.00 38.00 45.00 NA 24.00 30.00 32.00 39.00 NA 91.00 93.00 90.00 91.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 10.00 13.00 23.00 31.00 NA 10.00 15.00 22.00 30.00 NA 61.00 83.00 78.00 79.00 NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
19.00 17.00 26.00 NA 15.00 13.00 22.00 NA 81.00 79.00 68.00 69.00 NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 NA NA
4 NA NA
5 NA NA
6 41.00 37.00 39.00 42.00 NA 25.00 24.00 26.00 33.00 NA
7 37.00 45.00 46.00 48.00 NA 26.00 30.00 34.00 40.00 NA
8 23.00 28.00 32.00 48.00 NA 32.00 43.00 44.00 50.00 NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: SLEEPY HILL MIDDLE SCHOOL SLEEPY HILL MIDDLE SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 72.44
SLEEPY HILL MIDDLE 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 47.00 46.00 44.00 50.00 NA 45.00 50.00 50.00 55.00 NA 91.00 93.00 90.00 91.00 NA
WHITE 58.00 58.00 53.00 58.00 NA 54.00 59.00 61.00 65.00 NA 94.00 91.00 91.00 NA
BLACK 32.00 28.00 34.00 41.00 NA 31.00 34.00 35.00 42.00 NA 88.00 93.00 94.00 95.00 NA
HISPANIC 38.00 39.00 39.00 46.00 NA 38.00 48.00 47.00 53.00 NA 83.00 91.00 85.00 86.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
41.00 39.00 38.00 45.00 NA 40.00 43.00 42.00 48.00 NA 88.00 91.00 89.00 90.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 21.00 29.00 NA 29.00 37.00 NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
19.00 16.00 16.00 25.00 NA 16.00 18.00 16.00 25.00 NA 81.00 77.00 72.00 73.00 NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 NA NA
4 NA NA
5 NA NA
6 51.00 54.00 46.00 48.00 NA 37.00 44.00 41.00 44.00 NA
7 53.00 47.00 52.00 54.00 NA 42.00 44.00 54.00 58.00 NA
8 37.00 37.00 34.00 48.00 NA 56.00 62.00 56.00 63.00 NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: SOCRUM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL SOCRUM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 70.56
SOCRUM 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 68.00 70.00 73.00 NA 61.00 71.00 71.00 74.00 NA 91.00 95.00 93.00 94.00 NA
WHITE 65.00 70.00 75.00 78.00 NA 63.00 75.00 76.00 79.00 NA 95.00 90.00 91.00 NA
BLACK 61.00 69.00 58.00 63.00 NA 51.00 58.00 51.00 56.00 NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
59.00 61.00 66.00 70.00 NA 55.00 69.00 67.00 71.00 NA 96.00 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 78.00 68.00 77.00 77.00 NA 77.00 79.00 81.00 81.00 NA
4 47.00 72.00 66.00 75.00 NA 55.00 84.00 71.00 75.00 NA
5 67.00 63.00 64.00 67.00 NA 50.00 49.00 58.00 66.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: SPOOK HILL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL SPOOK HILL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 71.52
SPOOK HILL 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 66.00 62.00 62.00 66.00 NA 64.00 61.00 59.00 64.00 NA 86.00 100.00 90.00 91.00 NA
WHITE 75.00 72.00 72.00 75.00 NA 67.00 65.00 69.00 73.00 NA 100.00 NA
BLACK 49.00 46.00 46.00 52.00 NA 59.00 59.00 43.00 49.00 NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN

NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY

54.00 57.00 56.00 61.00 NA 55.00 59.00 53.00 58.00 NA 100.00 88.00 89.00 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 68.00 59.00 63.00 65.00 NA 65.00 69.00 74.00 74.00 NA
4 64.00 53.00 60.00 68.00 NA 59.00 57.00 52.00 62.00 NA
5 65.00 76.00 64.00 65.00 NA 68.00 58.00 52.00 55.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: WAHNETA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL WAHNETA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 92.28
WAHNETA 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 49.00 47.00 38.00 45.00 NA 45.00 50.00 65.00 69.00 NA 93.00 96.00 93.00 94.00 NA
WHITE 72.00 61.00 53.00 58.00 NA 60.00 61.00 70.00 73.00 NA NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC 40.00 42.00 34.00 41.00 NA 40.00 47.00 64.00 68.00 NA 92.00 96.00 92.00 93.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
48.00 46.00 37.00 44.00 NA 44.00 50.00 64.00 68.00 NA 92.00 96.00 93.00 94.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 34.00 39.00 25.00 33.00 NA 37.00 44.00 59.00 64.00 NA 95.00 92.00 93.00 NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
NA NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 48.00 42.00 39.00 45.00 NA 42.00 51.00 74.00 74.00 NA
4 58.00 49.00 33.00 45.00 NA 61.00 56.00 65.00 72.00 NA
5 40.00 52.00 41.00 43.00 NA 32.00 44.00 52.00 60.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: WALTER CALDWELL ELEM. SCHOOL WALTER CALDWELL ELEM. SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 66.06

