CONSOLIDATED STATE PERFORMANCE REPORT:
Parts | and Il

for
STATE FORMULA GRANT PROGRAMS
under the
ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION ACT
As amended by the
No Child Left Behind Act of 2001

For reporting on

School Year 2005-2006

No Child

LEFT BEHIND

PART | DUE DECEMBER 1, 2006
PART Il DUE FEBRUARY 1, 2007

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
WASHINGTON DC 20202



OMB NO. 1810-0614 Page 2
INTRODUCTION

Sections 9302 and 9303 of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA), as amended by the No Child Left
Behind Act of 2001 (NCLB) provide to States the option of applying for and reporting on multiple ESEA programs
through a single consolidated application and report. Although a central, practical purpose of the Consolidated State
Application and Report is to reduce "red tape" and burden on States, the Consolidated State Application and Report
are also intended to have the important purpose of encouraging the integration of State, local, and ESEA programs
in comprehensive planning and service delivery and enhancing the likelihood that the State will coordinate planning
and service delivery across multiple State and local programs. The combined goal of all educational agencies --
State, local, and federal -- is a more coherent, well-integrated educational plan that will result in improved teaching
and learning.

The Consolidated State Application and Report includes the following ESEA programs:

o Title I, Part A - Improving Basic Programs Operated by Local Educational Agencies.

o Title I, Part B, Subpart 3 — William F. Goodling Even Start Family Literacy Programs.

o Title I, Part C — Education of Migratory Children.

o Title |, Part D — Prevention and Intervention Programs for Children and Youth Who Are Neglected, Delinquent, or
At-Risk.

o Title I, Part F — Comprehensive School Reform.

o Title ll, Part A — Improving Teacher Quality State Grants (Teacher and Principal Training and Recruiting Fund).

o Title Il, Part D — Enhancing Education through Technology.

o Title lll, Part A — English Language Acquisition, Language Enhancement, and Academic Achievement Act.

o Title IV, Part A, Subpart 1 — Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities State Grants.

o Title IV, Part A, Subpart 2 — Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities National Activities (Community
Service Grant Program).

0 Title IV, Part B — 218 Century Community Learning Centers.

o Title V, Part A — Innovative Programs.

o Title VI, Section 6111 — Grants for State Assessments and Related Activities.

o Title VI, Part B — Rural Education Achievement Program.

In addition to the programs cited above, the Title X, Part C - Education for Homeless Children and Youths program data will
be incorporated in the CSPR for 2005-2006.

The NCLB Consolidated State Performance Report for the 2005-2006 school year consists of two information collections.
Part | of this report is due to the Department by December 1, 2006 . Part Il is due to the Department by February 1, 2007.
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PART |

Part | of the Consolidated State Report, which States must submit to the Department by December 1, 2006 , requests
information related to the five ESEA Goals, established in the June 2002 Consolidated State Application, and information
required for the Annual State Report to the Secretary, as described in section 1111(h)(4) of ESEA. The five ESEA Goals
established in the June 2002 Consolidated State Application are as follows:

Performance goal 1: By SY 2013-14, all students will reach high standards, at a minimum attaining proficiency

or better in reading/language arts and mathematics.

. Performance goal 2: All limited English proficient students will become proficient in English and reach high
academic standards, at a minimum attaining proficiency or better in reading/language arts and mathematics.

Performance goal 3: By SY 2005-06, all students will be taught by highly qualified teachers.

Performance goal 4: All students will be educated in learning environments that are safe, drug free, and
conducive to learning.

. Performance Goal 5: All students will graduate from high school.

PART Il

Part Il of the Consolidated State Performance Report consists of information related to State activities and outcomes of
specific ESEA programs for the 2005-2006 school year. Part Il of the Consolidated State Performance Report is due to the
Department by February 1, 2007. The information requested in Part Il of the Consolidated State Performance Report for the
2005-2006 school year necessarily varies from program to program. However, for all programs, the specific information
requested for this report meets the following criteria.

