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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:
VOLUSIA
PO BOX 2118
DELAND, FL 32721

DOE USE ONLY

Date Received

B) Applicant Contact Information:

Contact Name:

Carolyn
First Name:

MI:
Last

Gardinier
Name:

Daytona Beach, FL 32114

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 2410, 729 Loomis Ave

*Telephone Number (xxx-xxx-xxxx):386-255-6475 Ext:60092

Fax Number (xxx-xxx-xxxx):386-506-5062

E-mail Address:csgardin@volusia.k12.fl.us

C) ProgramName (1)

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

C) ProgramName (1)

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

Project Number: (DOE Assigned)

Project Number: (DOE Assigned)

D) Total Funds Requested:

Allocation: $468553.09

D) Total Funds Requested:

Allocation: $418154.27

Total Approved Funds:
(DOE USE ONLY)

$

Total Approved Funds:
(DOE USE ONLY)

$
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CERTIFICATION

| Margaret A. Smith, D.Ed. 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: BLUE LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL BLUE LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 76.21
BLUE 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 59.00 60.00 69.00 70.00 NA 57.00 66.00 75.00 76.00 NA 80.00 81.00 77.00 81.00 NA
WHITE 74.00 77.00 82.00 83.00 NA 66.00 76.00 88.00 89.00 NA 88.00 85.00 86.00 NA
BLACK 55.00 41.00 49.00 55.00 NA 46.00 46.00 55.00 61.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 43.00 55.00 66.00 67.00 NA 51.00 67.00 75.00 76.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
53.00 56.00 66.00 67.00 NA 53.00 61.00 72.00 73.00 NA 84.00 73.00 74.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 35.00 56.00 62.00 65.00 NA 40.00 65.00 76.00 77.00 NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
27.00 23.00 33.00 39.00 NA 24.00 30.00 50.00 56.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 68.00 58.00 71.00 72.00 NA 74.00 74.00 84.00 85.00 NA
4 48.00 59.00 70.00 71.00 NA 47.00 70.00 73.00 74.00 NA
5 64.00 64.00 65.00 66.00 NA 53.00 53.00 68.00 69.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/School Improvel nitiative/print.aspx (5 of 72)7/14/2009 2:23:12 PM



Untitled Page

10 NA
11 NA
12 NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: CHISHOLM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL CHISHOLM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 55.26
CHISHOLM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 68.00 72.00 71.00 72.00 NA 69.00 74.00 72.00 73.00 NA 86.00 88.00 79.00 81.00 NA
WHITE 78.00 79.00 76.00 77.00 NA 79.00 79.00 78.00 79.00 NA 88.00 79.00 81.00 NA
BLACK 43.00 49.00 55.00 61.00 NA 43.00 57.00 48.00 54.00 NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
58.00 63.00 62.00 65.00 NA 60.00 70.00 66.00 70.00 NA 88.00 81.00 82.00 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 74.00 74.00 73.00 74.00 NA 66.00 77.00 73.00 74.00 NA
4 61.00 60.00 76.00 77.00 NA 74.00 78.00 79.00 80.00 NA
5 72.00 78.00 60.00 65.00 NA 67.00 69.00 63.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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10 NA
11 NA
12 NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: DELTONA LAKES ELEMENTARY SCHL DELTONA LAKES ELEMENTARY SCHL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 56.39
DELTONA LAKES 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 72.00 75.00 74.00 75.00 NA 63.00 59.00 74.00 75.00 NA 77.00 89.00 83.00 85.00 NA
WHITE 76.00 81.00 78.00 79.00 NA 67.00 66.00 80.00 81.00 NA 90.00 77.00 85.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC 64.00 66.00 68.00 69.00 NA 59.00 52.00 68.00 69.00 NA 86.00 86.00 87.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
65.00 69.00 68.00 69.00 NA 60.00 52.00 68.00 69.00 NA 87.00 80.00 85.00 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 76.00 73.00 78.00 79.00 NA 69.00 73.00 83.00 84.00 NA
4 70.00 70.00 79.00 80.00 NA 63.00 64.00 74.00 75.00 NA
5 70.00 81.00 66.00 67.00 NA 55.00 42.00 65.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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10 NA
11 NA
12 NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: DISCOVERY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISCOVERY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 63.39
DISCOVERY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 68.00 71.00 65.00 66.00 NA 71.00 69.00 64.00 68.00 NA 92.00 92.00 90.00 91.00 NA
WHITE 75.00 80.00 73.00 74.00 NA 78.00 78.00 66.00 68.00 NA 90.00 87.00 90.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC 64.00 66.00 56.00 62.00 NA 64.00 59.00 61.00 67.00 NA 92.00 92.00 93.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
61.00 64.00 56.00 62.00 NA 64.00 61.00 58.00 64.00 NA 92.00 89.00 90.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 56.00 57.00 48.00 54.00 NA 60.00 53.00 54.00 60.00 NA 89.00 NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
49.00 43.00 40.00 46.00 NA 37.00 40.00 36.00 42.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 72.00 69.00 67.00 68.00 NA 70.00 73.00 75.00 76.00 NA
4 62.00 72.00 69.00 70.00 NA 72.00 66.00 70.00 71.00 NA
5 70.00 71.00 58.00 65.00 NA 70.00 67.00 49.00 55.00 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: EDITH I. STARKE ELEM. SCHOOL EDITH I. STARKE ELEM. SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 88.02

