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PART Il : LEA APPLICATION
Title I School Improvement Funds
School Improvement Grant Application for 1003 (g)
(Coordinated with RTTT and 1003(a) Funds)
Grant Application Period: March 31, 2012/ September 30, 2015

A. Assurances: An LEA must include the following assurances in its application for

a Schoollmprovement Grant. (Items 14 are federal SIG requirements; itemd 5 TDE lists other
federal and state requirements.)
The LEA must assure that it wall

1) Use its School Improvement Grant to implement fully and effectively an intervention in e:
Tier | and Tier Il school that the LEA commits to serve consistent with the final requireme

2) Establish annual goals for student achievementofifi®® s assessments i
reading/language arts and mathematics and measure progress on the leading indicators
section Il of the final requirements in order to monitor each Tier | and Tier Il school that
serves with school improvement funds, and establish goals (approvedTiyEheo hold
accountable its Tier Il schools that receive school improvement funds;

3) If it implements a restart model in a Tier | or Tier Il school, include in its contract or agree
terms and provisions to hold the charter operator, charter management organization, or
education management organization accountable for complying wifindi requirements;

4) Report to th&' DE the schooclevel data required under section Il of the final requirements;

5) Modify its practices and policies as necessary to enable its schools to implement the
interventions fully and effectively;

6) Meet the requement that School Improvement Funds will be used only to supplement an
supplant; federal, state, and local funds a school or school district would otherwise recei

7) Agree to the lowetier certification covering lobbying and debarment/suspensioanswl
CFR Parts 82 and 85;

8) Participate in evaluation studies conducted by the U.S. Department of Education, the Te
Department of Education, and the local school district;

9) Complete and submit an end of the year written report to the Tennessee Bapaftm
Education documenting the use of these funds and the impact it has on school improven

10) The State ray retain Section 1003 (a) school improvement funds for direct technical assi
to eligible schools and districts for its statewide systenuppsrt as allowed in Section 1003
(b) (2);

11) ARRA funds (Title FA)

A. Comply with all applicable laws and regulations including any directives or
requirements from the Tennessee Recovery Act Management (TRAM) Office;

B. Submit reporting requirements as specifigdederal and state laws, regulations anc
policies;

C. Track all ARRA funds and expenditures in separate budget accounts and catego
required.

D. Submit reports requested by the State.

Print Name of Director of Schools Signature of Director of Date
(or designee): Schools (or designee):
Print Name of Board Chair: Signature of Board Chair Date
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Signatures of the ESEA Field Service Consultant and the local Title | director indicate the proposed
plan verifies that the application addresses the designated purposes for the use of these School
Improvement funds.

The School Improvement fds are appropriately allocated. The proposal is in substantially
approvable form. The application will be forwarded to the Office of Federal Programs in Nashville
for final approval.

Name of School District:

Titl e | Diecect ¢ Titl e | Di rect or| Date
ESEA Field Service ESEA Field Servi Date
Consul tant 6s N¢{ Signature:

ARRA Fraud Notice

Recipients of awarded fundsade available under the Recovery Act shall promptly refer to an
appropriate inspector general any credible evidence that a principal, employee, agent, contractor,
subgrantee, subcontractor, or other person has submitted a false claim under the False A&taim

or has committed a criminal or civil violation of laws pertaining to fraud, conflict of interest, bribery,
gratuity, or similar misconduct involving those funds.

LEA Waiver

The LEA must check the following waiver if it will be implemented. hi LEA does not intend
to implement the waiver with respect to each applicable scti@olLEA must indicate for which
schools it will implement the waiver.

[[] Implementing a schoolwide program in a Tier | or Tier Il Title | participasicigool that
does not meet the 40 percent poverty eligibility threshold.

(School(s)
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Tennessee SIG Timeline
Please noteThe Tennessee Department of Education received a waiver from USED to allow it to carryover its federal
FY 2010 SIG finds and award them through a competition conducted duringZll2L. The timeline is reflective of the
impact of the waiver.