WALTER CALDWELL 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 68.00 72.00 69.00 73.00 NA 68.00 67.00 76.00 79.00 NA 77.00 94.00 90.00 91.00 NA
WHITE 74.00 81.00 77.00 80.00 NA 73.00 76.00 87.00 89.00 NA 92.00 93.00 94.00 NA
BLACK 49.00 47.00 52.00 57.00 NA 51.00 50.00 49.00 55.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 59.00 69.00 57.00 62.00 NA 63.00 51.00 63.00 67.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
60.00 63.00 60.00 64.00 NA 62.00 59.00 68.00 72.00 NA 92.00 87.00 88.00 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 71.00 78.00 80.00 80.00 NA 75.00 76.00 84.00 84.00 NA
4 69.00 56.00 62.00 72.00 NA 69.00 66.00 77.00 80.00 NA
5 64.00 79.00 64.00 65.00 NA 59.00 59.00 64.00 72.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: WESTWOOD MIDDLE SCHOOL WESTWOOD MIDDLE SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 81.41
WESTWOOD MIDDLE 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 45.00 49.00 46.00 52.00 NA 39.00 46.00 50.00 55.00 NA 94.00 95.00 94.00 95.00 NA
WHITE 56.00 58.00 59.00 64.00 NA 50.00 54.00 62.00 66.00 NA 97.00 93.00 94.00 NA
BLACK 27.00 36.00 34.00 41.00 NA 18.00 31.00 36.00 43.00 NA 91.00 93.00 93.00 94.00 NA
HISPANIC 40.00 43.00 36.00 43.00 NA 36.00 44.00 45.00 51.00 NA 91.00 92.00 95.00 95.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
41.00 44.00 41.00 47.00 NA 33.00 42.00 46.00 52.00 NA 93.00 93.00 93.00 94.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 22.00 17.00 26.00 NA 25.00 23.00 31.00 NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
19.00 23.00 21.00 29.00 NA 19.00 19.00 23.00 31.00 NA 81.00 84.00 87.00 88.00 NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 NA NA
4 NA NA
5 NA NA
6 46.00 52.00 52.00 55.00 NA 31.00 36.00 40.00 45.00 NA
7 53.00 49.00 48.00 54.00 NA 40.00 45.00 55.00 58.00 NA
8 36.00 46.00 39.00 46.00 NA 46.00 57.00 55.00 62.00 NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: WINSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL WINSTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 88.09
WINSTON 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 45.00 48.00 50.00 55.00 NA 33.00 45.00 65.00 69.00 NA 84.00 90.00 94.00 95.00 NA
WHITE 51.00 63.00 66.00 70.00 NA 45.00 58.00 71.00 74.00 NA NA
BLACK 36.00 34.00 41.00 47.00 NA 19.00 28.00 55.00 60.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 47.00 48.00 40.00 46.00 NA 35.00 48.00 69.00 73.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
43.00 46.00 47.00 53.00 NA 32.00 43.00 63.00 67.00 NA 84.00 89.00 94.00 95.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 26.00 34.00 NA 60.00 64.00 NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
NA NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 45.00 51.00 51.00 55.00 NA 38.00 49.00 69.00 69.00 NA
4 37.00 34.00 48.00 56.00 NA 26.00 43.00 66.00 70.00 NA
5 53.00 61.00 50.00 54.00 NA 34.00 41.00 58.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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Optional Performance Indicators

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

1. Identify the Performance Indicator that is being addressed.
2. Provide data related to that performance indicator for the past three (3) school years.

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

Indicator: O

Indicator: 0
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Root Cause Analysis
Identify all possible interactions within a system that could be contributing to identified area(s) of low academic achievement. (organizational

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

demographics, curriculum, etc.)

For each Root Cause identified, provide the following:

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

Polk County School District has identified inconsistency in the use of effective research-proven instructional strategies as a root cause for
academic performance deficits in Schools in Need of Improvement (SINI) in Polk County. The positive impact on learning of specific high-
yield instructional strategies has been documented in meta-analysis by Marzano (1998). Teachers in all SINI schools have received training
from Learning Focused Solutions (LFS) in implementing strategies in their classrooms like summarizing, extending thinking skills, vocabulary

in context, graphic organizers, and non-verbal representations.

However, classroom monitoring efforts at the district level as well as systematic classroom observations at the school level have revealed
significant disparity among teachers within each school in the effective use of these high-yield strategies. Documentation of this disparity in
consistent use of instructional strategies that most impact learning has been drawn from reports from monitoring visits made by District
supervisors and curriculum support personnel that were consistent with the feedback reports generated in schools during classroom

monitoring by school administrators.

Support for teachers in providing effective instructional delivery models as well as peer-reviewed and planned model lessons will work to
eliminate this root cause of student performance deficits in Polk’s SINI schools. Since some teachers have been unable to use the strategy
training received through Learning Focused Solutions (LFS) to develop effective Acquisition Lesson Plans, a team of highly skilled teachers
and LFS trainers will meet with LFS consultants to develop Acquisition Plans effective for use across subject areas and grade levels. These
model plans and other effective plans will be peer-reviewed by teams and their use will be modeled in all SINI schools by the designated

teacher teams.

Focusing resources to support the development of a body of peer-reviewed Acquisition Lesson Plans using the research-proven strategies
recommended and modeled in Learning Focused Solutions professional development will provide modeling, guidance, and direct support to
teachers who are struggling to integrate these effective strategies into their teaching. It is anticipated that providing the tools for all teachers
to learn to use high-yield instructional strategies consistently to promote student learning will increase student achievement in these schools
by 5-10% in both Reading and Mathematics. Use of effective lesson plans and availability of modeling and support for effective instructional
strategy use will provide support for increased student achievement in core subject areas. Providing these supports for effective teaching will

increase the capacity of our teachers and SINI schools to meet the learning needs of our students.
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Root Cause: 3

Schools in Need of Improvement (SINI) in the Polk County School District have identified inadequate preparation, learning, and planning time
to implement newly acquired high-yield teaching strategies in their classroom teaching as a root cause for poor student achievement.
Observations during classroom monitoring by Principals, Assistant Principals, and Learning Focused Solutions (LFS) coaches in SINI schools
have been documented to reveal a pattern of weakness in the implementation of effective instruction due to lack of adequate time to

assemble, assimilate, and practice the use of effective learning strategies through collaborative planning.