The information is needed for Department program performance plans or for other program needs.
The information is not available from another source, including program evaluations.

The information will provide valid evidence of program outcomes or results.

The Consolidated State Performance Report is the best vehicle for collection of the data.

PN

The Department is continuing to work with the Performance-Based Data Management Initiative (PBDMI) to streamline data
collections for the 2005-2006 school year and beyond.
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GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS AND TIMELINES

All States that received funding on the basis of the Consolidated State Application for the 2005-2006 school year must
respond to this Consolidated State Performance Report (CSPR). Part | of the Report is due to the Department by
December 1, 2007 . Part Il of the Report is due to the Department by February 1, 2007. Both Part | and Part Il should reflect
data from the 2005-2006 school year, unless otherwise noted.

The format states will use to submit the Consolidated State Performance Report has changed to an online submission. This
online submission system is being developed through the Education Data Exchange Network (EDEN) and will make the
submission process less burdensome. Please see the following section on transmittal instructions for more information on
how to submit this year's Consolidated State Performance Report.

TRANSMITTAL INSTRUCTIONS

The Consolidated State Performance Report (CSPR) data will be collected online from the SEAs, using the EDEN web site.
The EDEN web site will be modified to include a separate area (sub-domain) for CSPR data entry. This area will utilize
EDEN formatting to the extent possible and the data will be entered in the order of the current CSPR forms. The data entry
screens will include or provide access to all instructions and notes on the current CSPR forms; additionally, an effort will be
made to design the screens to balance efficient data collection and reduction of visual clutter.

Initially, a state user will log onto EDEN and be provided with an option that takes him or her to the "2005-06 CSPR". The
main CSPR screen will allow the user to select the section of the CSPR that he or she needs to either view or enter data.
After selecting a section of the CSPR, the user will be presented with a screen or set of screens where the user can input
the data for that section of the CSPR. A user can only select one section of the CSPR at a time. After a state has included
all available data in the designated sections of a particular CSPR Part, a lead state user will certify that Part and transmit it
to the Department. Once a Part has been transmitted, ED will have access to the data. States may still make changes or
additions to the transmitted data, by creating an updated version of the CSPR. Detailed instructions for transmitting the
2005-2006 CSPR will be found on the main CSPR page of the EDEN web site (https://EDEN.ED.GOV/EDENPortal/).

According to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1965, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless
it displays a valid OMB control number. The valid OMB control number for this information collection is 1810-0614. The time
required to complete this information collection is estimated to average 111 hours per response, including the time to review
instructions, search existing data resources, gather the data needed, and complete and review the information collection. If
you have any comments concerning the accuracy of the time estimates(s) contact School Support and Technology
Programs, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW, Washington DC 20202-6140. Questions about the new electronic CSPR submission
process, should be directed to the EDEN Partner Support Center at 1-877-HLP-EDEN (1-877-457-3336).
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OMB Number: 1810-0614
Expiration Date: 07/31/2007

Consolidated State Performance Report
For
State Formula Grant Programs
under the
Elementary And Secondary Education Act
as amended by the

No Child Left Behind Act of 2001

Check the one that indicates the report you are submitting:
X_Part 1, 2005-2006 ___Part I, 2005-2006

Name of State Educational Agency (SEA) Submitting This Report:
Florida Department of Education

Address:
325 West Gaines St
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0400

Person to contact about this report:

Name: Jay Pfeiffer
Telephone: (850)245-0437
Fax: (850)245-9288

e-mail: Jay.Pfeiffer@fldoe.org

Name of Authorizing State Official: (Print or Type): Jeanine Blomberg, Commissioner of Education

Thursday, March 01, 2007, 10:47:01 AM
Signature Date

You may also contact Pamela Kaperak - Pam.Kaperak@fldoe.org or (850)245-5010.
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CONSOLIDATED STATE PERFORMANCE REPORT: PART |

For reporting on

School Year 2005-2006

No Child

LEFT BEHIND

PART | DUE DECEMBER 1, 2006
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1.1 STANDARDS AND ASSESSMENT DEVELOPMENT

Section 1111(b)(1) of ESEA requires States to adopt challenging academic content and achievement standards in
mathematics, reading/language arts, and science and to develop assessments in mathematics, reading/language arts, and
science that meet the requirements of section 1111(b)(3) in the required grade levels. In the following sections, States are
asked to provide a detailed description of their progress in meeting the NCLB standards and assessments requirements.
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1.1.1 Please provide a detailed description of the State's progress in adopting challenging academic content
standards in science that meet the requirements of section 1111(b)(1).