EDITH I. STARKE 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 60.00 54.00 53.00 59.00 NA 50.00 48.00 48.00 54.00 NA 74.00 87.00 82.00 83.00 NA
WHITE 67.00 49.00 57.00 63.00 NA 57.00 44.00 54.00 60.00 NA NA
BLACK 59.00 52.00 44.00 50.00 NA 46.00 44.00 39.00 45.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 52.00 60.00 62.00 65.00 NA 46.00 55.00 56.00 62.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
56.00 52.00 51.00 57.00 NA 46.00 46.00 45.00 51.00 NA 75.00 86.00 80.00 81.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 51.00 64.00 51.00 57.00 NA 51.00 56.00 56.00 62.00 NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
36.00 38.00 34.00 40.00 NA 36.00 31.00 31.00 37.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 70.00 53.00 54.00 60.00 NA 70.00 55.00 55.00 61.00 NA
4 50.00 50.00 47.00 53.00 NA 48.00 50.00 57.00 63.00 NA
5 57.00 60.00 60.00 65.00 NA 35.00 37.00 28.00 34.00 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: ENTERPRISE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ENTERPRISE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 57.17
ENTERPRISE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 68.00 63.00 64.00 65.00 NA 58.00 67.00 66.00 68.00 NA 81.00 90.00 87.00 88.00 NA
WHITE 72.00 71.00 73.00 74.00 NA 65.00 74.00 73.00 74.00 NA 91.00 86.00 87.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC 56.00 51.00 52.00 58.00 NA 46.00 56.00 56.00 62.00 NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
62.00 54.00 55.00 61.00 NA 48.00 59.00 57.00 63.00 NA 88.00 86.00 86.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
33.00 34.00 33.00 39.00 NA 32.00 42.00 43.00 49.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 76.00 66.00 62.00 65.00 NA 75.00 76.00 71.00 72.00 NA
4 64.00 57.00 69.00 70.00 NA 54.00 70.00 71.00 72.00 NA
5 63.00 67.00 62.00 65.00 NA 46.00 57.00 55.00 61.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: FRIENDSHIP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL FRIENDSHIP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 67.88
FRIENDSHIP 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 61.00 64.00 65.00 NA 57.00 55.00 60.00 66.00 NA 82.00 80.00 89.00 90.00 NA
WHITE 70.00 72.00 76.00 77.00 NA 67.00 68.00 69.00 70.00 NA 87.00 87.00 88.00 NA
BLACK 49.00 60.00 65.00 NA 46.00 56.00 62.00 NA NA
HISPANIC 56.00 57.00 54.00 60.00 NA 47.00 46.00 53.00 59.00 NA 66.00 92.00 93.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
58.00 52.00 60.00 65.00 NA 53.00 50.00 55.00 61.00 NA 75.00 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 78.00 59.00 73.00 74.00 NA 69.00 64.00 76.00 77.00 NA
4 49.00 57.00 58.00 64.00 NA 53.00 61.00 54.00 60.00 NA
5 65.00 67.00 61.00 65.00 NA 50.00 40.00 52.00 58.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: HOLLY HILL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL HOLLY HILL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 80.48
HOLLY 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 59.00 59.00 60.00 65.00 NA 59.00 52.00 51.00 57.00 NA 79.00 83.00 80.00 85.00 NA
WHITE 70.00 67.00 63.00 65.00 NA 67.00 59.00 57.00 63.00 NA 83.00 83.00 85.00 NA
BLACK 42.00 37.00 52.00 58.00 NA 45.00 35.00 38.00 44.00 NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
54.00 54.00 55.00 61.00 NA 53.00 44.00 46.00 52.00 NA 80.00 80.00 85.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
33.00 20.00 19.00 25.00 NA 32.00 24.00 6.00 12.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 64.00 61.00 61.00 65.00 NA 64.00 58.00 53.00 59.00 NA
4 54.00 51.00 63.00 65.00 NA 67.00 53.00 53.00 59.00 NA
5 60.00 64.00 55.00 61.00 NA 44.00 45.00 46.00 52.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: LOUISE S. MCINNIS ELEM. SCHOOL LOUISE S. MCINNIS ELEM. SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 74.94

LOUISE S. MCINNIS 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 60.00 60.00 65.00 NA 62.00 56.00 55.00 61.00 NA 89.00 72.00 83.00 84.00 NA
WHITE 77.00 77.00 78.00 79.00 NA 69.00 67.00 64.00 68.00 NA 70.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC 60.00 46.00 46.00 52.00 NA 57.00 46.00 47.00 53.00 NA 74.00 82.00 83.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
61.00 51.00 52.00 58.00 NA 56.00 46.00 47.00 53.00 NA 72.00 82.00 83.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 52.00 39.00 37.00 43.00 NA 52.00 43.00 41.00 48.00 NA 75.00 NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
49.00 32.00 38.00 44.00 NA 51.00 30.00 36.00 42.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 65.00 56.00 61.00 65.00 NA 62.00 56.00 57.00 63.00 NA
4 73.00 58.00 59.00 65.00 NA 67.00 53.00 57.00 63.00 NA
5 65.00 66.00 59.00 65.00 NA 57.00 61.00 50.00 66.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: ORANGE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ORANGE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 55.45
ORANGE CITY 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 70.00 62.00 65.00 NA 66.00 60.00 61.00 67.00 NA 67.00 87.00 79.00 85.00 NA
WHITE 68.00 75.00 66.00 67.00 NA 68.00 62.00 65.00 68.00 NA 85.00 77.00 83.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
55.00 66.00 53.00 59.00 NA 55.00 52.00 53.00 59.00 NA 83.00 82.00 85.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
29.00 46.00 24.00 30.00 NA 27.00 32.00 24.00 30.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 70.00 69.00 72.00 73.00 NA 70.00 67.00 75.00 76.00 NA
4 57.00 63.00 53.00 59.00 NA 60.00 56.00 50.00 56.00 NA
5 72.00 80.00 60.00 65.00 NA 65.00 58.00 54.00 60.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: OSCEOLA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OSCEOLA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 59.45
OSCEOLA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 68.00 73.00 72.00 73.00 NA 62.00 64.00 68.00 69.00 NA 84.00 91.00 92.00 93.00 NA
WHITE 74.00 78.00 77.00 78.00 NA 67.00 68.00 73.00 74.00 NA 92.00 92.00 93.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
59.00 63.00 67.00 68.00 NA 54.00 59.00 59.00 65.00 NA 93.00 85.00 91.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
50.00 40.00 48.00 54.00 NA 48.00 47.00 48.00 54.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 82.00 77.00 82.00 83.00 NA 74.00 86.00 79.00 80.00 NA
4 60.00 70.00 69.00 70.00 NA 76.00 59.00 69.00 70.00 NA
5 62.00 74.00 65.00 66.00 NA 38.00 51.00 57.00 63.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: PALM TERRACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PALM TERRACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 87.97
PALM TERRACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 65.00 59.00 55.00 61.00 NA 47.00 42.00 46.00 52.00 NA 91.00 89.00 86.00 87.00 NA
WHITE NA NA NA
BLACK 62.00 54.00 50.00 56.00 NA 44.00 38.00 39.00 45.00 NA 91.00 89.00 89.00 90.00 NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
62.00 58.00 54.00 60.00 NA 43.00 40.00 44.00 52.00 NA 92.00 88.00 86.00 87.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
33.00 30.00 30.00 36.00 NA 25.00 20.00 32.00 38.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 74.00 66.00 51.00 57.00 NA 57.00 58.00 48.00 54.00 NA
4 61.00 55.00 66.00 67.00 NA 46.00 32.00 55.00 61.00 NA
5 57.00 57.00 48.00 54.00 NA 36.00 34.00 35.00 41.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/School Improvel nitiative/print.aspx (27 of 72)7/14/2009 2:23:12 PM



Untitled Page

10 NA
11 NA
12 NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/School Improvel nitiative/print.aspx (28 of 72)7/14/2009 2:23:12 PM