The positive impact on learning of specific high-yield instructional strategies has been documented in meta-analysis by Marzano (1998).
Teachers in all SINI schools have received training from Learning Focused Solutions (LFS) in implementing high-yield strategies in their

classrooms like summarizing, extending thinking skills, vocabulary in context, graphic organizers, and non-verbal representations.

Providing time for teachers to collaborate to plan, develop, model, and use strategies that produce the highest impact on student
achievement in high poverty schools will reduce the effect of this root cause of student performance deficits in Polk’s SINI schools. This
collaborative planning time will support the development of learning communities in SINI schools that will be focused on promoting consistent,

high quality, and differentiated instruction that meets all students learning needs.

Sharing the best expertise available within each school and providing time to develop supports for those teachers who need them will yield
higher levels of achievement for the students served by these teachers. It is anticipated that this time for teachers to collaborate and learn
effective strategies will lead to increases in student achievement of 2-4% in both Reading and Mathematics and will increase the capacity of

teachers in SINI schools to meet student learning needs in these core subject areas.

Root Cause: 4

Many students who struggle to read effectively at grade level need additional focused reading instruction and time to learn. The pattern of low
performance in Reading in high poverty SINI schools is a root cause for the failure of these schools to meet the criteria required to meet
Adequate Yearly Progress. Across all SINI schools in Polk County, an average of 45% of the students in tested grades are performing at
Achievement Level 1 or Achievement Level 2 in Reading. Of the 46 SINI schools in the Polk District, 13 schools have more than 50% of their

tested students who received FCAT scores below the proficiency level for their grade.

Their low performance in reading puts these students at risk for additional learning delays as they progress through the grade levels. These
students need a comprehensive reading intervention in addition to regular classroom instruction that will provide additional time to learn and
additional support for the development of reading skills. Effective intervention for these students must address the deficits in their prior

learning experience and provide support for these students as they build learning tools and effective reading strategies.

By providing scaffolding for learning and developing effective learning tools, an effective reading intervention for struggling readers will move
a significant percentage of these low performing students toward proficiency in reading. This improvement in reading will reverse the pattern
of failure to meet Adequate Yearly Progress among Polk’s SINI schools. It can be anticipated that 15% of these students who are not
proficient in Reading based on the 2008 FCAT will move forward to Achievement Level 3 on the 2009 FCAT and that most of the rest of

these students will show noticeable improvement in their reading performance.
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Root Cause: 5

Currently available reading materials in classrooms do not support required level of skill and comprehension for successful reading
development. A root cause for the low reading achievement of Polk students in SINI schools is lack of motivation to learn about the world
through reading. Learning from reading needs to start in the primary grades and continue as students mature. Low motivation to read is
supported by a limited availability of reading materials that are both accessible and interesting to students. Students will only improve their

reading achievement if spend time reading, and they need materials that they are able to read that will hold their attention.

Across all SINI schools in Polk County, an average of 45% of the students in tested grades are performing at Achievement Level 1 or
Achievement Level 2 in Reading. Of the 46 SINI schools in the Polk District, 13 schools have more than 50% of their tested students who
received FCAT scores below the proficiency level for their grade. Close to 50% of 2nd grade students in SINI schools are also struggling

readers.

Many students who struggle to read effectively at grade level need to spend increased time reading. Providing high interest, accessible
reading materials in classrooms will ensure student success in reading and engage them in improving their reading skills. Improving reading

skills can be anticipated to move 5% of students in SINI schools to reading 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: Professional development will be provided for administrators and teachers to analyze student achievement and program outcome
data. The Title | Program Coordinators and the Title | Program Evaluation Coordinator will provide technical assistance to Title | schools in
tracking assessment data and using it to support instructional decisions. In addition, the Accountability Department in the District provides

workshops for administrators to help them understand student performance data and how to use it.

Data Day was scheduled in September, 2008 with all schools in Polk County. Activities were outlined by the District at the start of the 2008-
2009 school year, and principals and reading coaches were trained to lead the teachers at each Polk County school through the analysis of
their FCAT, SAT 10, and DIBELS results from 2008. These results were charted by each teacher along with the initial Kaplan baseline data
from tests administered in Fall 2008. As the school year progresses, members of the leadership team at Title | schools will continue to work
with teachers to collect and interpret ongoing assessment results for their students with assistance for the leadership teams from the program
coordinators and the evaluation coordinator in the Title | District office. Administrators, Reading Coaches, and Title | Facilitators in Title |
schools will guide teachers in the development and adjustment of action plans for students and groups of students that respond to the data

the teachers have studied.

Kaplan Baseline tests will be administered District-wide at least three times during the school year. These are tests based on the benchmarks
that should be mastered at each grade level. As progress monitoring tools, they yield information that can be used to track student progress

throughout the year.

Data analysis is ongoing throughout the school year. However, to provide focus and accountability for this process, all SINI schools will
assemble their Kaplan data school-wide at each testing interval (3 times per year) and compare the results to established grade level,
teacher/class level, and individual level targets. Schools in Corrective Action (SINI 3) and Schools in Restructuring phases (SINI 4 & 5) will

receive additional support sessions with their progress monitoring data to help teachers use it to make decisions about their teaching.

Progress will be monitored so that learning needs can be identified as they emerge. Teachers will develop and adjust action plans that

address learning needs of individual students and groups.
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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

Dr. Childs has 30+ years of experience as an educator and is a
former principal of a Title | school. Dr. Childs is assigned to

1 Dr. Sally Childs — Title | Coordinator
monitor and support several of the Title | Schools In Need of

Improvement.

Ms. Daigneault has 30+ years of experience as an educator

and is a former principal of a Title | school. She is assigned to
2 Helene Daigneault — Title | Coordinator

monitor and support several of Polk’s Schools In Need of

Improvement.

Ms. Dailey has 15 years of education experience including 10
years teaching Measurement and Math for pre-service

3 Kathleen Dailey — Title | Evaluator teachers. She works with Title | schools in the areas of needs
assessment, data analysis, progress monitoring, and school

improvement.