State Response

Florida's Sunshine State Standards are in full compliance with the requirements of section 1111(b)(1) to develop and
adopt challenging academic content standards in science. As described in previously submitted plans and reports, in
1996 Florida adopted challenging academic content standards in several disciplines including science. In summary,
the Standards were developed with the involvement of practicing educators from across Florida, reviewed by various
interested parties, including the Mid-Continent Regional Educational Laboratory (McREL), reviewed by all school
districts, and adopted by the State Board of Education in 1996. Specific information about the manner in which each
set of standards was created is available at the following Department of Education web site:
www.firn.edu/doe/menu/sss.htm and will not be repeated here.

The original design of the Standards did not include grade-by-grade expectations, but as decisions were made in
1999 to expand the statewide assessment program to include all grades 3-10, it became necessary to create "grade
level expectations" (GLES). Grade level expectations were developed for science as well as for language arts,
mathematics, and social studies. The development of the GLEs is described at length on the Department's web site
at www.firn.edu/doe/menu/sss.htm and will not be repeated here.
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1.1.2 Please provide a detailed description of the State's progress in developing and implementing, in consultation
with LEAS, assessments in mathematics, reading/language arts, and science that meet the requirements of section
1111(b)(3) in the required grade levels. Please provide in your response a description of the State's progress in
developing alternate assessments for students with disabilities, including alternate assessments aligned to alternate
achievement standards and those aligned to grade-level achievement standards.

State Response

Florida's standards-based assessment program, FCAT (Florida Comprehensive Assessment Test), is in full
compliance with the requirements of Section 1111(b)(3) to develop and implement, in consultation with LEAS,
assessments in mathematics, reading/language arts, and science. A brief summary of the development of FCAT is
provided below, but a more detailed summary is found in Appendix B of the Accountability Plan submitted as part of
the No Child Left Behind act requirements (http://www.fldoe.org/NCLB/).

The current Florida standards-based assessment program has been under development since 1992-93 when the
demand writing assessment program was begun at three grade levels (4, 8, and 10). This writing assessment is
aligned with the Sunshine State Standards adopted in 1996. Florida expanded its standards-based assessment
program by adding reading and mathematics in 1998 with assessments in four grades (4, 5, 8, and 10); and in 2001,
added grade levels such that all grades, 3-10, were assessed in reading and mathematics. Standards-based science
assessments were implemented at three grade levels (5, 8, and 10) beginning in 2003.

Florida has designed a standards-based assessment system in reading and mathematics for students in grades 3-
10 that measures students annually. The annual standards-based assessment, called the Florida's Comprehensive
Assessment Test (FCAT), is based on the state's content standards, the Sunshine State Standards, approved in May
1996 by the Florida State Board of Education (SBE). The annual assessment system for all grades 3-10 has been
implemented for the past five (5) years, since 2000-01. The core components of the Florida assessment began in
1998 with the administration of tests in reading (grades 4, 8, and 10) and mathematics (grades 5, 8, and 10). With the
passage of Governor Bush's A+ Plan in 1999, the assessment was expanded to grades 3-10, and reading and
mathematics assessments at all of these grade levels have been administered and reported since 2001, which
serves as the baseline.

The A+ Plan for Education also required a science assessment for students in Grades 5, 8, and 10. Development of
science test items began in 2000, and a field test of these items was conducted in a representative sample of Florida
schools in April 2002. The first operational assessment and reporting of student scores took place in May 2003.
Beginning in March 2005, FCAT Science was administered in Grade 11 instead of Grade 10. This change was in
response to requests by Florida science educators to allow an additional year for students to receive high-school level
science instruction.

