Goal 1Highest Student Achievement

Strategic Plar2020-2025

GComplete Details ofProposed Masures 11/1%19

Measure 1 (Early LearningKindergarten Readinesst SNOSy G 2 ¥

a. VPK @mpleters
All VPKParticipants

VPKand School Readiness Participants

b

C.

d. VPKNonCompleters

e. School Readiness Only Participants

1AYRSNEBINLSY

Data and targets provided by OElear indicates VPK year (for example, 20@ Tneans kindergarten studés in 201819)
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Percent Ready for Kindergarten by Category Using ;Oelvélzlzchaseline

VPK Program Year based on Subsequs Baseline Year 2Actual | Year 3Target 2024 2024 2024

Kindergarten Screening* 201617 2017-18 201819 Target Target Target
VPK Completers 63% 62% 63% 68% 73% 78%
All VPK Participants 61% 59% 61% 66% 71% 76%
VPK and School Readiness Participants 53% 52% 53% 58% 63% 78%
VPK NorCompleters 48% 47% 48% 53% 58% 63%
School Readinessny Participants 35% 36% 37% 42% 47% 52%

*Status of students is based on program year gavation; Readiness is measutey the next year's kindergarten screening.

Red Targetincrease of 1 percentage point per year
Yellow Targettncrease of 2 percentage points per year
Green Targetincrease of 3 percentage points per year

& NBrith ®libwirg) gubgiokps: Ct 2 NRA R

Note: A 1 percentage point increase equates to approximate229VPK Completerd,501VPK Participant4,33VPK and School Readiness Particip@m2VPK NorCompleters, an@5
School Readine®dnlyParticipants based 02017-18 data.



VPK Participation and Readiness by Program Year

VPK Program Year

201213* 201314** 201415** 201516** 201617 201718

Count of Count of Count of
Category Countof |~ iidren | % Countof | ~pidren | o | COUNOT 1 chiidren | %
Children Children Children
Ready Ready Ready
VPK Completers 122,240 99,752 82% 120,641 76,419 63% 122,860 76,157 62%
All VPK Participants 153,995 | 120,811 | 78% Not Not Not 149,302 91,227 61% 150,053 88,855 59%
\gz:;(jg:nichool Readiness 23.790 17,239 | 73% Applicable | Applicable | Applicable 14,019 7.369 53% 13,347 6,092 5004
VPK NorCompleters 31,755 21,059 | 66% 28,661 13,808 48% 27,193 12,698 A47%
School Readiness only 4,758 2533 | 53% 3,784 1,323 35% | 3,538 1,273 | 36%
Participants

Source: 20123 VPK Databook, 2043 Kindergarten Screening by VPK SR and both chart, VPK Readiness Rate matched child level datélfflesd?PQ6718.
*2012-13 is based students determinéceady” on two instruments that comprisé€indergarten Screening.
**2013-14t0 201516 readiness data is not reported as Kindergarten Screening only consisted of an observational instrument.




Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement
Measure 2 (Early LearnipgReducing the Percent of LoRerformingVPK Providerg Percent of VPK providers with a readiness rate below 60 percent

Data and targets provided by OEkear indicates VPK year

New Planc
Metric 1.2 Percent of VPK Programs below Minimum Rate Using 201819 Targetas Baseline
Year 2 Year 3
Baseline Actual Target 2024 2024 2024
201617 ** | 201718* | 201819 Target Target Target
Percent ofVPK Programs below 40% 42% 40% 350 30% 20%
Minimum Rate*

** Provider rates were calculated but no consequences were applied as specified BNRBIE01(5), FA.C. Providers that were on probation remained as such unless they met the minimum

rate of 6Qa

Red Target: Decrease bpercentage point per year
Yellow Target: Decrease dpercentage points per year
Green Target: Decrease opdrcentag points per year

VPK Program Year
201213 | 201314* | 201415* | 201516* | 201617** | 2017-18**
Total VPK Programs 6,776 6,605 6,647 6,604 6,563 6,623
Count of VPK Programs below60 | 1,396 NA NA NA 2,619 2,801
Percent of VPK Programs belows( 21% NA NA NA 40% 42%

Source: VPK Readiness Rates website data files, October 2019

* No Provider Rate was calculated as there were only results from an observational measure. DOE was prohibited frongcal@atiatvithout a direct assessment.
** Provider rateswere calculated but no consequences were applied as specified in Ree6®W(5), FA.C. Providers that were on probation remained as such unless they met the minimum
rate of 604



Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement

Measure 3 (KL2) - Student Achievemenbn Florida AssessmentsPercent of students achieving gratiyel or above performance in:

a. English Language Arts (ELA) (Combined Gratle} 3
b. Mathematics (Combined Grades33Algebra 1 and Geometry EOCSs)
c. Science (Combined Grades 5, 8 and Biology 1 EOC)
d. Social Studies (Combined Civics and US History EOCs)
Percent of Students Achieving Gradevel or Above Performance (PZIL;rrrlent Using ;Oivélzlzchaseline
Subject Baseline Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 2020 2024 2024 2024
201415 201516 201617 201718 201819 Target Target Target Target
English Language Arts 52% 52% 53% 54% 55% 58% 59% 65% 90%
Mathematics 52% 53% 56% 57% 58% 58% 66% 73% 90%
Science 55% 54% 54% 57% 56% 61% 57% 61% 90%
Social Studies 65% 66% 68% 69% 70% 71% 76% 85% 90%

Red Target: Historical Growth Rate (based on growth from 2314 201819)
1 ELA: 0.75% per year
1 Mathematics: 1.50% per year
9 Science: 0.25% per year
9 Social Studies: 1.25% per year
Yellow Target: Double Historical Growth Rate, rounded taderestwhole number
T HB.A: 2% per year
1 Mathematics: 3% per year
1 Science: 1% per year
9 Social Studies: 3% per year
Green Target: 90%
1 ELA: 7% per year
1 Mathematics: 6.4% per year
1 Science: 6.8% per year
1 Social Studies: 4% per year

Note: A 1 percentage poinhtrease equates to approximately 16,760 students in ELA (Gratiey 35,88Gstudents in Mathematics (Grades33 Algebra 1 and Geatry); 6,190students in
Science (ades 5 and 8, Biology 1); and 3,%90dents in Social Studies (Civics and US Hidtapgd on 20189 data



Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement
Measure 4(K-12) - Focused Measure on Student Achievement in Particular Grades and/or Subjdegscent of students achieving gratéael or above performance in:
a. Grade 3 ELA

b. Civics EOC
. New Plang
Percentof Students Achieving Gradeevel or Above Performance Using 201819 as Baseline
Subject 201415 201516 201617 201718 201819 2024 Target | 2024 Target| 2024 Target
Grade 3 English Language Arts (ELA 53% 54% 58% 57% 58% 64% 73% 90%
Civics 65% 67% 69% 71% 71% 79% 86% 90%

Red Target: Historical Growth Rate (based on growth from 2314 201819)
1 Grade 3 ELA: 1.25% per year
9 Civics: 1.50% per year
Yellow Target: Double Historical Growth Rate, rounded tanderestwhole number
1 Grade 3 ELA: 3% per year
1 Civics: 3% per year
Green Target: 90%
9 Grade 3 ELA: 6.4% per year
1 Civics: 3.8% per year

Note: A 1 percentage point inease equates to approximately 2,170 students in Grade 3 ELA and 2,140 students in Civics, based®d&a18



Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement
Measure 5 (KL2) - Continued Achievement Growth on Florida AssessmenBercent of students making learning gains in:

a. ELA
b. Mathematics

Percent of Students Who Improved

Current Plan

New Plancg

Using 201819 asBaseline

. Baseline Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 2020
Subject 201516 201617 201718 201819 Target 2024 Target | 2024 Target | 2024 Target
English Language Arts 52% 54% 54% 55% 59% 60% 65% 90%
Mathematics 52% 55% 57% 58% 59% 68% 79% 90%

Red Target: Historic@8rowth Rate (based on growth from 2016 to 201819)

1 ELA Gains: 1% per year
1 Mathematics Gains: 2% per year

Yellow Target: Double Historical Growth Rate, rountetthe nearestwhole number

1 ELA Gains: 2% per year
1 Mathematics Gains: 4% per year

Green Target: 90%

1 ELA Gains: 7% per year
1 Mathematics Gains: 6.4% per year

Note: A 1 percentage point inease equates to approximatel\d,690students in ELANnd 12,160 students in Mathematidsased on 20189 data




Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement

Measure 6 (KL2)- Closing the Achievement GapPercent of students achieving grativel or above performance in the fooore subject areas by subgroup

Current bSg tfly
Achievement Gaps for All Students Plan Using 2018-19 as Baseling
Baseline
Subgoup Subject 2014-15 | Yearl| Year2| Year3]| Year4| 2020 2024 2024 2024
(percentagqd 2015-16| 2016-17| 2017-18| 2018-19| Target | Target | Target | Target
point gap)
White and African American students English Language Afts 31 29 29 28 29 21 27 24 0
White and African American students Mathematics 30 31 29 30 29 20 28 27 0
White and African American students Science 32 32 32 32 32 21 27 22 0
White and African American students Social Studies 27 28 26 25 24 18 20 17 0
White and Hispanic students English Language Afts 15 15 16 14 15 10 10 5 0
White and Hispanic students Mathematics 15 16 15 15 14 10 13 12 0
White and Hispanic students Science 18 18 18 18 18 12 13 8 0
White and Hispanic students Social Studies 16 16 15 14 13 11 9 6 0
Non-Economically Disadvantaged and Economically Disadvantaged stud&miglish Language Afts 28 27 26 26 24 19 19 14 0
Non-Economically Disadvantaged and Economically Disadvantaged studMﬂEhematics 24 24 23 23 21 16 17 14 0
Non-Economically Disadvantaged and Economically Disadvantaged studéimisence 27 25 25 25 24 18 20 17 0
Non-Economically Disadvantaged and Economically Disadvantaged stud@usial Studies 23 22 20 20 18 15 12 6 0
Students with Disabilities and Students Without Disabilities English Language Afts 38 37 38 38 38 25 33 28 0
Students with Disabilities and Students Without Disabilities Mathematics 32 33 33 35 33 21 28 23 0
Students with Disabilities and Students Without Disabilities Science 34 34 35 36 35 23 30 25 0
Students with Disabilities and Students Without Disabilities Social Studies 34 34 34 34 33 23 32 31 0
English Language Learners and Non-English Language Learners English Language Afts 30 30 32 30 29 20 28 27 0
English Language Learners and Non-English Language Learners Mathematics 20 21 21 22 19 13 18 17 0
English Language Learners and Non-English Language Learners Science 37 36 35 35 31 25 24 16 0
English Language Learners and Non-English Language Learners Social Studies 38 37 36 35 35 25 31 28 0




Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement
Measure 6 (KL2)- Closing the Achievement GapPercent of students achieving grativel or above performance in the fooore subject areas by subgroup

bSg tftly
Achievement Gaps for D & F Schools Using 2018-19 as Baseling
Baseline
2014-15 2024 2024 2024
(percentagqd Yearl| Year2| Year3| Year4| Target | Target | Target
Subgroup Subject point gap) | 2015-16] 2016-17| 2017-18| 2018-19
White and African American Students English Language Afts 16 18 19 20 16 11 6 0
White and African American Students Mathematics 15 16 17 17 15 10 5 0
White and African American Students Science 19 23 22 25 22 17 12 0
White and African American Students Social Studies 16 23 19 17 12 7 2 0
White and Hispanic Students English Language Afts 11 12 13 13 10 9 8 0
White and Hispanic Students Mathematics 9 9 11 11 9 4 0 0
White and Hispanic Students Science 13 15 15 18 12 11 10 0
White and Hispanic Students Social Studies 14 16 17 15 11 7 4 0
Non-Economically Disadvantaged and Economically Disadvantaged studé&mglish Language Afts 11 13 14 13 12 7 2 0
Non-Economically Disadvantaged and Economically Disadvantaged studemmematics 6 9 9 10 8 3 0 0
Non-Economically Disadvantaged and Economically Disadvantaged studémience 9 13 12 12 12 7 2 0
Non-Economically Disadvantaged and Economically Disadvantaged stud@usial Studies 7 13 13 5 8 3 0 0
Students with Disabilities and Students Without Disabilities English Language Afts 23 24 23 23 23 18 13 0
Students with Disabilities and Students Without Disabilities Mathematics 22 21 20 23 22 17 12 0
Students with Disabilities and Students Without Disabilities Science 20 22 20 21 21 16 11 0
Students with Disabilities and Students Without Disabilities Social Studies 28 28 26 27 29 24 19 0
English Language Learners and Non-English Language Learners English Language Afts 14 15 18 14 13 12 11 0
English Language Learners and Non-English Language Learners Mathematics 8 9 9 11 7 6 5 0
English Language Learners and Non-English Language Learners Science 17 21 20 19 12 6 0 0
English Language Learners and Non-English Language Learners Social Studies 23 23 27 22 23 18 13 0




Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement
Measure 6 (KL2)- Closing the Achievement GapPercent of students achieving grativel or above perforrance in the foucore subject areas by subgroup

bSg tfly
Achievement Gaps for Title | Schools Using 2018-19 as Baseling
Baseline
2014-15 2024 2024 2024
(percentagq Yearl| Year2| Year3| Year4| Target | Target | Target
Subgroup Subject point gap) | 2015-16| 2016-17| 2017-18] 2018-19
White and African American Students English Language Alfts 24 23 24 23 22 20 17 0
White and African American Students Mathematics 25 24 23 22 22 18 15 0
White and African American Students Science 26 26 26 26 26 21 16 0
White and African American Students Social Studies 22 23 20 20 19 15 12 0
White and Hispanic Students English Language Afts 12 12 14 12 11 10 9 0
White and Hispanic Students Mathematics 13 12 12 11 11 9 6 0
White and Hispanic Students Science 15 15 15 15 15 10 5 0
White and Hispanic Students Social Studies 14 13 13 11 10 5 0 0
Non-Economically Disadvantaged and Economically Disadvantaged studé&mglish Language Afts 20 19 19 19 17 13 10 0
Non-Economically Disadvantaged and Economically Disadvantaged stucIMHmematics 17 16 16 16 14 10 7 0
Non-Economically Disadvantaged and Economically Disadvantaged stucIStnience 19 18 18 18 18 17 16 0
Non-Economically Disadvantaged and Economically Disadvantaged stud@usial Studies 16 15 13 14 13 9 6 0
Students with Disabilities and Students Without Disabilities English Language Afts 31 32 32 33 33 28 23 0
Students with Disabilities and Students Without Disabilities Mathematics 27 28 29 30 30 25 20 0
Students with Disabilities and Students Without Disabilities Science 29 30 29 30 31 26 21 0
Students with Disabilities and Students Without Disabilities Social Studies 32 31 31 32 32 27 22 0
English Language Learners and Non-English Language Learners English Language Alfts 22 23 25 24 22 17 12 0
English Language Learners and Non-English Language Learners Mathematics 14 15 15 16 14 9 4 0
English Language Learners and Non-English Language Learners Science 28 29 28 29 25 21 18 0
English Language Learners and Non-English Language Learners Social Studies 31 30 30 30 31 26 21 0




Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement
Measure 6 (KL2)- Closing the Achievement GapPercent of students achieving grativel or above performance in the fooore subject areas by subgroup

bSg tftly
Achivement Gaps for Charter Schools Using 2018-19 as Baseling
Baseline
2014-15 2024 2024 2024
(percentagqd Yearl| Year2| Year3| Year4| Target | Target | Target
Subgroup Subject point gap) | 2015-16] 2016-17| 2017-18| 2018-19
White and African American Students English Language Afts 28 26 26 24 23 17 11 0
White and African American Students Mathematics 28 27 26 25 24 19 14 0
White and African American Students Science 31 30 29 28 29 27 24 0
White and African American Students Social Studies 27 28 23 22 21 14 6 0
White and Hispanic Students English Language Afts 9 9 10 9 9 4 0 0
White and Hispanic Students Mathematics 9 10 9 9 9 4 0 0
White and Hispanic Students Science 12 12 11 11 12 7 2 0
White and Hispanic Students Social Studies 11 10 9 8 8 4 1 0
Non-Economically Disadvantaged and Economically Disadvantaged studé&miglish Language Affts 18 18 19 17 17 16 15 0
Non-Economically Disadvantaged and Economically Disadvantaged studemmematics 16 16 16 15 16 11 6 0
Non-Economically Disadvantaged and Economically Disadvantaged studémience 17 19 18 16 19 14 0
Non-Economically Disadvantaged and Economically Disadvantaged stud@usial Studies 14 14 12 10 11 7 4 0
Students with Disabilities and Students Without Disabilities English Language Afts 36 37 38 38 39 34 29 0
Students with Disabilities and Students Without Disabilities Mathematics 30 33 33 35 34 29 24 0
Students with Disabilities and Students Without Disabilities Science 31 31 33 33 34 29 24 0
Students with Disabilities and Students Without Disabilities Social Studies 31 32 30 31 31 26 21 0
English Language Learners and Non-English Language Learners English Language Afts 27 28 30 28 27 22 17 0
English Language Learners and Non-English Language Learners Mathematics 17 18 18 20 18 13 8 0
English Language Learners and Non-English Language Learners Science 33 34 32 32 28 22 16 0
English Language Learners and Non-English Language Learners Social Studies 30 30 30 28 27 23 20 0
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Goal 1Highest Student Achievement
Measure 7(K-12) - High School Graduation RatePercent of students graduating with a standard diploma in 4 years

Current New Plang
Plan Using 201819 as Baseline
Baseline Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 2020 2024 2024 2024
201415 201516 201617 201718 201819 Target | Target | Target | Target
S;‘i‘g“a“on 77.9% 80.7% 82.3% 86.1% 850% | 100% | 100% | 100%

Note: A 1 percentage point inease equates to approximately 2,100 students, based on-281data
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Goal 1 HighesStudent Achievement
Measure 7(K-12) - High School Graduation RatePercent of students graduating with a standard diploma in 4 years

Breakdown of the Graduates
201415¢ Breakdown of the 77.9% thdid graduate within 4 years
2017-18 ¢ Breakdown of the86.1% thatid graduate within 4 years

Student with Disabilities Who metaall of Student with Disabilities Who met

the requirementstoreceive a standard Graduates, 2014-15 all of the requirements o receive a Graduates, 2017-18 othiorGraduation
diplomawho deferred receipt of the Other Graduation standard diplomawho deferred ___Options(e.g., ACCEL),
diplomato remain eligible for FAPE, per _____Options(e.g., ACCEL), receipt of the diplomato remain ~ 3.1%

2.3% eligible for FAPE, per section
1003.4282(10)(c), F.s., 1.1%

section 1003.4282(10)(c), F.S.,0.0%

Studentwith Disabilities Who Met the
Graduation AssessmentRequirement

Student with Disabilities
Who Met the Graduation
Assessment Requirement
Through an Assessment

waiver, 4.4%

Through an Assessment Waiver, 3.4%

Met the Graduation Assessment
RequirementThrough a
Concordant/Comparative Score,

9.6%

/ Any studentwho
Any studentwho Met the Graduation_/ ——_graduated from school
graduated from school Assessment Requirement and met all of the
and met all of the Through a requirements to receive
___requirementsto receive Concordant/Comparative a standard diploma,
a standard diploma, score, 27.5% 63.9%
84.6%

1 Though the high school graduation rate has increased from 77.9% in1ZDth486.1% in 20118, a much higher percentage of graduates are completing their requirements througis¢hef a
concordant score thanyppassing the required statewide assessments (27.5% of graduates iFl8Qdompared to 9.6% of graduates in 2a13).

1 This is a reflection of the flexibility that was provided by the State Board to grandfather in the old concordan{glayr@918 meeting)which are aligned to the former statewide assessments (FCAT

2.0) for any student scheduled to graduate between 208 and 202e21.

Students scheduled to graduate in 2022 will be the first class that must either pass the current statewide assessmmeetsn a concordant score aligned to the current statewide assessments.

Additionally, more students are graduating through the use of an assessment waiver for students with disabilities todap@ia15 (4.4% of graduates in 2018 compared to 3.% of graduates in

201415).

i This is the result of the elimination of the special diploma.

= =
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Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement

Measure 7(K-12) - High School Graduation RatePercent of students graduating with a standard diploma in 4 years

Breakdown of theNon-Gradiates
201415¢ Breakdown of the 22.1% thaid notgraduate within 4 years
2017-18 ¢ Breakdown of the 13.9% thdid notgraduate within 4 years

Non-Graduates, 2014-15
Earned a Special

____— Diploma, 5.8%

Earned a GED-Based
Diploma, 2.1%

Received a Certificate of

Completion, 18.4%

Enrolledin Adult
Education Before
Completingina High __—
School Diplomain High
School, 19.1%

"~ Dropout, 18.5%

StillEnrolled inHigh
School, 36.1%

Withdrewto a
Contracted Private

School, 0.8%

Earneda GED-Based . ———

Diploma, 2.0%

Receiveda Certificate of - e

Completion, 13.1%

Enrolledin Adult_—"
Education Before
Completingina High
School Diplomain High
School, 20.4%

Non-Graduates, 2017-18

Earned a Special
~__——Diploma, 0.1%

o Dropout, 25.5%

StillEnrolled in High
School, 38.0%

13



Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement
Measure 7(K-12) - High School GraduatioRate¢ Percent of students graduating with a standard diploma in 4 years

Disaggregation of Standard Diploma Graduates (within 4 years) by Graduation Code

Year Any student who Met the Graduation Student with Student with Other Graduation All Graduates
graduated from school Assessment Disabilities Who Met | Disabilities Who Options (e.g.,
and met all of the Requirement the Graduation met all of the ACCEL)
requirements to receive Through a Assessment requirements to
a standard diploma Concordant/Compar Requirement receive a standard
ative Score Through an diploma who
Assessment Waiver [deferred receipt of
the diplomato
remain eligible for
FAPE, per section
1003.4282(10)(c),
F.S.
# % of Graduates # % of # % of # % of # % of # % of
Graduates Graduates Graduates Graduates Graduates
2017-18 115,312 63.9% 49,666 27.5% 7,967 4.4% 1,909 1.1% 5,569 3.1% 180,423 100.0%
2016-17 120,293 71.6% 35,431 21.1% 6,912 4.1% 531 0.3% 4,875 2.9% 168,042 100.0%
2015-16 128,922 80.7% 19,865 12.4% 6,043 3.8% 118 0.1% 4,724 3.0% 159,672 100.0%
2014-15 131,738 84.6% 14,989 9.6% 5,360 3.4% 9 0.0% 3,618 2.3% 155,714 100.0%
2013-14 132,239 88.5% 11,117 7.4% 4,696 3.1% N/A N/A 1,345 0.9% 149,397 100.0%
Disaggregation of NeGraduates (within 4 years) by Withdrawal Code
Year Dropout Still Enrolled in Enrolled in Adult Received a Earned a GED-Based Withdrew to a Earned a Special All Non-Graduates
High School Education Before Certificate of Diploma Contracted Private Diploma
Completing in a High Completion School
School Diploma in
High School
# % of Non- # % of Non- # % of Non- # % of Non- # % of Non- # % of Non- # % of Non- # % of Non-
Graduates Graduates Graduates Graduates Graduates Graduates Graduates Graduates
2017-18 7,425 25.5% 11,064 38.0% 5,941 20.4% 3,819 13.1% 584 2.0% 242 0.8% 30 0.1% 29,124 100.0%
2016-17 8,159 22.6% 12,131 33.5% 6,634 18.3% 5,811 16.1% 720 2.0% 974 2.7% 1,714 4.7% 36,170 100.0%
2015-16 7,492 19.6% 13,801 36.1% 7,173 18.8% 6,799 17.8% 684 1.8% 2,244 5.9% 38,214 100.0%
2014-15 8,178 18.5% 15,978 36.1% 8,438 19.1% 8,144 18.4% 926 2.1% 2,563 5.8% 44,257 100.0%
2013-14 8,387 17.9% 16,532 35.3% 8,751 18.7% 9,003 19.2% 1,534 3.3% 2,588 5.5% 46,837 100.0%




Goal 1 Highest Student Achiemnent

Measure 8(K-12)- High School Graduation Rate Plg®ercent of high school graduates who have successfully completed one or more accelerated outcomes (passed an AP el mAICE
passed a dual enrollment course) or earned an industry certification

New Plang
Current Plan Using 201819 asBaseline

Baseline Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 2020

201415 201516 201617 201718 201819 Target | 2024 Target| 2024 Target| 2024 Target
- : .
é’rgjﬂ?d”ates with Acceleration 55% 55% 59% 61% 64% 73% 85% 90%
ig;?f“ates with Acceleration 85168 88503 99,979 110,291
# Graduates 155 714 159672 168,042 180,411

Red Target: Historical Growth Rate (based on growth from 261t 201718)
T 2% per year

Yellow Target: Double Historical Growth Rate, rounttethe nearestwhole number
1 4% per year

Green Target: 90%
T 4.83% per year

Note: A 1 percentage point inease equates to approximately 1,800 students, based on-2@1data
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Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement
Measure 9(K-12) - Successful Transition of EnglisAnguage LearneisPercent of English Language Learners achieving deadeand above performance and making learning gains on state
assessments by ELL service level and years in ESOL program

Percent of Students Achieving Gradevel Performance or Alse
Number off
Subject ELL Code 2014-15 | 201516 | 2016-17 | 201718 | 201820 | 2024 | 2024 | 2024 Students
Target Target Target Tested,
2018-19
English Language Art LP 38% 40% 38% 26% 35% 40% 45% 90% 195
English Language Art: LY 14% 15% 17% 17% 17% 20% 22% 90% 151,611
English Language Art LF 48% 45% 44% 52% 57% 69% 82% 90% 81,066
English Language Art: LZ 57% 58% 58% 59% 59% 62% 64% 90% 138,782
English Language Art: Not ELL 56% 56% 58% 58% 59% 64% 69% 90% 1,303,930
Mathematics LP 37% 45% 41% 38% 38% 39% 38% 90% 205
Mathematics LY 25% 27% 32% 31% 32% 40% 47% 90% 153,605
Mathematics LF 53% 50% 51% 58% 62% 74% 87% 90% 80,093
Mathematics LZ 51% 53% 57% 60% 59% 68% 79% 90% 125,020
Mathematics Not ELL 55% 56% 59% 60% 61% 68% 76% 90% 1,228,998
Science LP 34% 31% 42% 39% 41% 50% 56% 90% 68
Science LY 16% 16% 16% 17% 16% 21% 26% 90% 49,608
Science LF 42% 36% 41% 49% 53% 66% 78% 90% 27,415
Science LZ 58% 57% 58% 58% 59% 60% 59% 90% 61,167
Science Not ELL 59% 58% 58% 61% 60% 62% 65% 90% 480,879
Social Studies LP 42% 59% 52% 52% 53% 67% 83% 90% 34
Social Studies LY 21% 25% 26% 28% 29% 39% 49% 90% 27,745
Social Studies LF 51% 50% 55% 60% 60% 71% 80% 90% 13,745
Social Studies LZ 67% 68% 71% 71% 74% 82% 89% 90% 50,205
Social Studies Not ELL 69% 70% 72% 73% 74% 80% 84% 90% 307,314
Code Definitions
LP The student is in the'812" grade, tested fully English proficient on an Aural/Oral Test and is Limited English Proficient pe

the Reading and Writing assessment or the studentisi@®kd NI RS2 | ya 6 SNBR[ k¥ 3dzk 38 y{ dzKID
' fFy3dzZ- 38 20KSNJ GKFy 9y3afAakK aLkR1Sy Ay GGKS | A9SKE |y

LY The student is classified as limited English proficient and is enrolled or receiving services $ipaciieally designed to meet
the instructional needs of ELL students, regardless of instructional model/approach (48% of ELL4 ) 2018

LF The student is being followed up for a twear period after havingxited from the ESOL program 4&f ELLs 201819)

Lz The student is one for whom a twgear followup period has been completed after the student has exited the ESOL progra

This code also applies to John M. McKay Scholarship students who were formerly in an English Leaguageprogram(34%
of ELLs in 20189)
Not ELL| Not an ELLELLs made up 21% of the overall student population in-2818So this group is 79% of the populatjon