Ms. Dunn has 30+ years of experience as an educator and is a

former assistant principal of a Title | school. She has also been
4  Suzanne Dunn — Title | Coordinator

a reading supervisor for the district. Ms. Dunn is assigned to

support several of the Schools In Need of Improvement.

Ms. Rogers has 30 years of experience as an educator. She is
Gretchen Rogers — Title | Specialist for Professional
5 the coordinator of Learning Focused Strategies professional
Development and Parental Involvement
development for Title | schools.

Ms. Whitener has 28 years of experience as an educator. She

is a former principal of a Title | school. Ms. Whitener provides
6 Suzan Whitener — Title | Coordinator

monitoring and support to several of Polk’s Schools In Need of

Improvement.

Ms. Brinson has many years of experience as an educator and
Charlene Brinson — Senior Director for Elementary is a former Title | school principal. Ms. Brinson provides
Education expertise in math instruction at the elementary level. She also

provides supervision for several Title | SINI Schools.
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10

11

12

13

14

Debra Edmiston - Senior Director for Elementary

Education

Carolyn Finch - Senior Director for Charter, Magnet,

and Choice

Dr. Paula Leftwich — Senior Director of K-12 Reading

Anita Lyle - Senior Director for Elementary Education

Diana Myrick - Senior Director for Elementary

Education

Carolyn Williams - Senior Director for Middle School

Rhonda Ashley - Director of Federal Programs

Ms. Edmiston has many years of experience as an educator
and is a former principal of a Title | school. Ms. Edmiston
provides supervision and support for several of the Title |

Schools In Need of Improvement in Polk County.

Ms. Finch has many years of experience as an educator and is
a former school administrator. Ms. Finch is assigned to several

of the Title | Charter Schools In Need of Improvement.

Dr. Leftwich has many years of experience as an educator and
is a reading expert. She coordinates the implementation of the

K-12 Reading Plan for the district.

Ms. Lyle provides supervision and support for several of Polk’s
Title | Schools In Need of Improvement. Ms. Lyle has many
years of experience as an educator and is a former principal of

a Title | school.

Ms. Myrick provides supervision and support for several of
Polk’s Title | Schools In Need of Improvement. Ms. Myrick has
30+ years of experience as an educator and is a former

principal of a Title | school.

Ms. Williams provides supervision and support for several of
Polk’s Title | Middle Schools In Need of Improvement. Ms.
Williams has 30+ years of experience as an educator and is a

former principal of a Title | school.

Ms. Ashley has 25+ years of experience in education and
administration. She provides direction and support for the
principals of SINI schools as they utilize their resources to

respond to the requirements for intervention under NCLB

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: Polk’s LEA Support Team will meet each month to review the progress of each SINI school toward meeting goals in their School

Improvement Plans and to study the pattern of implementation of LFS strategies in SINI schools. The LEA Support Team will coordinate and

support varied levels of Learning Focused Solutions (LFS) training and implementation for each group of Schools in Need of Improvement

(SINI).

For SINI 1 & SINI 2 schools: Teachers and administrators will participate in the basic level of Learning Focused Solutions (LFS) strategies

training that emphasizes consistent and pervasive use of high yield instructional strategies. Support will be provided for beginning school-

wide implementation.
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For Corrective Action schools (SINI 3 & SINI 4): Following up from LFS strategies training for teachers and administrators in these schools,

extended training for LFS trainers/coaches at these schools will be provided and advanced implementation will be supported.

Restructuring schools (SINI 5): Extensive LFS training has been provided for administrators and teachers across the last three school years.
They will be supported in school-based implementation with LEA monitoring and improvement efforts, and they will participate as key lead
teachers in the Acquisition Lesson Plan development. Of these SINI 5 schools, eight have been identified as Correct Il schools who will

receive intensive District support.

The LEA Support Team will monitor the implementation of LFS strategies at SINI schools in various stages of training and implementation
using the LFS Implementation Model Rubric. The Support Team members will visit SINI schools monthly and will document observations on

the rubric, interview teachers regarding implementation progress and barriers, and provide feedback.

The LEA Support Team will also coordinate initial training and ongoing support for Voyager Reading Interventions associated with this

initiative and will provide support for the effective use of classroom libraries.
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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: All teachers and administrators at SINI schools have received comprehensive training in the use LFS strategies to support

Reading instruction over the last two to three years. The initiation of training corresponds with SINI status as follows:

 For SINI 1 & SINI 2 schools: Teachers and administrators will continue participation in the basic level of Learning Focused Solutions (LFS)
strategies training that emphasizes consistent and pervasive use of high yield instructional strategies. Support will be provided for beginning

school-wide implementation.

* For Corrective Action schools (SINI 3 & SINI 4): Following up from LFS strategies training for teachers and administrators in these schools,

extended training for LFS trainers/coaches at these schools will be provided and advanced implementation will be supported.

* Restructuring schools (SINI 5): Extensive LFS training has been provided for administrators and teachers across the last three school
years. They will be supported in school-based implementation with LEA monitoring and improvement efforts, and they will participate as key

lead teachers in the Acquisition Lesson Plan development that is proposed as a part of this initiative.

The development and review of LFS Reading Acquisition Lesson Plans under this Initiative will provide a significant resource to support high
quality Reading instruction. In addition, the provision of extended collaborative planning time for teachers under this grant who are
implementing LFS will promote the development of effective learning communities that focus on improving instruction to meet the needs of all

students.

Each school has computer lab capacity that will be utilized to support the implementation of the Voyager Passport intervention for students
who are struggling with Reading. In addition, the Reading director and reading coaches at schools will provide coordination and support as

this supplemental intervention becomes available under this School Improvement Initiative.