Florida has existing alternate assessment aligned to alternate achievement standards for students with significant
cognitive disabilities in reading/language arts and mathematics for each of the grades 3-10. Under Florida's approved
AYP plan, students with significant cognitive disabilities participate in the accountability system through alternate
assessments. Grade level specific indicators were identified through course-based performance objectives for
grades 6 through 10 and elementary performance objectives for grades 3 through 5.

As Florida developed its standards-based test, input of Florida educators and community representatives has been
critical. Annual meetings are held to review the content assessed on the test, to review items proposed for each test
(content, bias, and community sensitivity), to develop scoring procedures for items, to set achievement level
standards when appropriate, and to advise the Department of Education about various publications, reports and
policy decisions. The input provided by local educators helps the

Department ensure the rigor, relevance, and appropriateness of the content assessed.

Florida is currently revising its academic content standards and developing extensions to support access to the
general curriculum for students with significant cognitive disabilities. Once these revisions are adopted, a statewide
alternate assessment to address the extensions will be designed in the areas of reading/language arts, mathematics,
and science.
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1.1.3 Please provide a detailed description of the State's progress in setting, in consultation with LEAs, academic
achievement standards in mathematics, reading/language arts, and science that meet the requirements of section
1111(b)(1). If applicable, please provide in your response a description of the State's progress in developing alternate
achievement standards for students with the most significant cognitive disabilities.

State Response

Florida has formally adopted challenging academic achievement standards for FCAT reading and FCAT mathematics
in grades 3-10. Student scores on these tests are reported and aggregated into five levels of achievement based on
the scores adopted by the State Board of Education (SBE) in Rule 6A-1.09422.

Florida has been reporting student results in reading and mathematics using achievement standards in five (5) levels
since 1999, and the results of these test administrations and Florida NAEP scores provide evidence that the
academic achievement standards are challenging.

State Board of Education Rule 6A-1.09422, Florida Comprehensive Assessment Test Requirements, was amended
March 27, 2006, to specify the five achievement levels for the science portion of the FCAT for grades 5, 8, and 11.
The spring 2006 student scores were reported using these challenging academic achievement standards.

Florida has adopted alternate academic achievement standards for students with significant cognitive disabilities in
reading/language arts and mathematics for each of the grades 3-10. Through the Florida Alternate Assessment
Report (FAAR) student progress toward mastery of standards is reported on grade level specific indicators. Rubrics
were written to distinguish achievement levels.

Each rubric was designed to insure that students participated in assessment activities and that decreasing levels of
support required for students to complete the activities would reflect increased proficiency. Once extensions to the
Sunshine State Standards for students with significant cognitive disabilities and the assessment tied to these
extensions are developed; a formal standard setting process will be used to establish academic achievement levels.
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1.2 PARTICIPATION IN STATE ASSESSMENTS

Participation of All Students in 2005-2006 State Assessments

In the following tables, please provide the total number and percentage for each of the
listed subgroups of students who participated in the State's 2005-2006 school year
academic assessments.

The data provided below for students with disabilities should include participation
results from all students with disabilities as defined under the Individuals with
Disabilities Education Act and do not include results from students covered under
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973.
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1.2.1 Student Participation in 2005-2006 School Year Test Administration

1.2.1.1 2005-2006 School Year Mathematics Assessment

Total Number of Students Tested Percent of Students Tested
All Students 1609070 97.70
American Indian or Alaska Native 4745 97.80
Asian or Pacific Islander 35977 98.80
Black, non-Hispanic 371548 97.10
Hispanic 377659 97.80
White, non-Hispanic 773684 98.00
Students with Disabilities 245395 96.10
Limited English Proficient 158224 97.70
Economically Disadvantaged 762796 97.50
Migrant 15920 97.20
Male 823189 97.40
Female 785881 98.10

Comments:

. Additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups may be reported that are consistent with the
major racial/ethnic categories that you use under NCLB.