Red Target: Historical Growth Rate (based on growth from -AG1#% 201819). If negative historical growth, assume a 1% increase; Yellow Target: Double Historical Growth Rate, rounded to thehotaresnber; Green Target: 90%
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Percent of StudentMaking Learning Gains

Subject ELL Codf 2015-16 | 2016-17] 2017-18 | 2018-19 2024 2024 2024
Target | Target| Target
English Language Arts LP 64% 64% 50% 56% 61% 66% 90%
English Language Arts LY 43% 43% 46% 47% 54% 60% 90%
English Language Arts LF 48% 47% 52% 55% 67% 78% 90%
English Language Arts LZ 54% 55% 56% 55% 57% 58% 90%
English Language Arts| Not ELL} 52% 55% 55% 56% 63% 69% 90%
Mathematics LP 50% 57% 62% 50% 50% 50% 90%
Mathematics LY 45% 50% 50% 52% 64% 75% 90%
Mathematics LF 48% 52% 53% 59% 77% 96% 100%
Mathematics LZ 51% 55% 57% 56% 64% 73% 90%
Mathematics Not ELL] 53% 56% 57% 58% 66% 75% 90%

Code Definitions

LP The student is in the'812" grade, tested fully English proficient on an Aural/Oral Test and is Limited English Proficient pe
the Reading and Writing assessment or the student isi@'kgrade, answel@ a & S&é¢ 2y GKS 12YS [ |
I 1 y3dzZd 38 2G6KSNJ KFy 9y3fAaakK aLR1Sy Ay (GKS | A9SKE |y

LY The student is classified as limited English proficient and is enrolled or receivirgsédt are specifically designed to meet
the instructional needs of ELL students, regardless of instructional model/approach (48% of ELL4 ) 2018

LF The student is being followed up for a twear period after having exited from the ESOL prograrfio(@8ELLs in 201®)

Lz The student is one for whom a twgear followup period has been completed after the student has exited the ESOL prograr|
This code also applies to John M. McKay Scholarship students who were formerly in an English Languagerogaane(34%
of ELLs in 20189)

Not ELL| Not an ELL (ELLs made up 21% of the overall student population i12@®® this group is 79% of the populatjon

Red Target: Historical Growth Rate (based on growth from -AG1t#$ 201819). If negative historical growth, assume a 1% increase; Yellow Target: Double Historical Growth Rate, rounded to thehotaresnber; Green Target: 90%
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Percent of Studentsahieving Gradé.evel Performance or Above
ELLs Currently Receiving ESOL Services (LY) By Years in Program

Number of
Subject vearsin | 5514.15| 2015-16| 2016-17| 2017-18| 201819 2024 | 2024 | 2024 Students
Program Target Target Target Tested,
2018-19
English Language Arts| 0<1year 9% 9% 8% 9% 8% 13% 18% 90% 19,814
English Language Arts| 1<2years| 14% 16% 17% 15% 16% 19% 21% 90% 22,375
English Language Arts| 2<3years| 17% 18% 20% 18% 18% 19% 21% 90% 20,683
English Language Arts| 3-5years 19% 19% 26% 24% 23% 28% 33% 90% 50,212
English Language Arts| >5years 12% 12% 10% 11% 12% 12% 12% 90% 38,084
Mathematics 0<1year 23% 24% 24% 24% 24% 25% 27% 90% 21,436
Mathematics 1<2years| 28% 30% 34% 32% 33% 39% 46% 90% 23,069
Mathematics 2<3years 27% 30% 35% 34% 34% 43% 52% 90% 20,901
Mathematics 3-5years 29% 31% 41% 38% 38% 49% 61% 90% 49,900
Mathematics > 5years 21% 22% 23% 24% 26% 32% 39% 90% 37,810
Science 0<1year 13% 14% 13% 14% 12% 17% 22% 90% 6,604
Science 1<2years| 17% 18% 20% 18% 18% 19% 21% 90% 8,440
Science 2<3years 18% 19% 21% 20% 19% 20% 22% 90% 7,593
Science 3-5years 17% 17% 17% 18% 17% 17% 17% 90% 8,013
Science >5years 16% 15% 14% 16% 14% 19% 24% 90% 18,613
Social Studies 0<1year 19% 21% 21% 25% 22% 26% 30% 90% 4,977
Social Studies 1<2years| 22% 25% 27% 28% 29% 38% 47% 90% 5,155
Social Studies 2<3years 22% 27% 27% 30% 31% 42% 54% 90% 4,772
Social Studies 3-5years 21% 25% 28% 29% 31% 44% 56% 90% 5,128
Social Studies >5years 22% 26% 27% 30% 31% 42% 54% 90% 7,370

Red Target: Historical Growth Rate (based on growth from -2G1#$ 201819). If negative historical growth, assume a 1% increase; Yellow TaogéleMistorical Growth Rate, rounded to the nearest whole number; Green Target: 90%



Percent of Students Makingéarning Gains
ELLs Currently Receiving ESOL Services (LY) By Years in Program

Subject vearsin y15.16| 2016-17| 2017-18 | 2018-10 | 2924 | 2024 | 2024
Program Target | Target | Target

English Language Arfs <1 56% 55% 56% 50% 55% 60% 90%
English Language Arfs 1<2 55% 53% 55% 55% 60% 65% 90%
English Language Arfs 2<3 52% 47% 52% 51% 56% 61% 90%
English Language Arfs o K| p43% 45% 48% 49% 58% 69% 90%
English Language Arfs 5< 34% 36% 38% 39% 47% 54% 90%
Mathematics <1 61% 66% 67% 66% 75% 86% 90%
Mathematics 1<2 54% 59% 57% 61% 72% 86% 90%
Mathematics 2<3 48% 52% 52% 54% 64% 74% 90%
Mathematics 0 X| p45% 53% 51% 55% 70% 85% 90%
Mathematics 5< 39% 42% 42% 44% 52% 59% 90%

Red Target: Historical Growth Rate (based on growth from -AG1t# 201819). If negative historical growth, assume a 1% increase; Yellow Target: Double Historical Growth Rate, rounded to thehokaresnber; Green Target: 90%
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Percent of Studentéchieving Gradéevel Performance or Above
ELLs Currently Receiving ESOL Services (LY) By Years in Program and Grade Band

2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 Students Tested, 2018-19
Subject Years in K-5 6-8 9-12 K-5 6-8 9-12 K-5 6-8 9-12 K-5 6-8 9-12 K-5 6-8 9-12 K-5 6-8 9-12
Program % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
English Language Arts| 0<1year 12% 8% 7% 11% 9% 7% 9% 7% 6% 11% 8% 7% 10% 8% 7% 8,368 | 7,886 | 5,560
English Language Arts| 1<2years| 20% 12% 9% 21% 14% 10% 22% 15% 10% 22% 12% 9% 21% 13% 10% 9,908 8,948 5,979
English Language Arts| 2<3years| 24% 14% 10% 24% 17% 11% 29% 16% 10% 27% 14% 10% 26% 15% 10% 7,028 | 6,502 | 4,120
English Language Arts| 3-5years| 22% 13% 8% 20% 14% 9% 30% 13% 7% 28% 12% 8% 28% 13% 8% 38,699 | 6,907 | 4,574
English Language Arts| >5years| 15% 10% 7% 15% 11% 7% 11% 11% 6% 13% 10% 7% 16% 10% 7% 14,967 | 15,607 | 5,706
Mathematics 0<1year 24% 20% 26% 24% 22% 26% 26% 21% 25% 25% 23% 26% 25% 22% 26% 9,809 8,830 7,727
Mathematics 1<2years| 32% 26% 25% 37% 27% 25% 41% 30% 30% 38% 30% 28% 38% 30% 28% 9,970 | 9,035 6,512
Mathematics 2<3years| 32% 26% 23% 37% 28% 23% 45% 30% 27% 42% 29% 29% 41% 31% 27% 7,073 6,567 | 3,982
Mathematics 3-5years 32% 23% 18% 34% 23% 17% 46% 24% 22% 42% 25% 22% 43% 27% 22% 38,795 [ 6,963 4,161
Mathematics >5years| 25% 19% 15% 27% 19% 12% 28% 20% 17% 30% 20% 17% 32% 22% 16% 15,003 | 15,779 | 5,143
Science 0<1year 10% 9% 20% 9% 10% 24% 10% 8% 22% 11% 10% 25% 9% 8% 23% 3,111 2,861 | 2,447
Science 1<2years| 19% 11% 22% 18% 14% 23% 20% 13% 25% 19% 12% 23% 17% 11% 26% 3,083 2,992 | 3,331
Science 2<3years| 20% 11% 22% 20% 15% 23% 22% 14% 26% 21% 12% 26% 17% 12% 27% 2,214 | 2,211 | 2,093
Science 3-5years| 20% 11% 20% 22% 11% 19% 18% 11% 21% 20% 11% 23% 17% 10% 24% 1,924 | 2,349 | 2,241
Science >5years| 16% 9% 21% 17% 9% 18% 14% 9% 19% 17% 9% 21% 14% 9% 21% 9,184 | 3,617 | 2,524
Social Studies 0<1year 17% 22% 20% 22% 20% 23% 24% 27% 22% 23% 3,554 | 2,605
Social Studies 1<2years 24% 19% 28% 21% 32% 22% 30% 25% 32% 25% 2,931 | 2,783
Social Studies 2<3years 27% 17% 34% 20% 35% 19% 36% 24% 38% 22% 2,027 | 2,085
Social Studies 3-5years 25% 18% 31% 19% 34% 20% 36% 23% 37% 24% 2,248 | 2,171
Social Studies > 5 years 23% 21% 28% 22% 30% 21% 33% 23% 35% 25% 4,425 | 2,356
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Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement
Measure 10 (KL2 National Comparisons)Student Achievement on the National Assessment of Eatimnal Progress (NAER)Florida performance compared to the nation NAEP
(administered every other year to a representative sample of studen®pAL IS TO #1

NAEP Grade 4 Reading
Average Scale Scores: 2003-2019

280 ~ Florida and National Public
270 - Advanced
260 ~
o 250 -+
8
w» 240 - Proficient
2
8 230
(7]
L]
@ 220 - O__o___—o—o——o—-—o—-—O——O\o
o 220 221 221 221
é 210 216 217 220 220 219 Basic
200 -~
190 -~
180 T T T T T T T \ T
2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019
Florida =O—National Public
NOTE: The NAEP Reading scale ranges from Oto 500. Observed differences are not necessarily statistically significant.
2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 | 2013 | 2015| 2017 | 2019 2019 Results Summary

Florida| 218 | 219 | 224 | 226 | 225 | 227 | 227 | 228 | 225 @QnLlia O2YLN |mrLIia O2 YL
FL Rank Among Statd #32 | #28 | #21 | #10 | #13 | #8 | #10 | #5 | #6
National Public| 216 | 217 | 220 | 220 | 220 | 221 | 221 | 221 | 219 @mLIi O2YLJ NlmoLdia O2 YL

FL Comparedto Nl T 13) 13 13 13 13 13 13 13
m I AAIYATFAOIYy(Gte KAIKSNI @ I' ax3daya
NOTE: Calculations were performed using unrounded numbers.




NAEP Grade 4 Mathematics
Average Scale Scores: 2003-2019

300 1 Florida and National Public

290 -~

280 - Advanced
o 270 ~
g
& 260 -+
<
8 250 S Praficient
o
:‘,!P 240 -~
5 530 | o 237 239 239 240 241 240 239 240

220 -~

Basic
210 -~
200 T T T T T T T T T
2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019
Florida =0O~—National Public
NOTE: The NAEP Mathematics scale ranges from O to 500. Observed differences are not necessarily statistically significant.
2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 | 2013 | 2015| 2017 | 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida| 234 | 239 | 242 | 242 | 240 | 242 | 243 | 246 | 246 T O2YLJ} NBR mMHLIGA O2 YL
FL Rank Among Statq #32 | #25 | #21 | #23 | #30 | #27 | #18 #7 #4
National Public| 234 | 237 | 239 | 239 | 240 | 241 | 240 | 239 | 240 b M Lddmpared to 2017| myc LJG & O2 Y LI N
FL Comparedto Nl T 1y 1y 1 T T 1y 1y 1
b I AaAIYAFAOLIYyGEte KAIKSNI @ ' aA3yA

NOTE: Calculations were performed using unrounded numbers.
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NAEP Grade 8 Reading
Average Scale Scores: 2003-2019

330 Florida and National Public
Advanced

320

310
o 300 +
]
S 290 -
[}]
r_g 280 Proficient
[}]
%o 270 261 260 261 264 266 264
>
< 260 262 265 ve2

250

Basic
240 -
230 \ \ \ T T T T T T
2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019
Florida =O—National Public
NOTE: The NAEP Reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. Observed differences are not necessarily statistically significant.
2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 | 2013 | 2015| 2017 | 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida| 257 | 256 | 260 | 264 | 262 | 266 | 263 | 267 | 263 QolLJia O2YLJ | mclLlia O2YLX
FL Rank Among Statq #41 | #41 | #33 | #30 | #35 | #33 | #32 | #25 | #22
National Public| 261 | 260 | 261 | 262 | 264 | 266 | 264 | 265 | 262 QoLJia O2YLJ |1 O2YLJ NBR
FL Comparedto NI @ Q@ T T T T T T T

m I AAIYATAOFYGE &

KA3IKSNI @ ' aA3yA
NOTE: Calculations were performed using unrounded numbers.
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NAEP Grade 8 Mathematics
Average Scale Scores: 2003-2019

340 ~ Florida and National Public
Advanced
330 -
320
o 310 -
Q
w» 300 4 Proficient
E
3 2% 178 o0 282 283 284 581 282 g1
g" 280 - 276
@
3; 270 +
260 4 Basic
250 ~
240 T T T T T T T T T
2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019
Florida =0~—National Public
NOTE: The NAEP Mathematics scale ranges from 0 to 500. Observed differences are not necessarily statistically significant.
2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 | 2013 | 2015| 2017 | 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida| 271 | 274 | 277 | 279 | 278 | 281 | 275 | 279 | 279 | |1 comparedto2017 | T L& O2YLJ
FL Rank Among Statq #38 | #36 | #35 | #34 | #42 | #35 | #42 | #34 | #35
National Public| 276 | 278 | 280 | 282 | 283 | 284 | 281 | 282 | 281 @ m Lddmpared to 2017| rpp LIG & O2 Y LI
FL Compared to NI @ () Q@ () () Q@ Q@ Q@ T
m I AaAIYAFTAOlIyGte KAIKSNI @ ' aA3yA

NOTE: Calculations were performed usimgounded numbers.