Students who are not achieving proficiency in Reading are currently scheduled for additional instructional time to support their progress. The

Classroom Libraries made available under this initiative will provide leveled Reading materials to support their learning needs appropriately.

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.
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Response: All teachers and administrators at SINI schools have received comprehensive training in the use LFS strategies to support

Mathematics instruction over the last two to three years. The initiation of training corresponds with SINI status as follows:

 For SINI 1 & SINI 2 schools: Teachers and administrators will continue participation in the basic level of Learning Focused Solutions (LFS)
strategies training that emphasizes consistent and pervasive use of high yield instructional strategies. Support will be provided for beginning

school-wide implementation.

* For Corrective Action schools (SINI 3 & SINI 4): Following up from LFS strategies training for teachers and administrators in these schools,

extended training for LFS trainers/coaches at these schools will be provided and advanced implementation will be supported.

* Restructuring schools (SINI 5): Extensive LFS training has been provided for administrators and teachers across the last three school
years. They will be supported in school-based implementation with LEA monitoring and improvement efforts, and they will participate as key

lead teachers in the Acquisition Lesson Plan development that is proposed as a part of this initiative.

The development and review of LFS Mathematics Acquisition Lesson Plans under this Initiative will provide a significant resource to support
high quality Mathematics instruction. In addition, the provision of extended collaborative planning time for teachers under this grant who are
implementing LFS will promote the development of effective learning communities that focus on improving instruction to meet the needs of all

students.

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: Schools in Polk County have developed strong support for writing across the curriculum. This emphasis will continue to support
the successful development of student’s writing skills. However, this School Improvement Initiative will not directly address writing

performance.
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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.)

. ALTA VISTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. AUBURNDALE CENTRAL ELEMENTARY
. BEN HILL GRIFFIN JR ELEM SCHL

. CLARENCE BOSWELL ELEM. SCHOOL

. COMBEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. CRYSTAL LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. CRYSTAL LAKE MIDDLE SCHOOL

. DUNDEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. DUNDEE RIDGE MIDDLE SCHOOL

. EAGLE LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. EDGAR L. PADGETT ELEMENTARY

. ELBERT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. FLORAL AVENUE ELEMENTARY SCHL

. FOUNDATION SCHOOL

. FRED G. GARNER ELEMENTARY SCHL
. FROSTPROOF ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. GIBBONS STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. GRIFFIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. HILLCREST ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. INWOOD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. JAMES E. STEPHENS ELEM. SCHOOL

. JANIE HOWARD WILSON SCHOOL

. JESSE KEEN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. JOHN SNIVELY ELEM. SCHL/CHOICE

. KATHLEEN MIDDLE SCHOOL

. KINGSFORD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. LAKE ALFRED-ADDAIR MIDDLE SCHOOL
. LENA VISTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. LEWIS ANNA WOODBURY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. LOUGHMAN OAKS ELEMENTARY SCHL
. MCLAUGHLIN MIDDLE SCHOOL

. NORTH LAKELAND ELEMENTARY SCHL
. OSCAR J. POPE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. PINEWOOD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. POLK AVENUE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. PURCELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. R.CLEM CHURCHWELL ELEMENTARY

. SANDHILL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. SHELLEY S. BOONE MIDDLE SCHOOL

. SLEEPY HILL MIDDLE SCHOOL
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. SOCRUM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. SPOOK HILL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. WAHNETA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. WALTER CALDWELL ELEM. SCHOOL
. WESTWOOD MIDDLE SCHOOL

. WINSTON 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

1le Description of research of effectiveness (or purpose)

Response: The Polk County School District has provided intervention for all SINI schools with intensive, school-wide Learning Focused
Solutions (LFS) professional development. Every school administrator, classroom teacher, and resource teacher assigned to these schools
participated in interactive professional development that included the obligation to implement LFS strategies in their classrooms. Working with
an LFS consultant, teams of 20 selected LFS school-based trainers along with identified high quality teachers who are proficient in organizing
instruction around high-yield instructional strategies will meet to identify, plan, and develop a significant body of high quality LFS Reading and
Mathematics Acquisition Lesson Plans and Extending Thinking Lessons. All Lesson plans identified or planned will go through a peer review
process to evaluate usability and necessary revisions will be made. Lessons that meet the criteria under the Peer Review will be posted to
the LFS Toolbox for use as a model and in direct instruction. Once lessons have been developed and posted, all LFS coaches at all SINI
schools will be directly trained on the effective classroom use of the model lessons. Instructional strategies that have the greatest impact on
student achievement have been documented in meta-analysis by Marzano (1998) and in subsequent reports on Effective Schools from the
USDE (2002). Through effective planning for consistent and pervasive implementation in each classroom of these research-proven
strategies, these SINI schools expect to realize significant improvement in student achievement. Supporting Polk’s training investment in the
capacity of its SINI teachers to deliver instruction using these research-proven strategies, high quality lesson planning and modeling of
effective lessons will ensure that teachers are provided the extended support they need to actually implement these strategies in their

classrooms.

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: Beginning in November 2008 through April 2009, the LFS consultant will meet in multiple-day work sessions with selected LFS
school-based trainers and identified high quality teachers to identify, plan, and develop high quality LFS Reading Lesson Plans. All Lesson
plans identified or planned will go through a peer review process to evaluate usability and necessary revisions will be made. Lessons that
meet the criteria under the Peer Review will be posted to the LFS Toolbox for use as a model and in direct instruction. During Spring 2009,
once lessons have been developed and posted, all LFS coaches at all SINI schools will be directly trained on the effective classroom use of
the model lessons. During the Summer of 2009, the same lesson development process will be instituted for Mathematics lessons. Reading
Acquisition lessons will be prepared and reviewed during the duration of the 2008-2009 school year. Mathematics lessons will be developed

and reviewed during the summer of 2009

3. Who will be in charge of monitoring implementation of the strategy or student progress?
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Response: Gretchen Rogers will be the coordinator of the team planning activities under the guidance of the LFS consultant. The members
of the LEA Support Team will monitor the implementation of the Lesson Plan development to ensure that efforts are effective to meet the

learning needs of low performing students.