1.2.1.2 2005-2006 School Year Reading/Language Arts Assessment

Total Number of Students Tested Percent of Students Tested
All Students 1613407 97.90
American Indian or Alaska Native 4757 98.00
Asian or Pacific Islander 36011 98.80
Black, non-Hispanic 372930 97.30
Hispanic 378994 98.00
White, non-Hispanic 775199 98.10
Students with Disabilities 246249 96.30
Limited English Proficient 158807 98.00
Economically Disadvantaged 765218 97.70
Migrant 15964 97.30
Male 825869 97.60
Female 787538 98.20

Comments:

. Additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups may be reported that are consistent with the
major racial/ethnic categories that you use under NCLB.
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1.2.2 Participation of Students with Disabilities in State Assessment System

Students with disabilities (as defined under IDEA) participate in the State's assessment system either by taking the regular
State assessment, with or without accommodations, by taking an alternate assessment aligned to grade-level standards, or
by taking an alternate assessment aligned to alternate achievement standards. In the following table, please provide the total
number and percentage of students with disabilities who participated in these various assessments.

The data provided below should include participation results from all students with
disabilities as defined under the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act and do not
include results from students covered under Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of
1973.

122

1.2.2.1 Participation of Students with Disabilities the in 2005-2006 School Year Test Administration -- Math
Assessment
Total Number of Students with ~ Percent of Students with
Disabilities Tested Disabilities Tested
Regular Assessment, with or without
accommodations 223968 91.30
Alternate Assessment Aligned to Grade-Level
Achievement Standards
Alternate Assessment Aligned to Alternate
Achievement Standards 21427 8.70
Comments: Florida did not have have alternative achievement standards during the 2005-06 school year.

1.2.2.2 Participation of Students with Disabilities the in 2005-2006 School Year Test Administration --
Reading/Language Arts Assessment
Total Number of Students with  Percent of Students with
Disabilities Tested Disabilities Tested
Regular Assessment, with or without
accommodations 224718 91.30
Alternate Assessment Aligned to Grade-Level
Achievement Standards
Alternate Assessment Aligned to Alternate
Achievement Standards 21531 8.80
Comments: Florida did not have alternative achievement standards during the 2005-06 school year. These data have
been verified as accurate.
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1.3 STUDENT ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT

In the following charts, please provide student achievement data from the 2005-2006 school year test administration. Charts
have been provided for each of grades 3 through 8 and high school to accommodate the varied State assessment systems
in mathematics and reading/language arts during the 2005-2006 school year. States should provide data on the total
number of students tested as well as the percentage of students scoring at the proficient or advanced levels for those
grades in which the State administered mathematics and reading/language arts assessments during the 2005-2006 school
year.

The data for students with disabilities should include participation results from all students with disabilities as defined under
the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, including results from alternate assessments, and do not include results from
students covered under Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973.
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1.3.1 Grade 3 - Mathematics
Total Number of Students Percent of Students Proficient or Advanced School

Tested Year 2005-2006

All Students 200390 72.20
American Indian or Alaska

Native 598 76.10
Asian or Pacific Islander 4491 87.20
Black, non-Hispanic 47125 54.50
Hispanic 49245 68.40
White, non-Hispanic 91298 82.30
Students with Disabilities 34688 50.60
Limited English Proficient 31544 58.80
Economically Disadvantaged 108507 61.70
Migrant 2316 55.40
Male 103826 72.90
Female 96564 71.30

Comments: There are two reasons the number of students tested broken out by grade level do not match the total
number of students tested.

1. It appeatrs for the high school section of the CSPR only the 9th grade number was used. When adding the 10th
grade tests the difference between the two numbers decreases.

2. The number used for the percent of students tested is our tested numerator. Florida used the proficiency
denominator for the Proficiency portion.

a. The tested numerator includes student tested off grade level and students with invalid test.
b. The proficiency denominator is only students with valid tests and students tested on grade level.

. Additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups may be reported that are consistent with the
major racial/ethnic categories that you use under NCLB.