NA

NA

NA



Untitled Page

School Achievement Data

1. School: PIERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PIERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 81.64
PIERSON 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 58.00 66.00 67.00 NA 50.00 50.00 59.00 65.00 NA 77.00 91.00 91.00 92.00 NA
WHITE 70.00 74.00 83.00 84.00 NA 63.00 64.00 77.00 78.00 NA NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC 56.00 51.00 58.00 64.00 NA 45.00 45.00 54.00 60.00 NA 91.00 93.00 94.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
57.00 54.00 60.00 65.00 NA 45.00 47.00 56.00 62.00 NA 90.00 91.00 92.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 52.00 47.00 56.00 62.00 NA 40.00 41.00 49.00 55.00 NA 90.00 92.00 93.00 NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
36.00 44.00 50.00 NA 26.00 44.00 50.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 71.00 65.00 75.00 76.00 NA 52.00 52.00 82.00 83.00 NA
4 50.00 48.00 76.00 77.00 NA 60.00 50.00 67.00 68.00 NA
5 57.00 62.00 51.00 57.00 NA 39.00 48.00 35.00 41.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: R. J. LONGSTREET ELEM. SCHOOL R. J. LONGSTREET ELEM. SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 60.90

R. J. LONGSTREET 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 75.00 77.00 78.00 79.00 NA 69.00 62.00 67.00 68.00 NA 87.00 93.00 91.00 92.00 NA
WHITE 77.00 78.00 83.00 84.00 NA 71.00 68.00 70.00 71.00 NA 94.00 92.00 93.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
69.00 71.00 66.00 67.00 NA 63.00 54.00 53.00 59.00 NA 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 72.00 69.00 81.00 82.00 NA 72.00 69.00 73.00 74.00 NA
4 69.00 85.00 72.00 73.00 NA 63.00 62.00 70.00 71.00 NA
5 85.00 71.00 80.00 81.00 NA 69.00 55.00 61.00 67.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: SOUTH DAYTONA ELEMENTARY SCHL SOUTH DAYTONA ELEMENTARY SCHL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 59.75
SOUTH DAYTONA 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 72.00 73.00 78.00 79.00 NA 58.00 65.00 70.00 71.00 NA 86.00 93.00 90.00 91.00 NA
WHITE 75.00 80.00 84.00 85.00 NA 67.00 70.00 79.00 80.00 NA 94.00 92.00 93.00 NA
BLACK 56.00 54.00 58.00 64.00 NA 32.00 47.00 45.00 51.00 NA 89.00 NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
64.00 66.00 74.00 75.00 NA 49.00 55.00 60.00 66.00 NA 93.00 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 72.00 68.00 81.00 82.00 NA 68.00 76.00 83.00 84.00 NA
4 73.00 73.00 85.00 86.00 NA 59.00 72.00 74.00 75.00 NA
5 70.00 76.00 68.00 69.00 NA 47.00 47.00 55.00 61.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: SPIRIT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL SPIRIT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 57.83
SPIRIT 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 72.00 68.00 70.00 71.00 NA 68.00 63.00 70.00 71.00 NA 85.00 86.00 91.00 92.00 NA
WHITE 77.00 73.00 79.00 80.00 NA 74.00 68.00 77.00 78.00 NA 93.00 90.00 91.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC 67.00 62.00 61.00 65.00 NA 64.00 60.00 64.00 68.00 NA 71.00 90.00 91.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
66.00 60.00 64.00 65.00 NA 61.00 55.00 63.00 68.00 NA 83.00 91.00 92.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE 34.00 40.00 NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
42.00 40.00 27.00 33.00 NA 44.00 34.00 30.00 36.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 77.00 72.00 73.00 74.00 NA 78.00 69.00 78.00 79.00 NA
4 61.00 63.00 69.00 70.00 NA 67.00 65.00 69.00 70.00 NA
5 75.00 69.00 66.00 67.00 NA 59.00 53.00 59.00 65.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/School Improvel nitiative/print.aspx (35 of 72)7/14/2009 2:23:12 PM



Untitled Page

10 NA
11 NA
12 NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/School Improvel nitiative/print.aspx (36 of 72)7/14/2009 2:23:12 PM

NA

NA

NA



Untitled Page

School Achievement Data

1. School: SUNRISE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL SUNRISE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 57.78
SUNRISE 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 70.00 68.00 73.00 74.00 NA 64.00 64.00 71.00 72.00 NA 81.00 89.00 84.00 85.00 NA
WHITE 78.00 80.00 81.00 82.00 NA 76.00 71.00 79.00 80.00 NA 88.00 83.00 84.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC 59.00 56.00 68.00 69.00 NA 50.00 57.00 64.00 68.00 NA 90.00 90.00 91.00 NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
64.00 58.00 66.00 67.00 NA 52.00 53.00 63.00 68.00 NA 84.00 82.00 83.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
41.00 35.00 34.00 40.00 NA 34.00 26.00 30.00 36.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 77.00 72.00 72.00 73.00 NA 71.00 73.00 78.00 79.00 NA
4 65.00 70.00 77.00 78.00 NA 69.00 66.00 69.00 70.00 NA
5 69.00 63.00 68.00 69.00 NA 54.00 51.00 65.00 68.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: THE CHILES ACADEMY THE CHILES ACADEMY

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 82.26
THE CHILES ACADEMY

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 13.00 50.00 50.00 56.00 NA 13.00 50.00 50.00 56.00 NA 13.00 50.00 50.00 56.00 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 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: TURIE T. SMALL ELEMENTARY SCHL TURIE T. SMALL ELEMENTARY SCHL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 89.84

TURIE T. SMALL 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 60.00 57.00 59.00 65.00 NA 60.00 60.00 58.00 64.00 NA 91.00 89.00 91.00 92.00 NA
WHITE NA NA NA
BLACK 60.00 58.00 56.00 62.00 NA 62.00 58.00 57.00 63.00 NA 92.00 91.00 92.00 NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
56.00 55.00 60.00 65.00 NA 58.00 58.00 56.00 62.00 NA 88.00 91.00 92.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
34.00 35.00 29.00 35.00 NA 45.00 42.00 29.00 35.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 51.00 48.00 62.00 65.00 NA 45.00 53.00 59.00 65.00 NA
4 64.00 55.00 62.00 65.00 NA 81.00 61.00 66.00 68.00 NA
5 70.00 71.00 53.00 59.00 NA 60.00 65.00 51.00 57.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: W. F. BURNS OAK HILL ELEM. W. F. BURNS OAK HILL ELEM.