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

Response: A process will be in place to collect and use feedback from teachers on the utility of model lesson plans to impact student
learning. This process will feed continuous improvement efforts in refining plan quality. Standards-based mini-assessments will be used by
teachers to monitor student progress throughout the year of implementation. Kaplan assessment results are used to monitor student progress

against grade level benchmarks.

5. Frequency of progress monitoring of this strategy.

Response: Collection of feedback from teachers on lesson quality will be a continuous process. Standards-based mini assessments will be
used to check student understanding during the progress of each lesson. These mini-assessments will be administered weekly or more often
depending on lesson duration. Kaplan benchmark assessments are administered district-wide three times each school year. Additional

Kaplan assessments are available to teachers as needed for additional monitoring.

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

Response: These lesson planning efforts will be supplementary to ongoing LFS training for teachers in SINI schools. They will enhance the
training received by providing additional tools to promote implementation. They will be designed to support the effective classroom
implementation of strategies proven to be effective with struggling learners. They will be tools teachers can use to impact student

achievement as they focus their teaching efforts on individual student needs.

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 in all SINI schools will be the direct target populations for this strategy as it will provide them with tools for effective
implementation of high-yield instructional strategies. Students in SINI schools will be the secondary targeted population as effective, focused

instruction that is responsive to the learning needs of individual students makes an impact on their learning.
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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.)

. ALTA VISTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. AUBURNDALE CENTRAL ELEMENTARY
. BEN HILL GRIFFIN JR ELEM SCHL

. CLARENCE BOSWELL ELEM. SCHOOL

. COMBEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. CRYSTAL LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. CRYSTAL LAKE MIDDLE SCHOOL

. DUNDEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. DUNDEE RIDGE MIDDLE SCHOOL

. EAGLE LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. EDGAR L. PADGETT ELEMENTARY

. ELBERT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. FLORAL AVENUE ELEMENTARY SCHL

. FOUNDATION SCHOOL

. FRED G. GARNER ELEMENTARY SCHL
. FROSTPROOF ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. GIBBONS STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. GRIFFIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. HILLCREST ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. INWOOD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. JAMES E. STEPHENS ELEM. SCHOOL

. JANIE HOWARD WILSON SCHOOL

. JESSE KEEN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. JOHN SNIVELY ELEM. SCHL/CHOICE

. KATHLEEN MIDDLE SCHOOL

. KINGSFORD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. LAKE ALFRED-ADDAIR MIDDLE SCHOOL
. LENA VISTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. LEWIS ANNA WOODBURY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. LOUGHMAN OAKS ELEMENTARY SCHL
. MCLAUGHLIN MIDDLE SCHOOL

. NORTH LAKELAND ELEMENTARY SCHL
. OSCAR J. POPE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. PINEWOOD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. POLK AVENUE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. PURCELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. R.CLEM CHURCHWELL ELEMENTARY

. SANDHILL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. SHELLEY S. BOONE MIDDLE SCHOOL

. SLEEPY HILL MIDDLE SCHOOL
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. SOCRUM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. SPOOK HILL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. WAHNETA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. WALTER CALDWELL ELEM. SCHOOL
. WESTWOOD MIDDLE SCHOOL

. WINSTON 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 4

1le Description of research of effectiveness (or purpose)

Response: Voyager Passport Reading Journeys provides a supplementary reading intervention program that provides explicit instruction to
help students who are struggling readers move toward proficiency. Students whose reading performance is weaker than their peers need
extra time and intense focused instruction to make significant improvements in reading (Torgeson, 2002). This intervention program responds
to the specific needs of each low performing student served in order to promote significant improvement in reading. Teacher kits and Student
packs will be provided at the 3rd, 4th, and 5th grade levels in 37 elementary schools and at the 6th and 7th grade levels in 9 middle schools.
Voyager Passport focuses on the critical components of reading instruction (phonemic awareness, phonics, vocabulary, fluency, and

comprehension) to build skills that need further development in low performing readers.

A quasi-experimental study of program outcomes in Dallas Schools showed Voyager Passport to be more effective in improving the reading
skills of low performing students across all race and economic subgroups than traditional instruction based on student performance growth on

the ITBS and the Texas Assessment of Knowledge and Skills (TAKS) in 2006 (Denson, 2008).

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: Passport Reading Journeys are presented as a series of 15 two-week learning units called Expeditions that integrate explicit skill
instruction into units with engaging, age-appropriate content. Supplemental instruction will be provided using Voyager Passport Reading

Journeys for 30 minutes daily for low performing reading students.

3. Who will be in charge of monitoring implementation of the strategy or student progress?
Response: Reading Coaches in each SINI school will work with assigned reading teachers in each school to monitor student progress using
assessment tools embedded in Voyager Passport Reading Journeys. Paula Leftwich, LEA Support Team Member, will coordinate coaches

monitoring efforts across schools and report progress to the LEA Support Team.

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

Response: Assessment tools for monitoring are embedded in Voyager Passport Reading Journeys program. A Reading Benchmark
Assessment is administered three times a year and results are used to position students properly in levels of the intervention program. Vital
Indicators of Progress (VIP), an instrument comparable to DIBELS that includes standardized oral fluency probes, is used to provide progress

information for individual students.
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Comprehension and Vocabulary Assessments are criterion-referenced instruments that occur consistently throughout the reading program at

the end of Expeditions to provide progress information on comprehension for students and teachers.

In addition, the program provides continuous feedback to help each student make a self-assessment of reading progress.