1.3.2 Grade 3 - Reading/Language Arts
Total Number of Students Percent of Students Proficient or Advanced School

Tested Year 2005-2006

All Students 200428 75.30
American Indian or Alaska

Native 597 79.40
Asian or Pacific Islander 4488 85.60
Black, non-Hispanic 47134 61.00
Hispanic 49259 69.80
'White, non-Hispanic 91316 84.70
Students with Disabilities 34644 49.10
Limited English Proficient 31553 59.50
Economically Disadvantaged 108536 65.70
Migrant 2312 53.60
Male 103821 72.50
Female 96607 78.30

Comments: There are two reasons the number of students tested broken out by grade level do not match the total
number of students tested.

1. It appears for the high school section of the CSPR only the 9th grade number was used. When adding the 10th
grade tests the difference between the two numbers decreases.




2. The number used for the percent of students tested is our tested numerator. Florida used the proficiency
denominator for the Proficiency portion.

a. The tested numerator includes student tested off grade level and students with invalid test.

b. The proficiency denominator is only students with valid tests and students tested on grade level.

. Additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups may be reported that are consistent with the
major racial/ethnic categories that you use under NCLB.
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1.3.3 Grade 4 - Mathematics
Total Number of Students Percent of Students Proficient or Advanced School

Tested Year 2005-2006

All Students 189014 68.00
American Indian or Alaska

Native 556 71.40
Asian or Pacific Islander 4295 86.20
Black, non-Hispanic 42086 50.70
Hispanic 45662 64.10
White, non-Hispanic 89637 76.90
Students with Disabilities 32179 42.40
Limited English Proficient 23994 52.30
Economically Disadvantaged 98530 56.50
Migrant 1921 52.10
Male 96063 69.00
Female 92951 66.90

Comments: There are two reasons the number of students tested broken out by grade level do not match the total
number of students tested.

1. It appeatrs for the high school section of the CSPR only the 9th grade number was used. When adding the 10th
grade tests the difference between the two numbers decreases.

2. The number used for the percent of students tested is our tested numerator. Florida used the proficiency
denominator for the Proficiency portion.

a. The tested numerator includes student tested off grade level and students with invalid test.
b. The proficiency denominator is only students with valid tests and students tested on grade level.

. Additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups may be reported that are consistent with the
major racial/ethnic categories that you use under NCLB.

1.3.4 Grade 4 - Reading/Language Arts
Total Number of Students Percent of Students Proficient or Advanced School

Tested Year 2005-2006

All Students 189069 66.30
American Indian or Alaska

Native 557 72.40
Asian or Pacific Islander 4298 81.70
Black, non-Hispanic 42098 49.40
Hispanic 45690 61.00
'White, non-Hispanic 89647 75.70
Students with Disabilities 32195 38.30
Limited English Proficient 24008 46.80
Economically Disadvantaged 98590 54.30
Migrant 1924 43.80
Male 96069 61.90
Female 93000 70.80

Comments: There are two reasons the number of students tested broken out by grade level do not match the total
number of students tested.

1. It appears for the high school section of the CSPR only the 9th grade number was used. When adding the 10th
grade tests the difference between the two numbers decreases.




2. The number used for the percent of students tested is our tested numerator. Florida used the proficiency
denominator for the Proficiency portion.

a. The tested numerator includes student tested off grade level and students with invalid test.

b. The proficiency denominator is only students with valid tests and students tested on grade level.

. Additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups may be reported that are consistent with the
major racial/ethnic categories that you use under NCLB.
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1.3.5 Grade 5 - Mathematics
Total Number of Students Percent of Students Proficient or Advanced School

Tested Year 2005-2006

All Students 194084 57.30
American Indian or Alaska

Native 575 57.20
Asian or Pacific Islander 4327 80.20
Black, non-Hispanic 44167 36.40
Hispanic 46195 53.00
White, non-Hispanic 92425 68.00
Students with Disabilities 32837 32.30
Limited English Proficient 19704 39.40
Economically Disadvantaged 100349 44.20
Migrant 1974 39.80
Male 99369 58.60
Female 94715 56.00

Comments: There are two reasons the number of students tested broken out by grade level do not match the total
number of students tested.