24



Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement

Measure 11(K-12 National Comparisons)Closing the Achievement Gap on NAE&PIlorida performance on NAEP by subgroup, and contptargaps at the national level

NAEP Grade 4 Reading

Average Scale Score Dat&lorida (FL) and National Public (NP)

White-Black Gaps

2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida White| 229 228 232 233 235 236 235 239 233
Florida Blackl 198 203 208 211 209 212 213 212 211
FL WhiteBlack Gap 31 26 24 22 25 24 23 26 23 T O02YLJ} NBR <9pts compared to 2003
FL Gap Rank Among Stat| #31 #13 #17 #15 #26 #16 #15 #20 #7
NP White| 227 228 230 229 230 231 232 231 229
NP Black 197 199 203 204 205 205 206 205 203
NP WhiteBlack Gap 30 29 27 25 25 26 26 26 26 T compared to 2017 < 3pts compared to 2003
FL Gap Comparedto NP G| T T T T T T T T T
>=significantly larger<I’ aA3AyAFTAOLy Gt e avlftfSNJ T
NOTE: Calculations were performed using unrounded numbers.
White-Hispanic Gaps
2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida White| 229 228 232 233 235 236 235 239 233
Florida Hispaniq 211 215 218 223 220 225 224 225 221
FL WhiteHispanic Gag 18 13 14 10 15 11 11 14 12 T O2YLJ} NBR <6pts compared to 2003
FL Gap Rank Among Stat|  #9 #4 #4 #2 #9 #4 #3 #8 #4
NP White| 227 228 230 229 230 231 232 231 229
NP Hispaniq 199 201 204 204 205 207 208 208 208
NP WhiteHispanic Gag 28 26 26 25 24 24 24 23 21 <2pts compared to 2017 < 7pts compared to 2003
FL Gap Comparedto NP G| < < < < < < < < <

> = significantly larger<rl'

AAAYAFAOLIY (Tt @

NOTE: Calculations were performed using unrounded numbers.

avyltt SN

T
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Not SDSD Gaps

2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida Not SO 223 223 228 229 229 231 232 232 231
Florida SO 184 197 195 204 201 204 205 206 200
FL Not SEBD Gapg 39 26 32 26 28 27 26 27 31 T O02YLJ} NBR <8pts compared to 2003
FL Gap Rank Amorgjates| #33 #13 #23 #6 #3 #2 #1 #1 #2
National Public Not S 220 220 223 223 224 226 227 226 225
National Public SO 184 190 190 189 186 184 186 186 184
NP Not SESD Gag 35 31 33 34 38 42 40 40 42 > 2pts compared to 2017 > 6pts compared to 2003
FL Gap Comparedto NP G| T T T < < < < < <
>=significantly larger<I’ @A Iy AFAOFyGt & avyltf SN T
NOTE: Calculations were performed using unrounded numbers.
Not ELEELL Gaps
2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida Not ELL 220 221 225 227 227 230 230 232 228
Florida ELL 198 193 197 205 195 199 201 192 193
FL Not ELELL Gay] 22 28 28 22 33 31 29 40 35 T O2YLJ} NBR > 14pts compared to 2003
FL Gap Rank Among Stat| #6 #12 #18 #5 #18 #15 #14 #22 #33
National Public Not EL| 219 220 223 223 224 225 225 225 224
National Public EL| 186 187 188 188 188 187 189 189 191
NPNot ELLEELL Gay 33 33 35 35 35 38 37 37 33 <4pts compared to 2017 T compared to 2003
FL Gap Comparedto NP G| < T < < T < < T T

> = significantly larger<rl'

AAAYAFAOLIY (Tt @

NOTECalculations were performed using unrounded numbers.

avyltt SN

T
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Not NSLINSLP Gaps

2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida Not NSLF 231 230 234 236 239 242 239 243 238
Florida NSLRE 205 209 213 217 216 218 220 219 216
FL Not NSL-RSLP Gaj 26 21 21 19 23 24 19 23 22 7T O2YLI NBR |71 O2YLI NBR
FL Gap Rank Among Stat{ #31 #16 #14 #5 #13 #13 #2 #12 #7
National Public Not NSL| 229 230 232 232 234 236 237 236 235
National Public NSLI 201 203 205 206 207 207 209 208 207
NP Not NSLRISLP Gaj 28 27 27 26 27 29 28 28 28 T comparedto 2017 | T compared to 2003
FL Gap Comparedto NP G| T < < < < < < < <
>=significantly larger<I’ @A Iy AFAOFyGt & avyltf SN

NOTE: Calculations were performed using unrounded numbers.
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NAEP Grade 4 Mathematics

Average Scale Score Dat&lorida (FL) and National Public (NP)

White-Black Gaps

2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida White| 243 247 250 250 250 251 251 255 254
Florida Blackl 215 224 225 228 226 228 228 233 233
FL WhiteBlack Gap 28 23 25 22 23 23 23 22 21 O2 YLJ NB R | <7pts compared to 2003
FL Gap Rank Among Stat{ #29 #14 #22 #13 #19 #13 #18 #8 #10
NP White| 243 246 248 248 249 250 248 248 249
NP Black 216 220 222 222 224 224 224 223 224
NP WhiteBlack Gap 27 26 26 26 25 25 24 25 25 O2 YLI NB R | <2pts compared to 2003
FL Gap Comparedto NP G| T < T T T T T T <
>=significantly larger<I’ aA3AyAFTAOFy Gt e avlftfSNJ T
NOTE: Calculations were performed usingounded numbers.
White-Hispanic Gaps
2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida White| 243 247 250 250 250 251 251 255 254
Florida Hispanig 232 233 238 238 236 238 240 242 242
FL WhiteHispanic Gag 11 14 13 12 14 12 11 14 12 O2YLJI NBR|T1T O2YLJ} NBR
FL Gap Rank Among Stat| #2 #7 #4 #6 #12 #9 #7 #6 #5
NP White| 243 246 248 248 249 250 248 248 249
NP Hispaniq 221 225 227 227 229 230 230 229 231
NP WhiteHispanic Gag 21 21 21 21 20 20 18 19 18 O2 YLJ NB R | <3pts compared to 2003
FL Gap Comparedto NP G| < < < < < < < < <

> = significantly larger<T

AAIYATAOLyit e

NOTE: Calculations were performed using unrounded numbers.

avylrfft SN

T
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Not SDSD Gaps

2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida Not SO 238 241 245 244 243 244 245 249 250
Florida SO 214 227 223 230 223 226 228 230 229
FL Not SEBD Gapg 24 14 22 14 20 18 17 19 21 T O2YLJ}I NBR T O2YLJ} NBR
FL Gap Rank Among Stat| #27 #1 #23 #1 #5 #1 #1 #1 #1
National Public Not S 236 240 241 242 243 244 243 243 244
National Public SO 214 218 220 220 218 218 217 214 214
NP Not SESD Gap 22 21 21 21 25 26 26 29 30 T O02YLJ} NBR > 8pts compared to 2003
FL Gap Comparedto NP G| T < T < < < < < <
>=significantly larger<I’ aA3AyAFTAOFydte avlftfSNJ
NOTE: Calculations were performed using unrounded numbers.
Not ELEELL Gaps
2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida Not ELL] 235 240 243 243 242 244 245 248 248
Florida ELL 222 219 223 226 219 218 220 223 224
FL Not EL-ELL Gay 13 21 21 18 23 26 25 25 24 T O2YLJ} NBR > 11pts compared to 2003
FL Gap Rank Among Stat| #6 #15 #19 #13 #17 #21 #19 #13 #22
NP Not ELI 236 239 242 242 243 244 243 242 243
NP ELL 214 216 217 218 219 219 218 217 219
NP Not ELELL Gay 22 23 24 24 24 25 24 26 24 <2pts comparedto 2017l 1 O2 YLJ NBR
FL Gap Comparedto NP G| < T T < T T T T T

> = significantly larger<T

AAIYATFAOLI yife

NOTE: Calculations were performed using unrounded numbers.

avylff SN
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Not NSLINSLP Gaps

2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary

Florida Not NSLR 245 250 251 251 252 255 254 257 256
Florida NSLR 222 229 233 235 232 233 235 239 239

FL Not NS-RSLP Gaj 23 20 18 16 20 21 19 18 17 T O02YLJ} NBR <6pts compared to 2003
FL Gap Rank Among Stat| #40 #23 #16 #9 #20 #23 #14 #7 #3
NP Not NSLE 244 248 249 250 252 254 253 253 253
NP NSLR 222 225 227 228 229 230 229 228 229

NP Not NSLRISLP Gaj 23 22 22 22 23 24 24 25 24 T O02YLJ} NBR > 1pt comparedo 2003

FL Gap Comparedto NP G| T T < < < T < < <

> = significantly larger<rl'

AAAYAFAOLIYy (T @

NOTE: Calculations were performed using unrounded numbers.

avyltt SN

T
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NAEP Grade 8 Reading

Average Scale Score Dat&lorida (FL) and National Public (NP)

White-Black Gaps

2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida White| 268 265 268 272 270 274 272 274 273
Florida Blackl 239 238 244 250 248 254 251 254 248
FL WhiteBlack Gap 29 26 24 21 22 20 21 21 26 T O2YLI NBR (1 O2YLJI NBR
FL Gap Rank Among Stat{ #32 #22 #16 #11 #17 #6 #6 #8 #15
NP White| 270 269 270 271 272 275 273 274 271
NP Black 244 242 244 245 248 250 247 248 244
NP WhiteBlack Gap 27 27 26 26 25 25 26 25 27 > 2pts compared to 2017 T compared to 2003
FL Gap Comparedto NP G| T T T T T < < T T
>=significantly larger<I’ aA3AyAFTAOLydte avlftfSNJ
NOTE: Calculations were performed using unrounded numbers.
White-Hispanic Gaps
2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida White| 268 265 268 272 270 274 272 274 273
Florida Hispaniq 251 252 256 260 259 260 260 262 259
FL WhiteHispanic Gag 17 13 12 11 11 13 12 12 15 T O2YLJ} NBR T O2YLJ}I NBR i
FL Gap Rank Among Stat| #9 #2 #2 #6 #4 #13 #8 #11 #12
NP White| 270 269 270 271 272 275 273 274 271
NP Hispaniq 244 245 246 248 251 255 253 255 251
NP WhiteHispanic Gag 27 24 25 24 21 20 21 19 20 T compared to 2017 <7pts compared to 2003
FL Gap Compared to NP G| < < < < < < < < <
>=significantly larger<l’ 2 A Iy AFTAOlI yite avlitf SN

NOTE: Calculations were performed using unrounded numbers.
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Not SDSD Gaps

2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida Not SO 263 260 264 268 266 269 267 270 268
Florida SO 223 228 228 239 235 243 239 244 241
FL Not SEBD Gap 40 32 36 29 31 26 28 26 27 T O02YLJ} NBR <13pts compared to 2003
FL Gap Rankmong States #24 #5 #16 #6 #6 #2 #1 #1 #1
NP Not S 266 264 265 266 267 270 269 270 267
NP SD 224 226 226 229 230 231 229 231 228
NP Not SESD Gap 41 38 38 37 38 39 40 39 39 T compared to 2017 <2pts compared to 2003
FL GafComparedto NP Ga| T T T < < < < < <
>=significantly larger<I’ aA3AyAFTAOFydte avltf SNJ T
NOTE: Calculations were performed using unrounded numbers.
Not ELEELL Gaps
2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida Not ELL 259 257 261 265 264 268 265 269 266
Florida ELL 225 221 232 233 225 226 226 228 224
FL Not ELELL Gay] 34 36 28 32 39 41 39 41 42 T O2YLJ} NBR T O2YLJ}I NBR
FL Gap Rank Among Stat| #9 #10 #5 #5 #11 #16 #18 #11 #15
NP Not ELL 263 262 263 265 266 268 267 268 265
NP ELL 222 224 222 219 223 225 223 226 221
NP Not ELELL Gay 41 38 42 46 42 43 44 42 45 T compared to2017 T compared to 2003
FL Gap Comparedto NP G| T T < < T T T T T
>=significantly larger<I’ aA3AyAFTAOLy Gt e avltf SNJ T

NOTE: Calculations were performed using unrounded numbers.
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Not NSLINSLP Gaps

2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary

Florida Not NSLR 267 264 268 273 273 277 275 278 276
Florida NSLR 245 246 249 255 254 257 257 257 255

FL Not NSLRSLP Gaj 22 18 18 19 19 20 18 21 21 T O2YLI NBR (1 O2YLI NBR i
FL Gap Rank Among Stat| #28 #16 #14 #15 #13 #13 #7 #18 #14
NP Not NSLE 271 270 271 273 275 278 276 277 275
NP NSLR 246 247 247 249 251 254 253 253 249

NP Not NSLIRISLP Gaj 25 23 24 24 23 24 24 24 25 T compared to 2017 T compared to 2003
FL Gap Comparedto NP G| T < < < < < < T <
>=significantly larger<I’ @A Iy AFAOFyGt & avyltf SN T

NOTE: Calculations were performed usingounded numbers.
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NAEP Grade 8 Mathematics

Average Scale Score Dat&lorida (FL) and National Public (NF

White-Black Gaps

2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
FloridaWhite 286 286 289 289 287 291 285 291 289
Florida Blackl 249 251 259 264 258 264 258 262 259
FL WhiteBlack Gap 37 35 29 25 29 27 27 29 30 O2YLJI NBR|T1T O2YLJI NBR
FL Gap Rank Among Stat|  #28 #28 #22 #7 #21 #9 #9 #12 #16
NP White 287 288 290 292 293 293 291 292 291
NP Black 252 254 259 260 262 263 260 260 259
NP WhiteBlack Gap 35 33 31 32 31 30 31 33 32 O2 YLJ NBR | <3pts compared to 2003
FL Gap Comparedto NP G| T T < T T T T T
>=significantly larger<I’ aA3AyAFTAOLydte avlftfSNJ
NOTE: Calculations were performed using unrounded numbers.
White-Hispanic Gaps
2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida White 286 286 289 289 287 291 285 291 289
Florida Hispanig 264 265 270 274 274 274 272 273 276
FL WhiteHispanic Gag 22 21 18 15 14 17 13 17 14 O2 YLJ NB R | <8pts compared to 2003
FL Gap Rankmong States #9 #8 #6 #5 #5 #13 #4 #15 #6
NP White 287 288 290 292 293 293 291 292 291
NP Hispaniq 258 261 264 266 269 271 269 268 268
NP WhiteHispanic Gag 28 26 26 26 23 22 22 24 23 02 YLJ NB R | <5pts compared to 2003
FLGap Compared to NP Gg < < < < < < < < <