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 70.54

W. F. BURNS OAK HILL ELEM.

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 70.00 73.00 74.00 75.00 NA 63.00 59.00 72.00 73.00 NA 55.00 97.00 81.00 83.00 NA
WHITE 69.00 74.00 73.00 74.00 NA 65.00 62.00 72.00 73.00 NA 100.00 80.00 82.00 NA
BLACK NA NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN

NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY

63.00 73.00 73.00 74.00 NA 55.00 59.00 72.00 73.00 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 80.00 62.00 75.00 76.00 NA 71.00 56.00 65.00 68.00 NA
4 59.00 84.00 69.00 70.00 NA 59.00 68.00 72.00 73.00 NA
5 67.00 75.00 78.00 79.00 NA 56.00 50.00 78.00 79.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: WALTER A. HURST ELEM. SCHOOL WALTER A. HURST ELEM. SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 75.88

WALTER A. HURST 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 65.00 64.00 66.00 67.00 NA 59.00 59.00 61.00 67.00 NA 86.00 84.00 91.00 92.00 NA
WHITE 70.00 75.00 76.00 77.00 NA 69.00 70.00 70.00 71.00 NA 89.00 91.00 92.00 NA
BLACK 51.00 42.00 53.00 59.00 NA 34.00 36.00 50.00 56.00 NA NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
58.00 63.00 59.00 65.00 NA 54.00 56.00 53.00 59.00 NA 79.00 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 66.00 65.00 67.00 68.00 NA 62.00 66.00 76.00 77.00 NA
4 69.00 56.00 68.00 69.00 NA 59.00 58.00 57.00 63.00 NA
5 61.00 73.00 64.00 65.00 NA 56.00 49.00 48.00 54.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA
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School Achievement Data

1. School: WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 88.18
WESTSIDE 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 53.00 56.00 62.00 NA 54.00 52.00 58.00 64.00 NA 81.00 88.00 85.00 86.00 NA
WHITE NA NA NA
BLACK 54.00 51.00 51.00 57.00 NA 52.00 49.00 54.00 60.00 NA 88.00 87.00 88.00 NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
55.00 53.00 54.00 60.00 NA 53.00 47.00 55.00 61.00 NA 88.00 82.00 83.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
24.00 24.00 27.00 33.00 NA 27.00 27.00 38.00 44.00 NA NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 63.00 62.00 63.00 65.00 NA 54.00 60.00 66.00 68.00 NA
4 45.00 55.00 48.00 54.00 NA 61.00 63.00 59.00 65.00 NA
5 60.00 41.00 59.00 65.00 NA 49.00 32.00 48.00 54.00 NA
6 NA NA
7 NA NA
8 NA NA
9 NA NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/School Improvel nitiative/print.aspx (47 of 72)7/14/2009 2:23:12 PM



Untitled Page

10 NA
11 NA
12 NA

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/School Improvel nitiative/print.aspx (48 of 72)7/14/2009 2:23:12 PM

NA

NA

NA



Untitled Page

School Achievement Data

1. School: WOODWARD AVENUE ELEM. SCHOOL WOODWARD AVENUE ELEM. SCHOOL

2. Percent poverty of school as shown on the 2008-2009 Project Application's Public School Eligibility Survey: 60.68

WOODWARD AVENUE ELEM. SCHOOL

Percent Proficient in Reading Percent Proficient in Mathematics Percent Proficient in Writing
2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008- 2008-
Academic 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Indicators 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008
Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes Targets Outcomes
TOTAL 69.00 73.00 72.00 73.00 NA 65.00 69.00 79.00 80.00 NA 87.00 90.00 93.00 94.00 NA
WHITE 76.00 81.00 83.00 84.00 NA 74.00 80.00 88.00 89.00 NA 87.00 91.00 92.00 NA
BLACK 52.00 52.00 45.00 51.00 NA 43.00 42.00 54.00 62.00 NA 91.00 90.00 91.00 NA
HISPANIC NA NA NA
ASIAN NA NA NA
AMERICAN
NA NA NA
INDIAN
ECONOMICALLY
60.00 63.00 62.00 65.00 NA 53.00 59.00 70.00 71.00 NA 90.00 93.00 94.00 NA
DISADVANTAGED
ENGLISH
LANGUAGE NA NA NA
LEARNERS
STUDENTS WITH
39.00 43.00 49.00 55.00 NA 29.00 38.00 56.00 62.00 NA 89.00 NA
DISABILITIES
Grade Level Data
K NA NA
1 NA NA
2 NA NA
3 74.00 75.00 75.00 76.00 NA 71.00 78.00 85.00 86.00 NA
4 65.00 63.00 75.00 76.00 NA 67.00 66.00 85.00 86.00 NA
5 70.00 80.00 65.00 66.00 NA 58.00 62.00 64.00 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
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Root Cause Analysis

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

demographics, curriculum, etc.)

For each Root Cause identified, provide the following:

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

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

P w0 DdPE

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

Root Cause: 1

The root cause of the slow increase in academic achievement for all students is the lack of training opportunities for teachers to align the
practices of the school via collaborative teams and systematic processes for identifying with concise clarity what each child needs to learn,
the use of common formative assessments to evaluate student success, and how to directly respond to students who have learned and those

who have not. By systematically focusing on the adults in the school buildings we will promote higher levels of achievement for all students.

The data/documents reviewed to determine this as a cause of low academic achievement for students in math, writing, science, and reading

include FCAT AYP data, progress monitoring and content area summative data (listed on the progress monitoring web page:

http://www.volusia.k12.fl.us/elementaryservices/progress_monitoring_calendar.htm)

via the District's data warehouse. This information was compared to higher achieving schools who are implementing collaborative teams and

systematic processes for identifying and directly addressing the individual needs of students.

The strategies implemented through the application of collaborative teams and systematic processes will eliminate the root cause by training
the instructional teams to focus on identifying and directly addressing the individual needs of students thereby increasing the overall
achievement of the school in general. The outcome of becoming a Professional Learning Community involves an on-going process of training
and practice. By deepening the level of implementation and widening the training to include more grade levels, the cultural change within the
school will address the root cause and effect a positive change is student achievement. Last school year, training was targeted to a team of
teachers who took information back to the schools. The purpose of this grant is to train more teachers, use professional partners to aide in
fine tuning the implementation of the school improvement plan, and train teachers on the use of common formative assessments for the

purpose of ensuring a viable and rigorous instructional package across all classrooms.