1. It appeatrs for the high school section of the CSPR only the 9th grade number was used. When adding the 10th
grade tests the difference between the two numbers decreases.

2. The number used for the percent of students tested is our tested numerator. Florida used the proficiency
denominator for the Proficiency portion.

a. The tested numerator includes student tested off grade level and students with invalid test.
b. The proficiency denominator is only students with valid tests and students tested on grade level.

. Additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups may be reported that are consistent with the
major racial/ethnic categories that you use under NCLB.

1.3.6 Grade 5 - Reading/Language Arts
Total Number of Students Percent of Students Proficient or Advanced School

Tested Year 2005-2006

All Students 194233 67.70
American Indian or Alaska

Native 577 73.00
Asian or Pacific Islander 4327 79.50
Black, non-Hispanic 44229 50.80
Hispanic 46248 61.90
'White, non-Hispanic 92459 77.70
Students with Disabilities 32843 38.80
Limited English Proficient 19728 43.80
Economically Disadvantaged 100452 56.00
Migrant 1973 42.80
Male 99458 63.50
Female 94775 72.20

Comments: There are two reasons the number of students tested broken out by grade level do not match the total
number of students tested.

1. It appears for the high school section of the CSPR only the 9th grade number was used. When adding the 10th
grade tests the difference between the two numbers decreases.




2. The number used for the percent of students tested is our tested numerator. Florida used the proficiency
denominator for the Proficiency portion.

a. The tested numerator includes student tested off grade level and students with invalid test.

b. The proficiency denominator is only students with valid tests and students tested on grade level.

. Additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups may be reported that are consistent with the
major racial/ethnic categories that you use under NCLB.
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1.3.7 Grade 6 - Mathematics
Total Number of Students Percent of Students Proficient or Advanced School

Tested Year 2005-2006

All Students 184260 53.30
American Indian or Alaska

Native 559 56.90
Asian or Pacific Islander 4053 77.00
Black, non-Hispanic 41332 32.50
Hispanic 41895 47.90
White, non-Hispanic 90788 64.00
Students with Disabilities 24801 23.80
Limited English Proficient 15707 30.10
Economically Disadvantaged 90374 39.00
Migrant 1618 31.40
Male 94634 53.40
Female 89626 53.30

Comments: There are two reasons the number of students tested broken out by grade level do not match the total
number of students tested.

1. It appeatrs for the high school section of the CSPR only the 9th grade number was used. When adding the 10th
grade tests the difference between the two numbers decreases.

2. The number used for the percent of students tested is our tested numerator. Florida used the proficiency
denominator for the Proficiency portion.

a. The tested numerator includes student tested off grade level and students with invalid test.
b. The proficiency denominator is only students with valid tests and students tested on grade level.

. Additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups may be reported that are consistent with the
major racial/ethnic categories that you use under NCLB.

1.3.8 Grade 6 - Reading/Language Arts
Total Number of Students Percent of Students Proficient or Advanced School

Tested Year 2005-2006

All Students 184421 64.80
American Indian or Alaska

Native 559 69.10
Asian or Pacific Islander 4051 78.70
Black, non-Hispanic 41340 46.10
Hispanic 41943 59.20
'White, non-Hispanic 90893 74.70
Students with Disabilities 24865 32.60
Limited English Proficient 15717 35.40
Economically Disadvantaged 90426 51.60
Migrant 1620 36.40
Male 94752 61.70
Female 89669 68.00

Comments: There are two reasons the number of students tested broken out by grade level do not match the total
number of students tested.

1. It appears for the high school section of the CSPR only the 9th grade number was used. When adding the 10th
grade tests the difference between the two numbers decreases.




2. The number used for the percent of students tested is our tested numerator. Florida used the proficiency
denominator for the Proficiency portion.

a. The tested numera