> = significantly larger<rl'

AAAYAFAOLIY (Tt @

NOTE: Calculations were performed using unrounded numbers.

avyltt SN
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Not SDSD Gaps

2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida Not SO 277 278 281 284 282 284 279 283 283
Florida SO 235 248 246 252 250 255 249 257 256
FL Not SEBD Gap 42 31 35 32 32 29 31 26 27 O2 YLJ NBR | <15pts compared to 2003
FL Gap Rank Among Stat| #35 #2 #18 #3 #6 #1 #1 #1 #1
NP Not SO 280 281 284 285 287 288 286 287 286
NP SD 242 244 246 249 249 248 246 246 247
NP Not SESD Gap 39 37 38 37 38 40 40 41 40 O2YLI NBR|T1T O2YLJI NBR
FL Gap Comparedto NP G| T < T T < < < < <
>=significantly larger<I’ aA3AyAFTAOFydte avlftfSNJ T
NOTE: Calculations were performed using unrounded numbers.
Not ELEELL Gaps
2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida Not ELL 273 276 279 281 279 283 277 281 281
Florida ELL 236 243 243 241 246 243 240 247 239
FL Not ELELL Gay 37 33 36 41 33 39 37 34 43 O2YLJ NBR|T1T O2YLJI NBR
FL Gap Rank Among Stat| #17 #13 #17 #17 #11 #14 #15 #Hi #18
NP Not ELl 278 280 282 284 285 286 284 284 284
NP ELL 241 244 245 243 244 245 246 245 243
NP Not ELELL Gay 37 35 38 41 41 40 38 39 41 O2 YLJ NB R | >4pts compared to 2003
FL Gap Comparedto NP G| T T T < T T T T
>=significantly larger<I’ aA3AyAFTAOLy Gt e avltf SNJ T

NOTE: Calculations were performed using unroundadbers.
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Not NSLINSLP Gaps

2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary

Florida Not NSLR 284 285 287 289 291 294 292 293 294
Florida NSLE 256 260 265 269 267 271 266 269 267

FL Not NSLRSLP Gaj 28 25 23 20 24 23 26 24 27 T O2YLI NBR|T O2YLI NBR
FL Gap Rank Among Stat|  #37 #32 #22 #8 #27 #12 #26 #11 #23
NP Not NSLE 287 288 291 293 295 297 296 297 296
NP NSLR 258 261 265 266 269 270 268 267 266

NP Not NSLIRISLP Gaj 28 27 26 27 26 27 28 30 30 1 O2 YL} NBR | >2pts compared to 2003
FL Gap Comparedto NP G| T T T < T < T < T
>=significantly larger<I’ aA3AyAFTAOFydte avlftfSNJ T

NOTECalculations were performed using unrounded numbers.
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Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement

Measure 12 (Choice National Comparison$tudent Achievement on NAEP, Students Attending Charter Schools Compared to Studesmiging Traditional Schoolg Floridaperformance

in the four assessed areas, charter vs. traditional, compared to the nation as well

Average Scale Score Dat&lorida (FL) and National Public (NP)

By Charter School Status

b AAIYATFTAOIYyGfe KAIKSNI @ I' aA3yAt
5 wSLRNIAYy3 aidlyRINRA
NOTE: Calculations were performed using unrounded numbers.
NAEP Grade 4 Reading, Charter
2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida Charter], 4 219 231 225 223 234 229 235 230 T O2YLI NBR | i
Florida NonCharter| 218 219 223 226 225 227 227 228 224 @Qnidia O2YLI Nmecllia O2YLN
FLCharter Compared to FL Nabharter 4 T T T T 1) T T T
2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
National Public Charte] 212 | 216 | 214 212 218 218 219 222 217 |1 O2YLI NBR {71 O2YLJ} NBR
National PublidNon-Charter| 217 | 217 | 220 220 220 221 221 221 220 | @mLJi O2YLI NEmolLlia O2YLN
NP Charter Compared to NP N@harter| T T Q@ Q@ T T T T T
2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida Charterj 4 219 | 231 225 223 234 229 235 230 | T O2YLJI NBR 4
National Public Charte] 212 | 216 | 214 212 218 218 219 222 217 |1 O2YLI NBR {1 O2YLJ NBR
FL Charter Compared to NP Charl 4 T N N T 1) 1) 1) 1)
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NAEP Grade Mathematics, Charter

2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida Charter] 4 239 247 236 238 245 244 250 247 T O02YLJ} NBR 4
Florida NonrCharter| 233 | 239 | 242 242 240 241 242 246 246 | T O2YLI NBR | mmoLdia O2YLJ
FL Charter Compared to FL NGharter 4 T T T T 1y T T T
2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
National Public Charte| 228 232 234 231 237 237 236 236 238 T O2YLI NBR | mplLia O2YLI )
National Public NorCharter| 234 237 239 239 240 241 240 239 240 mMLIG O2YLI N mpecLia O2 YL |
NP Charter Compared to NP N@harter| Q@ @ @ 0] 0] (0] (0] T T
2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida Charter, 4 239 | 247 236 238 245 244 250 247 |1 O2YLJ NBR 4
National Public Charte] 228 | 232 | 234 231 237 237 236 236 238 |1 O2YLJ NBR | mpLIia O2 YLI |
FL Charter Compared to NP Charl 4 T M T T N N N N
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NAEP Grade 8 Reading, Charter

2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 | 2013 | 2015 | 2017 | 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida Charter]  * 252 | 269 269 270 275 273 270 277 |1 O2YLI NBR {1 O2YLI} NBR
Florida NonCharter|  * 256 | 259 264 262 265 263 266 262 | @nllia O2YLIF NmclLlia O2YLI
FL Charter Compared to FL NGharter * T 13) T T 13) 13) T 13)
2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 | 2013 | 2015 | 2017 | 2019 2019 Results Summary
National Public Charte]  * 255 | 260 257 261 264 263 266 260 | @c LI a O2YLJl 1 O2YLI} NBR
National Public NorCharter| —* 260 | 261 262 264 266 264 265 262 | @QolLia O2YLI NmuLia O2YLX
NP Charter Compared to NP N@harter * Q@ T T T T T T T
2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 | 2013 | 2015 | 2017 | 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida Charter]  * 252 | 269 269 270 275 273 270 277 |1 O2YLI NBR {1 O2YLJ}I NBR
National Public Charte| ~ * 255 | 260 257 261 264 263 266 260 | @c LJi a O2YLIl 1 O2YLI NBR
FL Charter Compared to NP Char{ * T 1y N T 1y 1y T 1y
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NAEP Grade 8 Mathematics, Charter

2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida Charter]  * 266 | 275 282 283 288 288 280 287 O2YLI NBR |7 O2YLJ NBR
Florida NonCharter| * 274 | 277 279 278 280 274 279 278 O2YLJI NBR [T O2YLJ NBR
FL Charter Compared to FL NGharter * T T T T T T T T
2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
National Public Charte]  * 268 | 273 275 281 281 279 282 277 O2YLI NBR | mpLIia O2YLJ
National Public NorCharter|  * 278 | 280 282 283 284 281 282 281 O2YLI NBR | mnLlia O2YLJ
NP Charter Compared tdP NonCharter * (] (] (] T T T T (]
2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2019 Results Summary
Florida Charter]  * 266 | 275 282 283 288 288 280 287 O2YLJI NBR [T O2YLJ NBR
National Public Charte| ~ * 268 | 273 275 281 281 279 282 277 O2YLI NBR | mpLIia O2YLJ
FL Charter Compared to NP Char{ * T T T T T T T 1y
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Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement

Measure 13 (K12 School Improvement)Reducing the Percent of LeRerforming Schoolg Percent ofD and F schools
a. All Schools

b. Title | Schools

All Graded Schools

Percent of Schools by Schoo| Baseline| Year1 | Year2 | Year3 | 2020 [ Old2020| 2024 2024 2024
Grade 201516 | 201617 | 201718 | 201819 | Target Target Target | Target | Target
% A 23% 30% 31% 35%
% B 23% 27% 26% 27%
% C 39% 35% 36% 32%
% D 12% 7% 6% 5%
% F 3% 1% 1% 0%
% of D and F Schools 15% 8% 7% 5% 5% 7.5% 0% 0% 0%
All Graded Title | Schools
Number of Schools by Schoo| Baseline[ Year1 | Year2 | Year3 | 2024 2024 2024
Grade 201516 | 201617 | 201718 | 201819 | Target Target Target
% A 7% 12% 12% 16%
% B 17% 25% 24% 30%
% C 51% 50% 52% 46%
% D 20% 11% 10% 7%
% F 5% 2% 1% 1%
% of D and F Schools 25% 13% 11% 8% 0% 0% 0%

Goal is to have the distribution of A, B, C, D, ancckaols among Title | schoofeatch the distribution among all school$’rogress has been made in matching that distribution among D and
F schools. For example, in 2016, 25% of Title | schools were D or F, and 15% of all schools were D or F (a gap of 10 points). Howevelr9 p§%2adi8ritle | schools were D or F, &#glof

all schools were D or F (a gap of 3 poirg)jl, much work remains among A and B schools (62% of all schools are A or B; 46% of Title | schools are A or B (a g&g))of 16 poin

Longterm goal is always to have 0% D and F schobisspite thisthere must also be a goal to raise the bar for school grades periodically, so that bold incentives are in place to dnvee impr
student performance. When that bar is raised, there will be a rise in D and F sdhat@s history has demonstrated, sche@ldjust and meet those challenges resulting in higher performance.
Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement
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Measure 14(K-12 School Improvement)Increasing the Percent of Schools that Earned a D or F for Multiple Years Improving to Higherg Percent ofD and Fschools in turnaround that

improve to a C ohigher

D and F Schools in School Turnaround

Status 201617 | 201718 | 201819
Earned an F in' the Prior Schgol Year or Earned a D in the Prig 275 132 38
School Year with a D or F Prior to That
Improved to a C or Higher 159 71 55
EarnedaDorF 97 53 27
Opted for a School Improvement Rating for Alternative School 6 3 2
Was Not Graded 11 1 2
Closed 2 4 2

Status 201617 | 201718 | 201819
Earned an F in_ the Prior Schgol Year or Earned a D in the Prig 275 132 38
School Year with a D or F Prior to That
Improved to a C or Higher 58% 54% 63%
EarnedaDorF 35% 40% 31%
Opted for a School Improvement Rating for Alternative School 2% 2% 2%
Was Not Graded 4% 1% 2%
Closed 1% 3% 2%
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First Time D Schools

Status 201617 | 201718 | 201819
5:;12%; Itjoi?hgle Prior School Year and was nota D or F in tf 127 79 106
Improved to a C or Higher 99 59 85
EarnedaDor F 28 19 21
Opted for a School Improvement Rating for Alternative School 0 1 0
Was Not Graded 0 0 0
Closed 0 0 0

Status 201617 | 201718 | 201819
Esarlrrwleocrii; I:E)oi?hgle Prior School Year and was not a D or F in tf 127 79 106
Improved to aC or Higher 78% 75% 80%
Earneda D or F 22% 24% 20%
Opted for a School Improvement Rating for Alternative School 0% 1% 0%
Was Not Graded 0% 0% 0%
Closed 0% 0% 0%
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Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement
Measure 15K-12 School Improvement) Continual Improvement in School PerformangeNumber and Percent of Schools that Demonstrate Improvement in the Percentage of School Grades

Points Earned, as measured by any of the following:

Based on 20189 School Gradg8,324 graded schools; 1,964 graded Title | schools)

School Grade Improvement/Performance Tiel Total Total Title | Title | Non-Tl | Nor-Tl
P Schools | Teachers | Schools| Teachers| Schools| Teachers
—— 5 -
T|e_r 1: Schools that got 8_500%) of p(_)ssmle 760 31.833 493 20,361 067 11,472
points and School¢hat gained 6+ points
Tier 2: Schools that gained3 points 550 28,043 306 14,257 244 13,786
Tier 3: Schools that gained-2 points 504 29,626 254 13,391 250 16,235
Total Across All Tiers 1814 89,502 1053| 48,009 761 41,493

1 55% of graded schools met at least one of the improvement/performance thresholds
1 54% of Title | graded schools met at least one of the improvement/performance thresholds
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Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement
Measure 16(K-12 School Improvement) Improving the Performance of the LowedRerforming Title | Schools Number and percent of Title | schools that are no longer in the bottom 5% of
schools year over year

All Title |
Schools,| Schools,
201819 | 201819
Schoolsn the Bottom 5% Based on School Grade Percentage of Poi| 208 189
Schools in the Bottom 5% 1 out of 5 years 82 71
Schools in the Bottom 5% 2 out of 5 years 71 65
Schools in the Bottom 5% 3 out of 5 years 28 27
Schools in the Bottom 5% 4 out of&ars 25 24
Schools in the Bottom 5% 5 out of 5 years 2 2

List of schools available
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Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement
Measure 17(K-12 School Improvement) Reducing the Number of Schools Identified for Targeted Suppod &mprovement (TS&I) Due tbow-Performing Subgroupg Number and percent

of TS&l schools

Longterm goal is always to have 0% D and F schoblswever, there must also be a goal to raise the bar for school grades periodically, so that bold incentives are inlgNacienoroved
student performance. When that bar is raised, there will besa i D and F schoolsutas history has demonstrated, schools adjust and meet those challenges resulting in higher performance.