It is our expectation that the outcome of focusing resources to address this root cause will show an increase of 1+% (or 6% to reach safe

harbor) of annual measurable objectives met for the district.
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Data Analysis during Project Period

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

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

Response: The district provided professional development to all schools via a leadership team model in data analysis during the month of
August of the 2008-09 school year. This professional development activity was delivered by the Office of Accountability. The leadership
teams will ensure that teachers new to the school will receive the information shared at this training through the school improvement process.
On-going site based data analysis will occur weekly through collaborative teams and the District will conduct data analysis meetings quarterly
for schools in need of improvement and corrective action. Schools planning for and implementing restructuring will have data analysis twice
per quarter. Information from the District's data warehouse, progress monitoring tools, and content area summative data have been identified
as the monitoring tools for student progress. A complete schedule of assessments for the content areas may be found at: http://www.volusia.
k12.fl.us/elementaryservices/progress_monitoring_calendar.htm. At each data analysis meeting, schools will respond to the four quiding
guestions: What do we want the students to learn?; How will we know if they learned?; What else will we do for those who learned?; and
What else will we do for those who did not learn? By addressing these specific questions, schools will ensure an equitable and viable
curriculum based on the Sunshine State Standards for all students. After each data analysis meeting, teachers will adjust their curricula,

review curriculum maps and pacing guides to meet the needs of their students.
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LEA Support Teams

Describe the LEA support team that will be put in place to provide technical and program assistance for schools in need of improvement,

corrective action, and/or restructuring. Click here to see example responses.

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

22 years teaching,4 years Title | TOA, 5 years Title | Lead

Teacher /

ERT / Rdg. Coach,?2 years high school Math Teacher,
1 Title I Classroom Support Teacher on Assignment —

11 years Elementary Classroom Teacher including self-

contained ESE

Master’'s Degree in Elementary Education

22 years experience in Science Education, including 10 years

as a high school science teacher and 12 years as the science
2 Science Specialist-Teresa Northrup

curriculum specialist. Masters Degree in Educational

Leadership with Bachelors in Secondary Science Education.

22 years as an Elementary Teacher including 8 years as a
3 Science Teacher on Assignment, Laura Herrera Teacher on Assignment supporting Science and Math

curriculum, instruction and assessment.

Masters Degree in ESOL Ed. BA in Foreign Language, 29
4  Teacher on Assignment/ ESOL Dept. years classroom experience, Resource Specialist and ESOL

adult education.

Masters Degree with 30yrs.of experience in education,15 yrs.
ESOL Compliance & Data Program Specialist, Carmen as a classroom Spanish teacher at the Elementary level and
Menendez also as an ESOL teacher. Fifteen yrs. as the District's ESOL

Compliance & Data Program Specialist.

15 years of experience in teaching and administration
6 Social Studies Specialist, Jason Caros including eight years as K-12 Social Studies Curriculum

Specialist; Master’s Degree in Educational Leadership.

Title | classroom support for targeted schools - 8 years,
Masters in Educational Leadership with Elementary

7 Title | Classroom Support Specialist, Gail Filson Curriculum, District Elementary Math and Science Teacher
on Assignment - 8 years, Classroom teacher — Pre-K — 6 — 13

years.
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8 Rtl Coordinator-Gail Waldon

9 ESOL Teacher on Assignment- Gianna Acevedo Alamo

10 Middle and High School Coordinator — Deborah Drawdy

Coordinator, Title I/Elementary & School Improvement
11
Services

12 Writing Teacher on Assignment, Anita Watson

13

Title 1, Teacher on Assignment,

14 Gifted Program Administrator, Suzanne Rawlins

15

World Languages Curriculum Specialist-Sylvia Garcia

16 Reading/Language Arts Specialist, Mary Diez
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19 years of experience in Elementary Education, Master’s
Degree in Reading, 9 years teaching experience, 6 years as
a Reading Coach, 2 years as a Teacher on Assignment as a
Assistant Principal, and the district’s Rtl Coordinator for 2

years

10 years of experience in Elementary Education, including 8
years of ESOL experience. Master's Degree in Educational

Leadership

25 years of experience in Secondary Education, including 3
years as a Middle School Principal. Master's Degree in
Educational Leadership; currently working towards Ed.D. in

Educational Leadership.

4 yrs PreK Ed, 4 yrs HS ESOL Ed, 4 yrs Elem Ed, 5 yrs
Secondary AP, 8 ys Elem Principal, 2 ys Co-od for Elem &
School Improvement Services, 1 yr Co-or Title I/Elementary &
School Improvement Services, Ed.S. in Educational

Leadership.

17 years experience, MEd. Reading K-12, 5 years elementary
classroom; middle school reading resource and classroom,
Reading Recovery, Writing Fusion, Academic/Reading

Coach, 4th year as County Writing Teacher on Assignment

7 years as an elementary school ESE teacher and 4 years as

a Title 1, Direct Instruction, Teacher on Assignment

Master’'s degree Ed Leadership, Gifted endorsed, 16 years
classroom including 9 years in full-time gifted classrooms, 9
years ap, 7 years as county level administrator, President of

Florida Association for Gifted 2006-2008

17 years including elementary, middle, and high school, both
in teaching and administration including work with English
Language Learners, Alternative Education, and Exceptional
Student Education, Master’s Degree in Educational

Leadership

32 years of experience in Elementary Education, including 13
at the district level in the reading and language arts
curriculum office. Masters in Education and K-12 Reading

Certification.
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31 years math education, 12 years curriculum specialist K-12,
adjunct math methods course, national trainer for

17 Math Specialist, Margaret Bambrick implementation of mathematics program and technology
resource; BS Mathematics, M.Ed. Guidance and Counseling,

Ed. Sp. Math Education

30 years of experience in Elementary Education — seven as a
18 LA Teacher on Assignment, Patty Phelan Reading Recovery trained teacher. Currently providing

professional development in K-5 reading at Title 1 schools.

BS EdMS El Ed, Ed. S., *Certified Elem Ed, PreK Ed,

Reading;

19 LA Teacher on Assignment, Barbara Poole . . . .
FOR-PD Facilitator DIBELS Trainer Co-op Learning Trainer,

E.L.I.C. Trainer, Parent to Kid Trainer, *40 yrs in Education-6
Years in District Office of Reading/Lang. Arts, (K-5)

7 years experience teaching Elementary and College, 2 years

Teacher on Assignment Math, 1 year Math Fusion Teacher
20 Math Teacher on Assignment, Gary Elkins

Certified Elementary Education and Middle Math, BS in Elem

Ed.

29 years in Elementary Education (grades 1-6), including 7
21 Math Teacher on Assignment, Kelly MaHaffey years (beginning my 8th) as TOA in math department, worked
as ERT. Nationally trained Thinking Math | facilitator.

Masters in Educational Leadership, 12 years teaching

experience including 7 years as a High School Science
22 Science Teacher on Assignment, Jen Taylor

Teacher and 5 years working wth Elementary Science

Curriculum and Instruction.

Describe the activities the LEA Support Team will conduct during the Project Period to provide technical and program support to schools in
need of improvement, corrective action, and/or restructuring. For each activity the LEA shall include: the frequency of the activity and the
duration of the activity.