5. Frequency of progress monitoring of this strategy.
Response: Benchmark Assessments and VIP Assessments are administered three times a year. Comprehension and Vocabulary

Assessments are administered as progress checks at the end of each program section.

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

Response: Voyager is a supplemental Reading Intervention program that has not been made available to other schools in Polk County. This
supplemental instruction will increase the amount of reading instruction received by these low performing readers and will not replace other

reading instruction.

7. Strategic Imperative this strategy addresses: 3.1.a

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

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

Response: Low performing readers in each SINI school (lowest 20-30%) represent the primary target for this Reading Intervention Program.
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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.)

. ALTA VISTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. AUBURNDALE CENTRAL ELEMENTARY
. BEN HILL GRIFFIN JR ELEM SCHL

. CLARENCE BOSWELL ELEM. SCHOOL
. COMBEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. CRYSTAL LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. CRYSTAL LAKE MIDDLE SCHOOL

. DUNDEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. DUNDEE RIDGE MIDDLE SCHOOL

. EAGLE LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. EDGAR L. PADGETT ELEMENTARY

. ELBERT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. FLORAL AVENUE ELEMENTARY SCHL

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 5

1le Description of research of effectiveness (or purpose)

Response: Themed and reading ability leveled Classroom Libraries will be provided to 46 SINI schools: 37 elementary schools will receive
libraries for classrooms at the 2nd and 4th grade levels and 9 middle schools will receive libraries for Reading classrooms at the 6th through
8th grade levels. Studies conducted by J. DuCette in 1999 and 2001 emphasized significant gains among young students (2nd grade)
compared to students in similar teaching environments who did not have the Classroom Libraries available. They also revealed students in

classes with Classroom Libraries spent more time engaged in Reading.

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: These themed Classroom Libraries will be placed in selected Classrooms in SINI schools and will be used in direct instruction as

soon as they are received. They will remain in use by students for the duration of the school year.

3. Who will be in charge of monitoring implementation of the strategy or student progress?
Response: Reading Coaches and Senior Directors of Elementary and Middle Schools will monitor the use of Classroom Libraries in the

classrooms where they are placed.

4. Progress monitoring tool used to track effectiveness of this strategy as measured by student progress.
Response: Progress will be measured by teachers based on the reading done in each classroom. Reading Coaches will collaborate with

teachers to develop a monitoring tool to track both usage and reading performance increments in classrooms where Classroom Libraries are
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provided.

5. Frequency of progress monitoring of this strategy.

Response: Monitoring will be ongoing as student reading is tracked. Daily records will be kept in classrooms.
6. What measures will be in place to ensure these services supplement existing services that may already be provided to eligible students.

Response: These Classroom Libraries have not been provided for students at schools in the District other than these SINI schools. They will

supplement other available reading materials and will not replace them.

7. Strategic Imperative this strategy addresses: 3.1.a
8. If applicable, indicate if strategy is a reading initiative. Yes

9. Targeted Population(s) of this strategy (identify specific subgroups, teachers, parents, etc.)
Response: Targeted students for this Reading Initiative are 2nd and 4th grade students at 37 elementary SINI schools and 6th, 7th, and 8th

grade students at 9 middle SINI schools.
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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.)

. ALTA VISTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. AUBURNDALE CENTRAL ELEMENTARY
. BEN HILL GRIFFIN JR ELEM SCHL

. CLARENCE BOSWELL ELEM. SCHOOL

. COMBEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. CRYSTAL LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. CRYSTAL LAKE MIDDLE SCHOOL

. DUNDEE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. DUNDEE RIDGE MIDDLE SCHOOL

. EAGLE LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. EDGAR L. PADGETT ELEMENTARY

. ELBERT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. FLORAL AVENUE ELEMENTARY SCHL

. FOUNDATION SCHOOL

. FRED G. GARNER ELEMENTARY SCHL
. FROSTPROOF ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. GIBBONS STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. GRIFFIN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. HILLCREST ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. INWOOD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. JAMES E. STEPHENS ELEM. SCHOOL

. JANIE HOWARD WILSON SCHOOL

. JESSE KEEN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. JOHN SNIVELY ELEM. SCHL/CHOICE

. KATHLEEN MIDDLE SCHOOL

. KINGSFORD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. LAKE ALFRED-ADDAIR MIDDLE SCHOOL
. LENA VISTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. LEWIS ANNA WOODBURY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. LOUGHMAN OAKS ELEMENTARY SCHL
. MCLAUGHLIN MIDDLE SCHOOL

. NORTH LAKELAND ELEMENTARY SCHL
. OSCAR J. POPE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. PINEWOOD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. POLK AVENUE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. PURCELL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. R.CLEM CHURCHWELL ELEMENTARY

. SANDHILL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. SHELLEY S. BOONE MIDDLE SCHOOL

. SLEEPY HILL MIDDLE SCHOOL
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. SOCRUM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. SPOOK HILL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. WAHNETA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. WALTER CALDWELL ELEM. SCHOOL
. WESTWOOD MIDDLE SCHOOL

. WINSTON 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 3

1le Description of research of effectiveness (or purpose)

Response: Each school will receive an allocation to support collaborative planning time for teachers that will focus on grade level planning as
well as vertical planning. This time will be dedicated to development of effective learning and teaching teams focused on the consistent and
pervasive implementation of high-yield LFS instructional strategies in each school. The effect of these high-yield strategies has been
documented in meta-analysis by Marzano (1998) and follow-up research studies (Marzano, 2004). Through consistent and pervasive
implementation in each classroom of these research-proven strategies, these SINI schools expect to realize significant improvement in

student achievement.