Year2 | Year3 2024 2024 2024
201718 | 201819 | Target | Target | Target
% CS&l 15% 13% 0%
% TS&l 54% 48% 0%
# CS&l 552 474
# TS&I 1956 1774
# of Schools 3646 | 3659 |
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Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement
Measure 18Reading - Ensure Students Who Are Retained in Third Grade Due to Low Reading Scores Receive the Support Needed to Succeed in Stdmequ@mnpare the
subsequent ELA performance of students who were retained in third grade after scoring a Level 1 on Grdele/3tb$#ose students who scored Level 1 yet were promoted

Percent Scoring Level 3 and Above

Percent Scoring Level 2 and Above

12.0% 45.0%
9% " 38.5% 39.4%
10.0% 9.3% 9.1% — 59% 40.0% S5:0% 35.2% 354
. 35.0%
8.0% 7.3% 30.0% 27.8%
O,
6% 6.2% 25.0%
’ 20.0%
4.0% 15.0%
5% 10.0%
’ 5.0%
0.0% 0.0%
Grade 4 FSAELA Grade 5 FSAELA Grade 6 FSAELA Grade4 FSAELA Grade 5 FSAELA Grade 6 FSAELA
m Scored Level 1 on Grade 3 FSA ELA in 2014-15, Retained ®m Scored Level 1 on Grade 3 FSA ELA in 2014-15, Retained
B Scored Level 1 on Grade 3 FSA ELA in 2014-15, Promoted B Scored Level 1 on Grade 3 FSA ELA in 2014-15, Promoted
Percent Scoring Level 3 and Above Percent Scoring Level 2 and Above
16.0% 60.0%
A% 13.6% 13.1% <00 48.6% 48.7%
12.0%
37.1%
40.0%
10.0% 8.1% 31.0%
8.0% 6.6% 30.0%
5.0% 20.0%
4.0%
2.0% 10.0%
0.0% 0.0%
Grade 4 FSAELA Grade 5 FSAELA Grade 4 FSAELA Grade 5 FSAELA

m Scored Level 1 on Grade 3 FSA ELA in 2015-16, Retained

B Scored Level 1 on Grade 3 FSA ELA in 2015-16, Promoted

® Scored Level 1 on Grade 3 FSA ELA in 2015-16, Retained

H Scored Level 1 on Grade 3 FSA ELA in 2015-16, Promoted
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Percent Scoring Level 3 and Above Percent Scoring Level 2 and Above

18.0% 16.3% 60.0%
16.0%
14.0%
12.0%
10.0%
8.0%
6.0%
4.0%
2.0%
0.0%

52.3%

. !

50.0%
40.0%

30.0%

6.4%

20.0%

10.0%

0.0%

Grade 4 FSAELA Grade 4 FSAELA
® Scored Level 1 on Grade 3 FSA ELA in 2016-17, Retained ®m Scored Level 1 on Grade 3 FSA ELA in 2016-17, Retained
® Scored Level 1 on Grade 3 FSA ELA in 2016-17, Promoted ® Scored Level 1 on Grade 3 FSA ELA in 2016-17, Promoted

Retained students who scored Level 1 on the Grade 3 FSA ELA outperform promoted students who scored Level 1 on the GrafleA3i-Subsequent grade levelhe advantage appears

to decrease over time, however it is still there in subsequent grades. The advantage is least pronounced for-ttfe @iHatt of students. That cohort is the first cohort of students who took

the FSA, and as with all first year administrations of a new assggsnew student expectations (cut scores) had not yet been set when students received their scores in the summer of 2015.
Therefore fewer lowerperforming students were retained following the Spring 2015 assessments compared to subsequent years. ¥B%é¢refstudents who scored Level 1 were retained
following the administration of the Spring 2016 and Spring 2017 Grade 3 FSA ELA, only 18% of students who scoredhee@Glatie t-SA ELA in Spring 2015 were retained. Therefore, the
promoted studensin the 201415 cohort likely includes a group of studetitat should have been retainegicontributing to the more narrow advantage found for retained students in the
201415 cohort compared to the succeeding cohorts.

Notes:

Cohorts only includstudents with the following grade progressiofshading indicates comparisons)
201415 Cohort

201718 201819
In Grade 5| In Grade 6
In Grade 5| In Grade 6| In Grade 7

201415 201516

Scored Level 1 on Grade 3 FSA ELA, Retai In Grade 3| In Grade 3
Scored Level 1 oBrade 3 FSA ELA, Promot{ In Grade 3
201516 Cohort

201617

201819
In Grade 5
In Grade 5| In Grade 6

201516 201617
Scored Level 1 on Grade 3 FSA ELA, Retail In Grade 3| In Grade 3
Scored Level 1 on Grade 3 FSA Ptgmoted | In Grade 3

201617 Cohort

201617 201718
Scored Level 1 on Grade 3 FSA ELA, Retail In Grade 3| In Grade 3
Scored Level 1 on Grade 3 FSA ELA, Prom In Grade 3

201819

|
| In Grade 5|
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Goall Highest Student Achievement
Measure 19Reading ¢ Reading Scholarships

201819 School Year Reading Eligibility v. Participation

Level 1 Level 1 Level 2

Participating Percent

District Name SlElels Participating L2 2 Bl Participating SIS SR Student Count Participating SEelEIE S
Student Student Count Count Total Funds Issued
Count Student Count Student Count

Franklin 52 13 66 11 118 24 20.34%| $ 12,000.00
Columbia 247 28 451 76 698 104 14.90%| $ 52,000.00
Lafayette 31 9 46 2 77 11 14.29% $ 5,500.00
FSU Lab School 23 4 50 8 73 10 13.70%| $ 5,000.00
FAU Lab School 28 3 94 11 122 14 11.48%| $ 7,000.00
Orange 7888 805 7096 685 14,984 1,490 9.94%| $ 745,000.00
FAMU Lab School 17 1 37 4 54 5 9.26%| $ 2,500.00
St. Johns 435 27 989 94 1,424 121 8.50%| $ 60,500.00
FSDB 42 4 8 0 50 4 8.00%| $ 2,000.00
Clay 708 44 1180 104 1,888 148 7.84%| $ 74,000.00
Seminole 1505 100 2141 162 3,646 262 7.19%| $ 131,000.00
Gilchrist 41 3 98 6 139 9 6.47%| $ 4,500.00
UF Lab School 8 1 23 1 31 2 6.45%| $ 1,000.00
Sarasota 801 44 1332 88 2,133 132 6.19%| $ 66,000.00
Okeechobee 238 20 275 9 513 29 5.65%| $ 14,500.00
Flagler 316 18 459 25 775 43 5.55%| $ 21,500.00
Charlotte 365 17 542 33 907 50 5.51%| $ 25,000.00
Martin 506 28 679 36 1,185 64 5.40%| $ 32,000.00
Highlands 514 27 573 31 1,087 58 5.34%| $ 29,000.00
Indian River 532 23 660 40 1,192 63 5.29%| $ 31,500.00
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201819 School Year Reading EligibilityRarticipation

Level 1

- Eligible LEVEL Level 2 Eligible| __-€Vel 2 Eligible Student . atcipating FECE Sdolarship
District Name Participating Participating Student Count Participating
Student Student Count Count Total Funds Issued
Student Count Student Count
Calhoun 47 2 87 5 134 7 5.22%| $ 3,500.00
Collier 1097 35 1810 87 2,907 122 4.20%| $ 61,000.00
Marion 2219 70 1640 83 3,859 153 3.96%| $ 76,500.00
Broward 8010 289 9235 370 17,245 659 3.82%| $ 329,500.00
Manatee 2113 70 1883 81 3,996 151 3.78%| $ 75,500.00
Pasco 2260 81 2806 109 5,066 190 3.75%| $ 95,000.00
Leon 957 31 1209 49 2,166 80 3.69%| $ 40,000.00
Lake 1136 43 1580 56 2,716 99 3.65%| $ 49,500.00
Liberty 35 1 53 2 88 3 3.41%| $ 1,500.00
Nassau 145 2 330 14 475 16 3.37%| $ 8,000.00
Madison 111 5 99 2 210 7 3.33%| $ 3,500.00
Baker 141 6 167 4 308 10 3.25%| $ 5,000.00
Suwannee 221 7 242 8 463 15 3.24%| $ 7,500.00
Bay 930 24 1084 39 2,014 63 3.13%| $ 31,500.00
Walton 200 7 340 9 540 16 2.96%| $ 8,000.00
Hernando 590 19 829 19 1,419 38 2.68%| $ 19,000.00
Jefferson 41 1 36 1 77 2 2.60%| $ 1,000.00
Bradford 99 3 163 3 262 6 2.29%| $ 3,000
Monroe 155 3 294 7 449 10 2.23%| $ 5,000
Escambia 1459 29 1668 29 3,127 58 1.85% $ 29,000
Citrus 381 11 543 6 924 17 1.84%| $ 8,500
FLVS 107 2 112 2 219 4 1.83%| $ 2,000
Alachua 1067 17 1032 19 2,099 36 1.72%| $ 18,000
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District Name

Level 1
Eligible
Student

201819 School Year Readirfgligibility v. Participation

Level 1
Participating
Student Count

Level 2 Eligible
Student Count

Participating
Student Count

Eligible Student
Count Total

Participating
Student Count

Percent
Participating

Scholarship
Funds Issued

Hillsborough 7806 130 8330 146 16,136 276 1.71%| $ 138,000
Holmes 102 3 132 1 234 4 1.71%| $ 2,000
Polk 3861 55 4283 72 8,144 127 1.56% $ 63,500
Dade 9991 127 11105 174 21,096 301 1.43%| $ 150,500
Brevard 1847 23 2461 37 4,308 60 1.39% $ 30,000
Okaloosa 695 12 1095 12 1,790 24 1.34% $ 12,000
St. Lucie 1573 15 1734 27 3,307 42 1.27%| $ 21,000
Palm Beach 6067 75 6887 86 12,954 161 1.24% $ 80,500
Pinellas 3532 36 3828 53 7,360 89 1.21% $ 44,500
Washington 67 2 120 0 187 2 1.07%| $ 1,000
Putnam 619 1 472 8 1,091 9 0.82%| $ 4,500
Sumter 165 1 245 2 410 3 0.73%| $ 1,500
Oscela 2658 20 2361 11 5,019 31 0.62%| $ 15,500
Gulf 72 1 91 0 163 1 0.61%| $ 500
Levy 245 2 247 1 492 3 0.61%| $ 1,500
Volusia 2084 17 2344 10 4,428 27 0.61%| $ 13,500
Hardee 120 2 268 0 388 2 0.52%| $ 1,000
Hendry 278 0 349 3 627 3 0.48%| $ 1,500
Taylor 91 1 139 0 230 1 0.43%| $ 500
Duval 5595 32 5178 13 10,773 45 0.42%| $ 22,500
Gadsden 258 2 276 0 534 2 0.37%| $ 1,000
Desoto 297 1 258 1 555 2 0.36%| $ 1,000
Wakulla 112 1 167 0 279 1 0.36%| $ 500
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201819 School Year Reading Eligibility v. Participation

Level 1

- Eligible LEVEL Level 2 Eligible| __-€Vel 2 Eligible Student . atcipating FECE Scholarship
District Name Participating Participating Student Count Participating
Student Student Count Count Total Funds Issued
Student Count StudentCount
Santa Rosa 493 4 921 1 1,414 5 0.35%| $ 2,500
Jackson 104 0 217 1 321 1 0.31%| $ 500
Lee 2903 1 3688 9 6,591 10 0.15%| $ 5,000
Dixie 54 0 94 0 148 0 0.00%| $ -
Glades 47 0 93 0 140 0 0.00%| $ -
Hamilton 72 0 81 0 153 0 0.00%| $ -
Union 27 0 97 0 124 0 0.00%| $ -
Total 191,255 5,637 2.95%| $ 2,818,500
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201920 School Year Reading Eligibility v.

Participation

Total Applied or

District # of Grade 3 # of Grade 3 # of Grade 4 # of Grade 4 Eligible Student Participating as of _P_erc_ent

(Level 1) 2019 (Level 2) 2019 (Level 1) 2019 (Level 2) 2019 Count Total 10/30/19 Participating Total
Columbia 86 187 95 203 571 81 14.19%
Clay 283 578 400 580 1,841 170 9.23%
Brevard 785 1,113 885 1,198 3,981 267 6.71%
Nassau 58 161 87 201 507 34 6.71%
St. Johns 189 479 226 464 1,358 88 6.48%
Suwannee 101 101 104 133 439 26 5.92%
Martin 314 335 239 316 1,204 61 5.07%
Okaloosa 307 530 285 515 1,637 79 4.83%
Marion 1,111 863 838 808 3,620 174 4.81%
Baker 21 68 104 100 293 14 4.78%
Leon 485 521 533 575 2,114 95 4.49%
Alachua 490 522 509 476 1,997 81 4.06%
Sarasota 327 623 414 620 1,984 78 3.93%
Highlands 202 251 231 256 940 36 3.83%
Broward 3,731 4,404 3,471 4,107 15,713 551 3.51%
Pasco 1,054 1,333 927 1,309 4,623 153 3.31%
Charlotte 102 205 192 265 764 25 3.27%
Lee 1,395 1,690 1,339 1,770 6,194 188 3.04%
Okeechobee 81 117 95 172 465 14 3.01%
Flagler 102 186 165 217 670 20 2.99%
Liberty 10 25 15 18 68 2 2.94%
Manatee 959 977 745 862 3,543 103 2.91%
Indian River 227 329 198 290 1,044 30 2.87%
Hernando 327 428 236 416 1,407 33 2.35%
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201920 School Year Reading Eligibility v. Participation

Total Applied or

District # of Grade 3 # of Grade 3 # of Grade 4 # of Grade 4 Eligible Student Participating as of _P_erc_ent