Response: The LEA Team will support on-going site based data analysis which will occur weekly through collaborative teams and participate
in the District data analysis meetings quarterly for schools in need of improvement and corrective action. Schools planning for and
implementing restructuring will have data analysis twice per quarter. Information from the District's data warehouse, progress monitoring
tools, and content area summative data have been identified as the monitoring tools for student progress. At each data analysis meeting,
schools will respond to the four quiding questions: What do we want the students to learn?; How will we know if they learned?; What else will
we do for those who learned?; and What else will we do for those who did not learn? By addressing these specific questions, schools will
ensure an equitable and viable curriculum based on the Sunshine State Standards for all students. After each data analysis meeting,
teachers will adjust their curriculums to meet the needs of their students. The Leadership Team will ensure instruction changes as needed

based on the on-going analysis of data.

The LEA Support team will service the schools through on-going site visits where they will work to unpack the curriculum maps, ensure
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fidelity of implementation with the curriculum, provide training on current best practices, and support specific identified strategies needed to
increase student achievement in the areas of reading, writing, and mathematics. These meetings will be scheduled though the principal and

team members at a minimum of monthly.
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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: Current Capacity to support academic performance in reading that will be addressed with these funds includes but is not limited
to the following: District personnel currently trained in the tenets of the DuFore Model of Professional Learning Communities who will be used
to support schools with their implementation; fifteen schools who currently have trained leadership teams who will facilitate the
implementation the tenets of PLC's with fidelity throughout their faculty; a comprehensive staff development plan for teachers who identify
content needs in the individual professional development plans; a general introduction to the purpose and value of common formative
assessments has been delivered to each school; basic training on data analysis for all schools; technology systems in place to manage the
flow of data through the District data warehouse; technology systems in place for easy access to data within each and every classroom; and
data collection tools such as Scantron Achievement Series serve each teacher for diagnostic, progress monitoring, and summative

assessments.

This grant will expand the capacity for increasing student achievement by expanding the training on the tenets of the DuFore Model of
comprehensive school reform through Professional Learning Communities for all schools in need of improvement; increase capacity in the
use of common formative assessments; and provide the gift of time to the instructional staff to do the collaborative work of PLC's in

conjunction with the curriculum and data experts.

Additional resources used by the LEA to support professional development in reading are provided through REading First grant at 11 of the

schools and through Title Il and FEFP funds.

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

Response: Current Capacity to support academic performance in mathematics that will be addressed with these funds includes but is not
limited to the following: District personnel currently trained in the tenets of the DuFore Model of Professional Learning Communities who will
be used to support schools with their implementation; fifteen schools who currently have trained leadership teams who will facilitate the
implementation the tenets of PLC's with fidelity throughout their faculty; a comprehensive staff development plan for teachers who identify
content needs in the individual professional development plans; a general introduction to the purpose and value of common formative
assessments has been delivered to each school; basic training on data analysis for all schools; technology systems in place to manage the
flow of data through the District data warehouse; technology systems in place for easy access to data within each and every classroom; and
data collection tools such as Scantron Achievement Series serve each teacher for diagnostic, progress monitoring, and summative

assements.
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This grant will expand the capacity for increasing student achievement by expanding the training on the tenets of the DuFore Model of
comprehensive school reform through Professional Learning Communities for all schools in need of improvement; increase capacity in the
use of common formative assessments; and provide the gift of time to the instructional staff to do the collaborative work of PLC's in

conjunction with the curriculum and data experts.

Additional resources used by the LEA to support professional development in mathematics are provided through Title 11.

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: Current Capacity to support academic performance in writing that will be addressed with these funds includes but is not limited to
the following: District personnel currently trained in the tenets of the DuFore Model of Professional Learning Communities who will be used to
support schools with their implementation; fifteen schools who currently have trained leadership teams who will facilitate the implementation
the tenets of PLC's with fidelity throughout their faculty; a comprehensive staff development plan for teachers who identify content needs in
the individual professional development plans; a general introduction to the purpose and value of common formative assessments has been
delivered to each school; basic training on data analysis for all schools; technology systems in place to manage the flow of data through the
District data warehouse; technology systems in place for easy access to data within each and every classroom; and data collection tools such

as Scantron Achievement Series serve each teacher for diagnostic, progress monitoring, and summative assements.

This grant will expand the capacity for increasing student achievement by expanding the training on the tenets of the DuFore Model of
comprehensive school reform through Professional Learning Communities for all schools in need of improvement; increase capacity in the
use of common formative assessments; and provide the gift of time to the instructional staff to do the collaborative work of PLC's in

conjunction with the curriculum and data experts.

Additional resources used by the LEA to support professional development in writing instruction are provided through Title Il and FEFP funds
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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.)

. BLUE LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. CHISHOLM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. DELTONA LAKES ELEMENTARY SCHL
. DISCOVERY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. EDITHI. STARKE ELEM. SCHOOL

. ENTERPRISE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. FRIENDSHIP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. HOLLY HILL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. LOUISE S. MCINNIS ELEM. SCHOOL

. ORANGE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. OSCEOLA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. PALM TERRACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. PIERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. R.J.LONGSTREET ELEM. SCHOOL

. SOUTH DAYTONA ELEMENTARY SCHL
. SPIRIT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. SUNRISE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. THE CHILES ACADEMY

. TURIE T. SMALL ELEMENTARY SCHL

. W. F. BURNS OAK HILL ELEM.

. WALTER A. HURST ELEM. SCHOOL

. WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. WOODWARD AVENUE ELEM. SCHOOL

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

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

. Root Cause 1

1e Description of research of effectiveness (or purpose)
Response: In an effort to provide the teachers with the skills necessary to clearly focus on the individual needs of the students, we are
intensifying our efforts for collaborative planning within the schools. This grant will afford us the opportunity to deepen the training and

application levels for understanding how to address the following questions for all students:

What do we want all children to know? (Curriculum alignment)

How will we know they have learned it? (Assessment and analysis aligned with the curriculum)
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What will we do for those students who did not learn? (Differentiated instruction)

What will we do for those students who did learn? (Differentiated instruction)

It is the goal of this strategy to implement a train the trainer model for building common assessments aligned with the state standards and
what to do with the data from these assessments to change instructional delivery which will ensure all students are on the appropriate path to

graduation.

Under this strategy, we will train teacher teams as well as members of the LEA support team (100 total educators), who will facilitate the work
of analyzing data for each individual child to identify the necessary changes needed in instruction. This strategy will provide all teachers at the

identified schools with an additional 14 hours of analysis time to accomplish this work.

Research shows tht by clearly focusing on the needs of each student, achievement levels rise.

Reference documentation is available at:

Effectivhess of the implementation in like schools across the nation may ba viewed at:

http://www.allthingsplc.info/evidence/evidence.php

Research citations on the effectivness of collaborative teams may be viewed at:

http://www.allthingsplc.info/pdf/articles/advocates.pdf

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: Common Formative Assessment/Analysis training with Dr. Sharon Kramer will occur for identified training teams on October 16 &

17, 2008.