The Polk County School District has previously provided intervention for all these SINI schools with intensive, school-wide Learning Focused
Solutions (LFS) professional development through the school year. Every school administrator, classroom teacher and resource teacher
assigned to these schools participated in interactive professional development that included the obligation to implement LFS strategies in
their classrooms. Teachers need collaborative time to integrate these strategies effectively into all lessons. To ensure the consistent and

pervasive use of these strategies, collaborative planning time is required.

2. Frequency and duration of this strategy (For example: three days per week after school for nine weeks starting the week of January 7th.)
Response: Each school will receive a planning allocation (based on a per pupil calculation) and will structure the planning time to support the
learning needs of students at their school. Planning time will be focused on consistent implementation of LFS instructional strategies and

effective use of LFS Acquisition Lesson Plans and Extending Thinking Lesson Plans.

3. Who will be in charge of monitoring implementation of the strategy or student progress?
Response: Principals at each SINI school will monitor and structure the use of the collaborative planning time. The LEA Support Team will

monitor the effective use of this time across schools, providing assistance to administrators as needed.

4. Progress monitoring tool used to track effectiveness of this strategy as measured by student progress.
Response: Principals will develop a plan for this time and a checklist to determine that planning goals are met at each school. Principals will

share their school plan with the LEA Support Team.

5. Frequency of progress monitoring of this strategy.
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Response: Planning progress toward identified goals will be monitored closely as the planning sessions occur. Implementation monitoring

schedules will be school-specific.

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

Response: This will be supplementary time provided to teachers to support instructional effectiveness. This will be made available only to

teachers in SINI schools as they seek to improve the academic performance of their students.

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: Teachers in all SINI schools will be the direct target populations for this strategy as it will provide them with support for effective
implementation of high-yield instructional strategies. Students in SINI schools will be the secondary targeted population as effective, focused

instruction that is responsive to the learning needs of individual students makes an impact on their learning.
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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: Parents of children attending SINI schools will be notified that funding has been made available to support improvement in
student learning. On approval of this application, specific information on the nature of the interventions and enhancements to the instructional

programs at each school will be provided to parents.

School Websites will provide information for staff, parents, the community, and students who have access to the internet about the resources
available at each school. This information will be posted upon approval of application and be accessible 24/7 until the project period ends

July 31, 2009.

School Newsletters which are published monthly will be used to inform the school community (parents, staff, and students) about available
learning resources. Newsletters will provide an initial notification on approval of the application, and will provide updates on available learning

resources during the grant period.

Student Advisory Councils will be provided with information on the application will be provided to SACs to gain input on how direct available
resources to best meet the needs of low performing students in Reading and Math. This information will be provided through the SAC
committee to parents, staff, students, and the community. First notice will be provided during a Fall 2008 SAC meeting and monthly updates

on progress toward meeting student achievement goals will be provided to the SAC committee after the application is approved.

Each of these communications will provide notice in English, Spanish and Haitian Creole, that the application and/or information about it will
be available in a printed format in a language that the parents can understand. The information will be available at each school or at the

district office in English, Spanish, and Haitian Creole.
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Budget

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

TAPS Number
B. NAME OF ELIGIBLE RECIPIENT: Polk

09A006
C. Project Number (DOE USE ONLY):
No. @ @ ®3) 4 ®)
FUNCTION OBJECT ACCOUNT TITLE AND NARRATIVE FTE POSITION AMOUNT
1 5100 220 Instruction - Social Security 0.0 2534.00
2 5100 240 Instruction - Worker's Compensation 0.0 417.00
3 5100 510 Instruction - Supplies (Teacher kits and student packs) 0.0 346251.00
4 5100 610 Instruction - Classroom Libraries 0.0 30000.00
5 5100 750 Instruction - Substitute Teachers (Teacher training) 0.0 38449.00
6 6300 120 Curriculum Development - Teacher Stipends 0.0 101089.00
Staff Training - Professional and Technical Services (Reading and
7 6400 311 0.0 25000.00
Math)
Staff Training - Professional and Technical Services (Reading and
8 6400 312 0.0 53000.00
Math)
9 6300 130 Curriculum Development - Resource Teacher Stipends 0.0 9957.00
10 6300 210 Curriculum Development - Retirement 0.0 7733.00
11 6300 220 Curriculum Development - Social Security 0.0 2767.00
12 6300 240 Curriculum Development - Worker's Compensation 0.0 1519.00
13 6300 510 Curriculum Development - Supplies 0.0 7182.02
14 6300 750 Curriculum Development - Substitutes 0.0 19520.00
15 6400 220 Staff Training - Social Security 0.0 183.00
16 6400 240 Staff Training - Worker's Compensation 0.0 30.00
17 6400 750 Staff Training - Substitutes 0.0 2400.00
18 7200 790 General Administration - Miscellaneous Expense Indirect Cost 3.96% 0.0 26720.15
Total 674751.17
DOE 101
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Budget

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

TAPS Number
B. NAME OF ELIGIBLE RECIPIENT: Polk

09A005

C. Project Number (DOE USE ONLY):
No. @ @ ®3) 4 ®)

FUNCTION OBJECT ACCOUNT TITLE AND NARRATIVE FTE POSITION AMOUNT
1 5100 610 Instructional - Classroom Libraries 0.0 543932.25
2 6300 120 Curriculum Development - Teacher Stipends 0.0 320160.94
3 6300 130 Curriculum Development - Resource Teacher Stipends 0.0 16957.00
4 6300 210 Curriculum Development - Retirement 0.0 31003.00
5 6300 220 Curriculum Development - Social Security 0.0 24075.00
6 6300 240 Curriculum Development - Worker's Compensation 0.0 3965.00
7 7200 790 General Administration - Miscellaneous Expense Indirect Cost 3.96% 0.0 15688.00

Total 955781.19

DOE 101

Dr. Eric J. Smith, Commissioner

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/ School Improvel nitiative/print.aspx (120 of 121)7/14/2009 2:04:33 PM



Untitled Page

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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