(Level 1) 2019 (Level 2) 2019 (Level 1) 2019 (Level 2) 2019 Count Total 10/30/19 Participating Total
Orange 3,874 3,553 3,290 3,396 14,113 330 2.34%
Union 10 40 8 29 87 2 2.30%
Seminole 637 977 677 1,020 3,311 76 2.30%
Hillsborough 4,371 4,072 3,604 3,984 16,031 352 2.20%
Walton 109 172 101 173 555 12 2.16%
Lake 606 734 548 791 2,679 54 2.02%
Polk 1,925 2,116 1,897 2,174 8,112 149 1.84%
Desoto 167 147 117 119 550 10 1.82%
Escambia 640 796 629 848 2,913 52 1.79%
Putnam 258 232 213 251 954 17 1.78%
Dade 4,940 5,511 4,152 5,307 19,910 322 1.62%
St. Lucie 822 781 629 800 3,032 49 1.62%
Gulf 29 33 31 37 130 2 1.54%
Lafayette 13 18 17 20 68 1 1.47%
Palm Beach 3,293 3,506 2,278 3,120 12,197 177 1.45%
Bay 295 420 334 468 1,517 22 1.45%
Holmes 39 67 50 58 214 3 1.40%
Duval 2,647 2,554 2,499 2,477 10,177 139 1.37%
Hamilton 46 25 37 43 151 2 1.32%
Wakulla 41 71 48 74 234 3 1.28%
Santa Rosa 199 382 237 452 1,270 16 1.26%
Collier 583 763 654 837 2,837 35 1.23%
Pinellas 1,437 1,823 1,470 1,779 6,509 80 1.23%
Jefferson 15 18 30 20 83 1 1.20%
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201920 School Year Reading Eligibility v. Participation

Total Applied or

District # of Grade 3 # of Grade 3 # of Grade 4 # of Grade 4 Eligible Student Participating as of _P_erc_ent

(Level 1) 2019 (Level 2) 2019 (Level 1) 2019 (Level 2) 2019 Count Total 10/30/19 Participating Total
Oscela 1,264 1,143 1,275 1,208 4,890 58 1.19%
Citrus 161 278 209 303 951 10 1.05%
Gadsden 108 148 103 142 501 5 1.00%
Monroe 80 107 89 165 441 4 0.91%
Volusia 884 1,113 1,033 1,185 4,215 38 0.90%
Gilchrist 22 34 21 47 124 1 0.81%
Dixie 23 42 22 50 137 1 0.73%
Glades 23 35 36 48 142 1 0.70%
Hendry 133 150 142 157 582 4 0.69%
Taylor 32 48 40 61 181 1 0.55%
Levy 111 109 81 120 421 2 0.48%
Sumter 81 138 92 164 475 2 0.42%
Jackson 64 113 76 97 350 1 0.29%
Bradford 19 70 55 76 220 0 0.00%
Calhoun 20 32 22 43 117 0 0.00%
Franklin 36 19 32 35 122 0 0.00%
Hardee 54 117 43 123 337 0 0.00%
Madison 48 74 55 49 226 0 0.00%
Washington 30 72 26 58 186 0 0.00%
Total 179,229 4,437 2.48%
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Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement

Measure 20 (Postsecondarg)Postsecondary Completion RatePercent of students completing a postsecondary degree or certification within 150% of program time by sector:

a. Florida College System (degrees ardificates)
b. District Postsecondary (technical centers) (certificates)

Baseline Yearl Year 2 Year 3 Year4 Year5 2020 2024 2024 2024
2013-14 | 2014-15 | 2015-16 | 2016-17 | 2017-18 | 2018-19 Target Target Target Target
(2011-12| (2012-13 | (2013-14| (2014-15| (2015-16 |(2016-17 (2017-18| (2021-22 | (2021-22 | (2021-22
enrollees)| enrollees)| enrollees)| enrollees)| enrollees)|enrollees) | enrollees)| enrollees)| enrollees)| enrollees)

'(:1'23;"’)1 College Syste) ) 60 | 37.000 | 365% | 38.1% | 40.0% 45.0% | 481% | 56.2% 75%

0
District Postsecondany 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(150%) 57.3% 60.8% 62.0% 62.4% 67.7% 62.0% 83.3% 98.9% 100%

Red Target: Historical Growth Rate (based on growth from -2@1® 201718)

1 FCS: 1.35% per year
9 District Postsecondary: 2.6% per year
Yellow Target: Double Historical Growth &abunded to the nearest whole number
1 FCS: 3% per year
9 District Postsecondary: 5% per year

Green Target:
1 FCS: 75%

9 District Postsecondary: 100%
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Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement

Measure21 (Conditions of Safe and Healthy Schaatdmproving theMental Health Personnel to Student RatipRatio ofschool ounselors/social workers/school psychologists to students

201415 201516 201617 201718 201819
Student Enroliment 756,944 | 2792234 | 2817076 | 2,833,115 | 2,846,857
# of School Counse®r

5,645 5,778 5,871 5,948 6,174
Ratio of School Counsetdp Studens 488 483 480 476 461
# of Social Workers

1,063 1,104 1,149 1,192 1,414
Ratio of Social Workers to Studsent 2594 2,529 2,452 2377 2013
# of School Psychologist

1,413 1,409 1,416 1,438 1,452
Ratio of School Psychologish Studens 1,951 1,082 1,989 1,970 1,961
# of Combined Mental Health Staff

8,121 8,291 8,436 8,578 9,040
Ratio of Combined Mental Health Staff to
Studens 339 337 334 330 315
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Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement

Measure 22 (Conditions of Safe and Healthy Schoglishproving the Engagement of StudengsPercent of students chronically absent (more the 10% of the year; more than 21 days)

Absent 21 or More Days

Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5
201314 201415 201516 201617 2017-18
% of Students Absent 21
Days or Over 9.61% 9.77% 10.10%| 10.23% 11.31%
# of Students Absent 21
Days or Over 292,146 303,913 318,787| 324,879 360,722
Total Enrollment 3,040,436( 3,111,840| 3,157,431 3,176,306| 3,190,598
Absent 10%r More Days
Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5
201314 201415 201516 201617 2017-18
% of Students Absent 10%
more Days 18.3%| 18.6% 20.4%
# of Students Absent 10% o
more Days 569,218| 581,650 640,463
Total Enrollment 3,110,214} 3,127,805| 3,147,035
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Attendance Rates by Distridtt{p://fldoe.org/core/fileparse.php/7584/urlt/1718ABS21Days10Comparison)xIsx

# of # of % of
Students % of Students  # of Students  Students
# ofStudents  Absent21  Students | Enrolled 10 Absent 10% Absent 10%
District Enrolled 21 or or More  Absent 21 or| or More or More or More

# District Name More Days Days More Days Days Days Days
00 FLORIDA 3,190,598 360,722 11.3% 3,147,035 640,463 20.4%
01 ALACHUA 33,207 3,906 11.8% 32,789 6,652 20.3%
02 BAKER 5,411 753 13.9% 5,387 1,283 23.8%
03 BAY 32,363 5,520 17.1% 31,977 9,657 30.2%
04 BRADFORD 3,728 816 21.9% 3,670 1,309 35.7%
05 BREVARD 81,834 5,831 7.1% 80,835 11,955 14.8%
06 BROWARD 300,874 33,728 11.2% 296,632 56,840 19.2%
07 CALHOUN 2,462 606 24.6% 2,441 903 37.0%
08 CHARLOTTE 17,932 1,877 10.5% 17,754 3,433 19.3%
09 CITRUS 17,839 2,333 13.1% 17,643 4,336 24.6%
10 CLAY 41,607 5,142 12.4% 41,385 9,136 22.1%
11 COLLIER 51,432 2,938 5.7% 50,881 6,016 11.8%
12 COLUMBIA 11,435 1,654 14.5% 11,309 2,889 25.5%
13 MIAMI-DADE 391,554 41,744 10.7% 385,857 72,661 18.8%
14 DESOTO 5,595 818 14.6% 5,564 1,374 24.7%
15 DIXIE 2,402 451 18.8% 2,396 762 31.8%
16 DUVAL 148,037 24,831 16.8% 146,118 41,736 28.6%
17 ESCAMBIA 46,736 5,947 12.7% 46,101 11,092 24.1%
18 FLAGLER 14,523 1,470 10.1% 14,393 2,822 19.6%
19 FRANKLIN 1,557 288 18.5% 1,526 500 32.8%
20 GADSDEN 5,943 522 8.8% 5,844 892 15.3%
21 GILCHRIST 2,979 219 7.4% 2,910 487 16.7%
22 GLADES 1,953 410 21.0% 1,937 611 31.5%
23 GULF 2,162 401 18.5% 2,158 606 28.1%
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http://fldoe.org/core/fileparse.php/7584/urlt/1718ABS21Days10Comparison.xlsx

# of # of % of
Students % of Students  # of Students  Students
# of Students  Absent 21 Students Enrolled 10 Absent 10% Absent 10%
District Enrolled 21 or  or More Absent 21 or| or More or More or More

# District Name More Days Days More Days Days Days Days
24 HAMILTON 1,815 358 19.7% 1,803 601 33.3%
25 HARDEE 5,756 648 11.3% 5,725 1,210 21.1%
26 HENDRY 8,364 1,400 16.7% 8,275 2,392 28.9%
27 HERNANDO 25,281 3,145 12.4% 25,022 5,654 22.6%
28 HIGHLANDS 14,011 1,686 12.0% 13,906 3,091 22.2%
29 HILLSBOROUC 255,278 26,196 10.3% 251,765 48,968 19.4%
30 HOLMES 3,720 619 16.6% 3,667 1,062 29.0%
31 INDIAN RIVER 19,667 3,375 17.2% 19,506 5,215 26.7%
32 JACKSON 7,387 1,355 18.3% 7,332 2,262 30.9%
33 JEFFERSON 863 194 22.5% 853 324 38.0%
34 LAFAYETTE 1,306 213 16.3% 1,302 342 26.3%
35 LAKE 48,588 6,520 13.4% 48,123 11,126 23.1%
36 LEE 105,470 12,527 11.9% 103,625 21,987 21.2%
37 LEON 38,354 4,962 12.9% 37,564 8,297 22.1%
38 LEVY 6,233 1,079 17.3% 6,162 1,817 29.5%
39 LIBERTY 1,685 487 28.9% 1,663 703 42.3%
40 MADISON 3,106 414 13.3% 3,057 703 23.0%
41 MANATEE 54,632 6,265 11.5% 54,030 11,195 20.7%
42 MARION 50,896 7,006 13.8% 49,866 13,197 26.5%
43 MARTIN 20,906 1,947 9.3% 20,777 3,413 16.4%
44 MONROE 9,467 734 7.8% 9,419 1,548 16.4%
45 NASSAU 12,782 1,936 15.1% 12,729 3,277 25.7%
46 OKALOOSA 35,980 3,456 9.6% 35,643 6,619 18.6%
47 OKEECHOBEH 7,145 1,021 14.3% 7,084 1,816 25.6%
48 ORANGE 232,462 29,204 12.6% 230,249 51,143 22.2%
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# of # of % of
Students % of Students  # of Students  Students
# of Students  Absent 21 Students Enrolled 10 Absent 10% Absent 10%
District Enrolled 21 or  or More Absent 21 or| or More or More or More

# District Name More Days Days More Days Days Days Days
49 OSCEOLA 77,983 9,923 12.7% 76,912 18,692 24.3%
50 PALM BEACH 211,555 15,228 7.2% 210,015 28,843 13.7%
51 PASCO 83,540 9,081 10.9% 82,651 16,487 19.9%
52 PINELLAS 118,692 15,953 13.4% 113,103 26,530 23.5%
53 POLK 122,158 11,483 9.4% 120,265 22,805 19.0%
54 PUTNAM 12,420 3,143 25.3% 12,346 4,914 39.8%
55 ST. JOHNS 43,108 3,069 7.1% 42,832 5,746 13.4%
56 ST. LUCIE 45,488 8,391 18.4% 44,952 12,979 28.9%
57 SANTA ROSA 30,502 2,487 8.2% 30,345 4,827 15.9%
58 SARASOTA 46,568 3,310 7.1% 46,009 6,268 13.6%
59 SEMINOLE 74,366 5,550 7.5% 73,564 10,320 14.0%
60 SUMTER 9,704 1,124 11.6% 9,625 2,070 21.5%
61 SUWANNEE 6,807 858 12.6% 6,738 1,834 27.2%
62 TAYLOR 3,078 815 26.5% 3,053 1,153 37.8%
63 UNION 2,575 324 12.6% 2,541 594 23.4%
64 VOLUSIA 71,606 7,755 10.8% 70,403 14,217 20.2%
65 WAKULLA 5,719 1,001 17.5% 5,678 1,584 27.9%
66 WALTON 10,692 1,056 9.9% 10,576 2,081 19.7%
67 WASHINGTON 3,916 781 19.9% 3,861 1,282 33.2%
68 DEAF/BLIND 588 64 10.9% 587 110 18.7%
71 FL VIRTUAL 7,996 5 0.1% 7,525 541 7.2%
72 FAU LAB SCH 2,581 106 4.1% 2,572 200 7.8%
73 FSU LAB SCH 2,454 149 6.1% 2,449 266 10.9%
74 FAMU LAB SCi 613 49 8.0% 610 106 17.4%
75 UF LAB SCH 1,170 65 5.6% 1,169 100 8.6%
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Goal 1 HighesStudent Achievement

Measure23 (Great Teacherand LeaderdMatter) ¢ Improvingthe Retention of HighQuality Teachers

a. Percent of firstyear teachers who are still employed as a classroom teacher or administrator 5 years later

b. Percent of all teachers whare still employed as a classroom teacher or administrator 5 years later

c. Percent of all teachers who are still employed as a classroom teacher or administrator 5 years later, by VAM performgorye cate

FirstYear Teachers

5th year| 5th year| 5th year| 5th year

Subject 2015-16| 2016-17| 2017-18| 2018-19

Percent of Year 1 teachers, Still Employed As &
Classroom Teacher or Administrator in a Public| 69% 69% 68% 66%
School in Florida 5 years Later
Count of First Year Teachers 11,974 | 13,894 | 15,075 | 13,923
Year 1 teachers, Still Employed As a Classroon]
Teacher or Administrator in a Public School in 8,255 9,575 | 10,317 | 9,137
Florida 5 years Later

All Teachers

5th year| 5th year| 5th year| 5th year

Subject 2015-16( 2016-17| 2017-18( 2018-19

Percentage Still Employed in year5 a
Instructional Staff or Administrator

Percentage Still Employed in year 5 ag
Instructional Staff or Administrator in 72% 71% 71% 71%
the SameDistrictin Year 5
Percentage Still Employed in year5 4
Instructional Staff or Administrator in 53% 52% 52% 52%
the SameSchool

76% 76% 76% 76%




All Teacherwith VAM Scores

Number Still

Percent Still Teaching

Percent Rated Highly

Percent Rated

Percent Rated Need;