Following the training, schools will implement what they learned in grade level teams during their weekly collaborative team meetings held

during the school day from October, 2008 through June, 2009.

Teachers will receive an additional 14 hours of paid extended time for collaborative analysis planning throughout the school year for the

implementation of the training which will occur twice monthly from November, 2008 through May, 2009.

3. Who will be in charge of monitoring implementation of the strategy or student progress?
Response: The results of the data analysis meetings will be monitored by the school administration, LEA support teams, and peer teachers,

which will be reported to the District monthly.

4. Progress monitoring tool used to track effectiveness of this strategy as measured by student progress.
Response: The data warehouse system will be the tool used to track the effectiveness of this strategy. Student progress information

including diagnostics, progress mnotoring, formative and summative content assessments will be available to the teachers via the technology
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delivery system which will allow the teachers to analyize data and make curricular decisions within their collaborative teams.

A complete list of these assessments may be found at: http://www.volusia.k12.fl.us/elementaryservices/progress_monitoring_calendar.htm

5. Frequency of progress monitoring of this strategy.

Response: The LEA support team will meet monthly with the District to evaluate the impelmentation of this strategy.

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

Response: The Building Common Assessments Training and subsequent implementation time is not available schools not included in this

grant.

The additional hours are above and beyond the regular scheduled collaborative team meetings which occur during their contracted duty day.

It is the goal of this strategy to build capacity with immediate on-going data review in order to effect timely change with instructional decisions

as needed.

7. Strategic Imperative this strategy addresses: 1.3.b

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

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

Response: The target population for this strategy includes the faculty and administration of the designated schools in need of improvement.
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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.)

. DISCOVERY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. LOUISE S. MCINNIS ELEM. SCHOOL

. ORANGE CITY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. OSCEOLA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. SPIRIT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. THE CHILES ACADEMY

. TURIE T. SMALL ELEMENTARY SCHL

. W. F. BURNS OAK HILL ELEM.

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: PLC at Work™ Coaching Academy experience is focused on:

What is a professional learning community?

How do we create a focus on learning?

What is a collaborative culture?

What does it mean to be results oriented?

How do we create a pyramid of interventions?

How do we ensure continuous improvement?

In an effort to provide the teachers with the skills necessary to clearly focus on the individual needs of the students, we are intensifying our
efforts for collaborative planning within the schools. This grant will afford us the opportunity to deepen the training and application levels for

understanding how to address the following questions for all students:
What do we want all children to know? (Curriculum alignment)

How will we know they have learned it? (Assessment and analysis aligned with the curriculum)

https://app1.fldoe.org/bsa/School Improvel nitiative/print.aspx (63 of 72)7/14/2009 2:23:12 PM



Untitled Page

What will we do for those students who did not learn? (Differentiated instruction)

What will we do for those students who did learn? (Differentiated instruction)

It is the goal of this strategy to implement a train the trainer model for building common assessments aligned with the state standards and
what to do with the data from these assessments to change instructional delivery which will ensure all students are on the appropriate path to

graduation.

Under this strategy, we will train teacher teams as well as members of the LEA support team (75 total educators), who will facilitate the work

of training and implementaing the strategies and best practices of a high functioning collaborative team.

Research shows tht by clearly focusing on the needs of each student, achievement levels rise.

Reference documentation is available at:

Effectivness of the implementation in like schools across the nation may ba viewed at:

http://www.allthingsplc.info/evidence/evidence.php

Research citations on the effectivness of collaborative teams may be viewed at:

http://www.allthingsplc.info/pdf/articles/advocates.pdf

2. Frequency and duration of this strategy (For example: three days per week after school for nine weeks starting the week of January 7th.)
Response: This strategy will consist of 6 days of direct training with Master Coach, Tim Brown (December 4 & 5, January 12 & 13, and April
20 & 21. Between sessions, each team of trained teachers will return to their school and conduct intensive training for their peers through
hands on application of the Professional Learning Community processes through collaborative team meetings twice monthly, with some
meeting weekly. This will expand the number of schools with trained coaches in their buildings as none of these schools have had the

coaching training to date.

3. Who will be in charge of monitoring implementation of the strategy or student progress?
Response: The LEA Support Team will be responsible for monitoring the implementation of the tenets of the DuFore model of collaborative

teamwork at the school level as they have already been trained through the PLC at Work Coaching Academy.

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

Response: The data warehouse system will be the tool used to track the effectiveness of this strategy. Student progress information
including diagnostics, progress monitoring, formative and summative content assessments will be available to the teachers via the technology
delivery system which will allow the teachers to analyize data and make curricular decisions within their collaborative teams. Our complete list

of assessments may be found at:

http://www.volusia.k12.fl.us/elementaryservices/progress_monitoring_calendar.htm

5. Frequency of progress monitoring of this strategy.
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Response: This strategy will consist of 6 days of direct training with Master Coach, Tim Brown (December 4 & 5, January 12 & 13, and April
20 & 21). Between sessions, each team of trained teachers will return to their school and conduct intensive training for their peers through the
hands on application of the Professional Learning Community processes. Collaborative teams will implement what they have learned at a
minimum of twice a month with the majority of teams meeting weekly which will be monitored by the school administration. This will be
followed with monthly meetings at the LEA level to review the data and support services implemented with the collaborative meetings, LEA

support teams, and peer teachers.
6. What measures will be in place to ensure these services supplement existing services that may already be provided to eligible students.

Response: This strategy will not supplant other funds as Title | is providing a professional expert to support the schools already trained in the
processes of PLC. Without this grant, these schools would only be able to receive training from within the district and not be afforded the
opportunity to be trained by documented experts. Additionally, these schools are new to the PLC's at Work Coaching Academy processes,

and have not already received this training .
7. Strategic Imperative this strategy addresses: 1.3.b
8. If applicable, indicate if strategy is a reading initiative. No

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

Response: The target population for this strategy includes the faculty and administration of the designated schools in need of improvement.
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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.)

. BLUE LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. CHISHOLM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. DELTONA LAKES ELEMENTARY SCHL
. EDITHI. STARKE ELEM. SCHOOL

. ENTERPRISE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. FRIENDSHIP ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. HOLLY HILL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. PALM TERRACE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
. PIERSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. R.J.LONGSTREET ELEM. SCHOOL

. SOUTH DAYTONA ELEMENTARY SCHL
. SUNRISE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

. WALTER A. HURST ELEM. SCHOOL

. WESTSIDE 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 professional learning community model is a powerful way of working together that profoundly affects the practices of
schooling. But initiating and sustaining the concept requires hard work. It requires the school staff to focus on learning rather than teaching,

work collaboratively on matters related to learning, and hold itself accountable for the kind of results that fuel continual improvement.”

--Dr. Richard DuFour

The PCL at Work™ Progress Report assesses a school’s development based on the 3 Big Ideas of a PLC:

Focus on learning and commit to learning for all students.

Build a collaborative culture in which everyone accepts collective responsibility for student learning.

Focus on results using evidence of student learning to inform professional practice and intervene for students who experience difficulty.

(Solution Tree)
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As the research is extensive, please visit the following for details of effectivness which will not fit in this application:

Effectivness of the implementation in like schools across the nation may ba viewed at:

http://www.allthingsplc.info/evidence/evidence.php

Research citations on the effectivhess of PLc's may be viewed at:

http://www.allthingsplc.info/pdf/articles/advocates.pdf

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: Master Professional Learning Community Facilitators will visit the schools twice, once in the late Fall (paid for by Title I)and again
in the late Spring (paid for by this grant), with technical support freely available as needed via phone and email. The Master Facilitators have
a proven record of turning schools around and follow a detailed protocol designed by Solution Tree for assessing and improving the current

implementations of PLC.

3. Who will be in charge of monitoring implementation of the strategy or student progress?
Response: The results of the data analysis meetings will be monitored by the school administration and reported to the District at the

monthly focus meetings.

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

Response: The final report of findings and recommendations is structured around the 3 Big Ideas of a PLC and offers personalized next
steps endorsed by the authors. Within a month after the on-site visit, Solution Tree will present the school with hard copy and electronic
versions of the completed progress report, citing accomplishments and strengths and recommending high-leverage next steps designed to
improve the staff's collective capacity to function as a PLC. The Facilitators will be available to address any questions the staff may have

about the report or further PLC implementation issues during a debriefing of the report with the school stakeholders.

Further implementatipon of the recommendations from the Master Facilitator will be monitored for implementation by the District on a monthly

basis.

5. Frequency of progress monitoring of this strategy.
Response: Master Professional Learning Community Facilitators will visit the schools twice, once in the late Fall and again in the late Spring

(depending on scheduling availability), with technical support freely available as needed via phone and email.

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

Response: This strategy in not considered supplanting as it is designed to provide teacher teams with the knowledge and skills to analyze

data and make instructional decisions that they would not otherwise be trained to do.

This grant is designed to greatly extend the basic supplemental support provided by Title | which will allow a comprehensive implementation

for those schools identified as Schools In Need of Improvement.
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7. Strategic Imperative this strategy addresses: 1.3.b

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

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

Response: The target population for this strategy includes the faculty and administration of the designated schools in need of improvement.
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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: District Website: (http://www.volusia.k12.fl.us/) This will provide information to staff, parents, the community, and students who
have access to the internet. This information will be posted upon approval of application and be accessible 24/7 until the project period ends

July 31, 2009.

Parent Portal: (https://schools.volusia.k12.fl.us/parentportal/DesktopDefault.aspx) This will provide information to families about services
provided under this grant opportunity. This information will be posted upon approval of application and be accessible to parents who log in

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

School Websites that receive services from this grant: This will provide information to staff, parents, the community, and students who have
access to the internet. This information will be posted upon approval of application and be accessible 24/7 until the project period ends July

31, 2009.

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

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

School Advisory Councils- Information on the application will be provided to SACs to gain input on how to expend funds to best assist each
school. This notification will address parents, staff, students, and the community. This was done in the August 2008 meeting for planning
purposes. The SACs will be notified upon approval of the application and receive monthly updates for the remainder of the school year on

progress toward meeting student achievement goals.

There will be a note on each of these methods that the application will be available in hard copy format for the home language of the parent.
The copy of the application will be available at the school their child attends or at the district office. This notation will be provided in English

and Spanish.

Parent involvement is vital to student progress and through the marketing tools noted above, parents will be informed on how their children

are progressing, will be encouraged to partner with the school to ensure students are moving toward proficiency.
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Budget

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

TAPS Number
B. NAME OF ELIGIBLE RECIPIENT: Volusia

09A006
C. Project Number (DOE USE ONLY):
No. @ @ ®3) 4 ®)
FUNCTION OBJECT ACCOUNT TITLE AND NARRATIVE FTE POSITION AMOUNT

Professional and Technical Services, contracted formative

1 6400 311 assessment training-Solution Tree, 100 seats, two days training and 0.0 17000.00
follow-up (Strategy 1)
Professional and Technical Services, Team Coaching Academy

2 6400 311 contract- Solution Tree. For schools in SINI 1,2,3 status, 6-days 0.0 8000.00
training (Strategy 2)
Professional and Technical Services, Team Coaching Academy

3 6400 312 contract- Solution Tree. For schools in SINI 1,2,3 status, 6-days 0.0 73250.00
training (Strategy 2)
Substitute Teachers, Coverage for teachers attending 2-day BCA

4 6400 750 Workshop 100x$100 per day average x 2 days. Plus PLC Coaching 0.0 47078.79
Academy 75teachers x$100 average x 6 days (Strategy 1&2)
Salaries, Extended Time, Teachers: Pay teachers an additional 2 hrs

5 6400 129 per month for 7 months for PLC data collection and activities. 527 5.0 258230.00

teachers x 14 hours @ $35.00 per hour (Strategy 1)

Benefits: Retirement on stipends for 527 teachers extended time
6 6400 211 0.0 25436.00
(Strategy 1)

Benefits: Social Security on stipends for 527 teachers extended time

7 6400 221 0.0 19928.09
(Strategy )

8 6400 221 Benefits: Social Security on Substitute Teachers pay (Strategy 1&2) 0.0 3442.00

9 7200 792 Indirect costs @ 4.27% tentative rate 0.0 16188.00

Total 468552.88

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: Volusia

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

Professional and Technical Services, Contracted PLC - Solution Tree
1 6400 311 0.0 25000.00
site visitations for implementation at SINI 4+ sites (Strategy 3)

Professional and Technical Services, Contracted PLC - Solution Tree
2 6400 312 0.0 66000.00
site visitations for implementation at SINI 4+ sites (Strategy 3)

Salaries, Extended Time, Teachers: Pay teachers an additional 2 hrs
per month for 7 months for PLC data collection and activities 535

3 6400 129 5.1 262150.00
teachers in SINI 4+ schools at 2 hrs per month for 7 months @35.00

per hr average (Strategy 1&2)

4 6400 211 Benefits: Retirement on stipends for 535 teachers (Strategy 1&2) 0.0 25822.00
5 6400 221 Benefits: Social Security on stipends for 535 teachers (Strategy 1&2) 0.0 20055.00
6 7200 792 Indirect Costs @4.27% tentative rate 0.0 14421.00

Supplies, General: office supplies for staff development, professional
7 6400 511 0.0 4706.27
books, chart paper, copier cartridges (Strategy 1, 2, &3)

Total 418154.27

DOE 101

4! e

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

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

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

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

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

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