Percent Rated

Subject Baseline| Teachingina VAM | in a VAMAssessed Effective on VAM 5 | Effective on VAM 5 Improvement on Unsatisfactory on
201415 Assessed Area 5 Area 5 Years Later Years Later (20189 | Years Later (20189) VAM 5 Years Later| VAM 5 Years Later
Years Later (20189) (201819) (201819 (201819)
Highly Effective VAM Teachers 9,722 5,704 59% 47% 43% 6% 4%
Effective VAMTeachers 27,566 12,240 44% 19% 57% 13% 11%
Needs Improvement VAM Teachers 7,351 3,097 42% 12% 51% 17% 21%
Unsatisfactory VAM Teachers 8,035 3,365 42% 9% 45% 18% 29%

1 Teachers rated Highly Effective on VAM are niibady to still be teaching VAMdssessed subjects five years later than those rated any other VAM performance category.
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VAM Category 5 years later (2018-19)

All VAM Teachers in 2014-15 Highly . Needs .
Effective Effective] Improve | Unsatisfactory] Total
ment
% of Highly Effective 479 439 6% 4% 1009
# of Highly Effective 2,704 2,434 323 241 5,704
% of Effective 199 579 139 119 1009
VAM Category in Year # of Effective 2,322 6,964 1,610 1,344 12,24(
i 194 r1y5) % of Needs Improvemenq 129 519 179 2194 1000
# of Needs Improvement 358 1,589 512 639 3,097
% of Unsatisfactory 9% 459 189 299 1009
# of Unsatisfactory 293 1,50( 605 9671 3,368
Total 5674 12,484 3,05( 3,190 24,404
VAM Category 5 years later (2018-19)
First-Year VAM Teachers in 2014-15 Highly , Needs _
Effective Effective | Improve | Unsatisfactory | Total
ment
% of Highly Effective 41% 45% 7% 7% 100%
# of Highly Effective 94 102 15 16 227
% of Effective 20% 53% 14% 13% 100%
: # of Effective 188 504 138 124 954
VAM Ca(tgc?&r_is'; Y2 L9, of Needs Improvement 13%]  51%]  15% 20%|  100%
# of Needs Improvement 39 147 44 59 289
% of Unsatisfactory 11% 49% 16% 24% 100%
# of Unsatisfactory 38 168 53 83 342
Total 359 921 250 282 1,812

1 Highly Effective (based on VAM) teachers highly likely to remain either Highly Effective or Effective 5 years laterl( 8€®6lara initially rated HE; 868bfirst year teachers rated HE)
1 Effective (based on VAM) teachers highly likely to remain either Effective or improve to Highly Effective 5 years lateal{t6&¢chers initially rated E; 73% of first year teachers rated E)

1 Teachers can improve theitAM ratings; 54% of all teachers who were initially UNSAT, improved to HE or E 5 years later;fB884edr teachers initially UNSAT improved to HE or E 5 years later
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Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement

Measure 24(Great Teacherand LeaderdMatter) ¢ Teacher Compensation

Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5
201415 201516 201617 201718 201819
Average Salary of Beginnin
Classroom Teachers $38,608 $39,276 $40,077 $40,451 $40,727
# of Beginning Classroom
Teachers 15,199 17,445 18,533 18,198 17,117
Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5
201415 201516 201617 201718 201819
Average Classroom Teache  ¢47 050 | $48,179 | $47,858 | $48,168 | $48,486
Salary
# of Classroom Teachers 179,787 179,012 174,184 175,225 175,732
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Goal 1 Highest Studemchievement
Measure25 (Great Teacherand LeaderdMatter) ¢ Developing Successful School Leadefdumber and percent of principals whose schools improve on the percentage of school grade points
earned

Based on 20189 School Grades (3,324 gradadhools; 1,964 graded Title | schools)

School Grade Improvement/Performance Tier Total Total Title | Title | Non-Tl | Nor-Tl
Schools | Teachers | Schools| Teachers| Schools| Teachers
—— 5 -
e e o | 70| aew] | mam| 2| wam
Tier 2: Schools that gained3 points 550 28,043 306 14,257 244 13,786
Tier 3: Schools that gained-2 points 504 29,626 254 13,391 250 16,235
Total Across All Tiers 1,814 89,502| 1,053 48,009 761 41,493

1 55% ofgraded schools met at least one of the improvement/performance thresholds
1 54% of Title | graded schools met at least one of the improvement/performance thresholds
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Goal 1 Highest Student Achievement
Possible Future Measurgsinder development)
1 (Reading) Fa dz2NB { (idzRSyia 2K2 {O0O2NBR ab2i wSFkReé¢ 2y C[ Y wstoIugceed Byyitr§ GrEdPhidest yf Swde@sSMh@S G KS  { dz
{ O2NBR ab2i wSIFRe&é¢ Ay YAerRrSONDOvANIh SdeB RAEKAO2 NBR G DNJI RS
0 Spring 2@1 would be the first year of data availability since the current FLKRS was first adminigteiretergarten studenten Fall 2017.
1 (Conditions of Safe and Healthy Schools) Ensure Compliance with Various Measures Regarding SchoqllZafetyp metric around the following:
o Full coverage with Safe School officers
o0 Full completion of FSSAT and implementation with fidelity
o Full compliance with SESIR reporting
(Conditions of Safe and Healthy Schools) Improving the Engagement of Studétdscent of students engaged in extrarricular activities
(Conditions of Safe and Healthy Schools) Assess the Climate of the SgbBeslelop school climate surveys
(Great Teacherand LeaderdMatter) Working Conditions Survey
(Great Teacherand Leades Matter) Develop Measures Regarding Teacher Recruitment

=A =4 =4 =9
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Goal 2Seamless Articulation and Maximum Access
Measure 1 (Brly Learning) Access to HigiQuality VPK Providers Percent of 4yearolds enrolled in a VPK provider with a readiness cditat least 60 percent. Display the data as follows:

a. Percent of 4yearolds participating in VPK
b. Percent of 4yearoldsenrolled in highquality VPK providers (readiness rate of at least 60 percent)
(Future Measure) Baggregation of the data by zip code and/or rural/urban

Data and targets provided by OElear indicates VPK year

. . . . New Plan
Number and Percent of Children in Satisfactory or Higher VPK Progra Using 201819 Targetas Baseline
Baseline Xstira? \T(:;'ge::’ 2024 2024 2024
201617 201718 201819 Target Target Target
Percent in Satisfactory or 0 0
Higher VPK Programs 63% 59%

Total Children Served 177,828 176,488

Number in Satisfactory or
Higher VPK Programs 111,539 104,776
Source: VPK Readiness Rates website data files, October 2019

Red Target: Increase op2rcentage point per year
Yellow Target: Increase ofp@rcentage points per year
Green Target: Increase opércentage points per year

Note: A 1percentage point inease equates tapproximatelyl,765childrenin satisfactory or higher VPK programs based on 2@ldata.
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Goal 2Seamless Articulation and Maximum Access
Measure2 (K-12) ¢ Access to HigiQuality k12 Educational Outcomes Percent of KL2 students enrolled in A and B schools

Longterm goal is always to have 0% D and F schpafgl 100% A and B schooldowever, there must also be a goal to raise the bar for school grades periodically, so that bold incentives are in

Baseline Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 2020 2024 2024 2024
201516 201617 201718 201819 Target | Target | Target | Target
% of K12 Students 49% 59% 62% 67% 61% | 97% | 100% | 100%
in A and B Schools
# of k12 Students in
A and B Schools 1,297,486 | 1,582,075 | 1,679,037 | 1,803,920
# of Students 2,662,058 | 2,684,266 | 2,702,156 | 2,706,387 ]

place to drive improved student performance. When that bar is raised, there will be a rise in D and F schaals@pdse in A and B sadis, butas history has demonstrated, schools adjust
and meet those challenges resulting in higher performance.
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Goal 2Seamless Articulation and Maximum Access
Meaaure 3 (Choice} Access to HigiQuality Charter Schools Percent of A and B charter schools compared to the percent of A and B traditional schools

Longterm goal is always to have 0% D and F schpafedl 100% A and B schooldowever, there must also be a goal to raise the bar for school grades periodically, so that bold incentives are in
place to drive improved student performance. When that bar is raised, there will be a rise in D and F schaals@pdse in A and B sadis, butas history has demonstrated, schools adjust

and meet those challenges resulting in higher performance.

Baseline | Yearl | Year2 | Year3 | 2024 2024 2024
201516 | 201617 | 201718 | 201819 | Target | Target | Target
% of A and B Charter Schools 56% 64% 68% 74% 100% 100% 100%
%of A and B Traditional Schools 44% 55% 55% 61% 88% 100% | 100%
# of A and B Charter Schools 293 340 364 404
# of A and B Traditional Schools 1238 1527 1541 1684
# of Graded Charter Schools 526 528 538 546
# of Graded Traditional Schools 2794 2778 2780 2778
# of Graded Schools 3320 3306 3318 3324
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Goal 2Seamless Articulation and Maximum Access

Measure 4 (Choice) Access to Choice Number of students exercising choice optionsppyion

Measure

201415 | 201516 | 201617 | 201718 | 201819

District Choice and Magnet Programs

Open Enrollment

246,357 252,579 251,216| 262,633| 273,377

Charter Schools

251,736| 270,870| 283,694| 295,748| 313,532

Private Schools

331,013| 345,796| 368,321| 370,166| 380,295

Career and Professioh&ducationAcademies

75026 88,981 97,364 92,256

Private $hool/Center VPK Enrollment

135,473| 136,350 135,903| 134,910| 134,521

Tax Credit Scholarships

69,950 78,664 98,936| 108,098 104,091

Home Education

84,096| 83,359 87,462| 89,817 97,261

AICE Programs

26,9001 32,917 41,402] 49,183 55,119

McKay Scholarships (Private)

28,263| 29,220 29,916| 29,120 29,072

McKay Scholarships (Public)

3,467 3,922 4,322 5,134 5,636

FulkTime Virtual Instruction

11,790 13,346 12,984| 12,286 11,175

IB Programs

12,746] 13,335 13,603| 13,670 13,575

Gardiner Scholarships

1,570 4,933 8,047 10,258| 11,917

Lab Schools (1 FAU school, UF, and FAMU)

2,667 2,730 2,797 2,886 2,935

Charter Lab Schools (FSUS and 1 FAU school)

3,799 3,832 3,835 3,813 3,856

Lab Schools and Charter Lab Schools

6,466 6,562 6,632 6,699 6,791

School Transfers Related to LeRerforming Schools

5,638 2,662 3,503 3,709 3,944

AP

188,260| 195,703 203,984| 211,057| 208,772

Dual Enrollment

53,286| 56,005 63,402| 69,934 76,292

Collegiate Charter HS

2,695 2,701 2,822 2,867 2,936

Special Education (Gifted enrollment)

169,297| 172,276 176,457

Family Empowerment Scholarship
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Goal 2Seamless Articulation and Maximum Access
Measure 5 (Postsecondary)Florida Postsecondary Continuation RatdPercent of high school graduates who enroll in postsecondary education

Note: Approximately-7% of students go out of statehich is not captured by this data

Current Mew Plan -
Plan Using 2018-19 as Baseline

Baseline Yearl Year2 Year3 Yeard 2020

2014-15 | 2015-16 | 2016-17 | 2017-18 | 2018-19 Target
2024 2024 2024

(2013-14 | (2014-15 | (2015-16 | (2016-17 | (2017-18B | (2018-19 Target 1 | Target 2 | Target3
HS Hs HS Hs Hs HS
graduates)|graduates)|graduates)|graduates)|graduates)|graduates)

B6.5% 67% 73% B0%

Postsecondary Continuation Rate 61.5% B2.2% 61.3% B0.8%
Postsecondary Enrollment 01,547 56,823 57,525 102,086
Mumber of HS Graduates 145,397 | 155,714 | 155,672 | 168,042

Red Target: Historical Growth Rate (based onvgjntdrom 201415 to 201718)
9 Since growth was negative, assumed a 1% per year growth rate

Yellow Target: Double Historical Growth Rate, rounded to the nearest whole number
1 2% per year

Green Target:
1T 90%



Goal 2Seamless Articulation and Maximum Access
Measure6 (Postsecondaryy, Associate Degree Articulation Rate in Florig&ercent of students earning an Associate of Arts (AA) degree who transfer to the next postsecondary level in

Florida

Note: Does not include articulation to cof-state postsecondry institutions.

Baseline| Yearl Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 2020
2014-15| 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 | 2018-19 Target
2024 2024 2024
(2013-14| (2014-15] (2015-16 | (2016-17| (2017-18| (2018-19
Target 1| Target 2| Target 3
AA AA AA AA AA AA

graduates]graduates| graduates) | graduates) graduates)| graduates)
AA Articulation Rate 61.7% 61.3% 60.8% 61.4% 66.7% 67% 73% 90%
Number of Transfering Studenty 34,009 34,276 35,116 34,986
Number of AA Graduates 55,132 55,888 57,799 56,939

Red Target: Historical Growth Rate (based on growth from 2814 201718)
9 Since growth was negative, assumed a 1% per year growth rate
Yellow Target: Double Historical Growth Rate, rounded to the nearest whole number

T 2% per year
Green Target:
T 90%
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Goal 3Skilled Workforce and Economic Development

Measure 1¢ Postsecondary Employment RatePercent of program completers who are employed overall and by sector under the purview of the Department of Education:

a. Florida Colleg&ystem (systerwide and by institution)
District Postsecondary (systewide and by district)

b.
c. Vocational Rehabilitation
d. Blind Services

Baseline Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year4 2020
2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 Target 2024 | 2024 | 2024
(2013-14 | (2014-15| (2015-16 | (2016-17 | (2017-18 | (2018-19 |Target JTarget 4 Target 3
completers) completers) completers) completers) completersy completers
Combined 71% 72% 73% 73% 81% 7% | 79% | 90%
Florida College System (FCS) 2% 73% 73% 73%
District Postsecondary (DPS) 71% 73% 75% 75%
Blind Services (BS) 56% 52% 53% 54%
Vocational Rehabilitation (VR) 69% 71% 74% 74%

Red Target: Historical Growth Rate (based on growth from 2814 201718)

T 0.67% per year

Yellow Target: Double Hisical Growth Rate, rounded to the nearest whole number

1 1% per year
Green Target:
1 90%
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