Technical assistance webinars anesta meetings with LEAs | November 2011 to Dec. 2011

Release of USED approved applicatio.EEAs

December 2, 2011

Letter of intent due to the TDE

December 15, 2011

Application, draft 1due to the TDE

February 12012

Grants applications reviewed aimput provided

February 1 to February 22012

Application final draft due to the TDE

March 1, 2012

Grant award notification letters sent to LEAS

Match31, 2012

Grant applications and awards posted to state website

March31, 2012

Preimplementatiorif included in grant

Upon receipt of grant award through
start of School Year 2012013

Implementation Year 1

School Year 20143

Milestone Visits

Sept. 2012, Nov. 2012,
Mar. 2013, May 2013

Evaluation of Year 1 foYear 2 funding by DE

May-June 2013

LEA submission of updated budget/grant for Year 2/3

July 2013

Implementation Year 2

School Yar 201314

Milestone Visits

Sept. 2013, Nov. 2013
Mar. 2014, May 2014

Evaluation 6 Year 2 for Year 3 funding by DE

May-June 2014

LEA submission of updated budget/grant for Year 3

July 2014

Implementation Year 3

School Year 20145

Milestone Visits

Sept. 2014, Nov. 2014,
Mar. 2015, May 2015

Grant evaluation reporting

July 2015

TDOE School Improvement Grant
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|. General Information

A. Overview
Tennessee has a comprehensive statewide system of support for public schools and local educational
agencies (LEAS) in the state. Thetsys differentiates support to schools and districts based on their
need as determined by the results of annual adequate yearly progress determinations. This grant
application addresses how LEAs with the lowest achieving schools and the greatest capasigy ca
the funds to raise the achievement of their studergsable the school to meet state proficiency
targets.

Section 1003(g) of Title | of the Elementary and Secondary Act (ESEA), also known as the School
Improvement Grant (SIG) Fund, authorizesda to help LEAs address the needs of schools in
improvement, corrective action, and restructuring in order to improve student achievement. In
conjunction with basic grant allocations and school improvement funds reserved under Section
1003(a), Section 1B(g) School Improvement Funds are to be used to leverage change and improve
technical assistance under sections 1116 and 1117 of Title I, Part A, through LEASs targeting activities
toward measurable outcomes as described in this document.

Under the finalequirements, as amended through the interim final requirements published in the
Federal Registéarn January 2010, school i mprovement 69
ATier 106, ATier 110, and ATIi er caleddemsistentty lowestl s .
achieving schools.

Addi ti onal avail able resources are | isted on
website.

Tier | and |l

Tennessee State Board of Education (SBE) Identification éfersistently Lowes#chieving
Schoolssubmitted to USED is as follows:

Two Atiersd of | ow achi evi ng-achievingstcHods. compose t he

9 Tier 1 i Any Title | high priority school (a Title | school in improvement, corrective action, or
restructuring as defined BSEA) that is either in the lowest five percent of all Title | high priority
schools in the ALL subgroup for math and reading/language arts combined achievement or is a Title |
secondary school (defined as a high school in TN) with a graduation rats tifdass0% (for two out
of the last three years).

 TierliAny Title | secondary school eligible but
five percent of these schools in the ALL subgroup for math and reading/language arts combined
achiesement or has a gradi@an rate of less than 60% (for two out of the last three years

The State of Tennessee has the following process for identifying the persistentlydoliesing schools,

referred to as Tier | and Tier Il schools. The lowaastieving five percent is calculated by the numerical rank
within each pool of schools (Title I high priority schools and Title | eligible but not served high schools). The
numerical rank index is determined based upon the following series of calculations:
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1) The current year math score for all students is ranked by sorting schools from hidbestsb math
percent proficient and advanced,

2) The current yar reading/language arts score for all students is ranked by sorting schools from highest to
lowest readig/language arts percent proficient and advanced;

3) The math and reading/language arts ranks are summed for current year rank index;

4) Two prior years are ranked using the same method;

5) Two prior year ranks are averaged for prior years rank index;

6) Current year rank index and prior years rank index are summed to create the combined rank index;
7) Lastly, five percent of schools with the highest numerical final rank index are identified.

Notes:

High priority schools are defined as schools with aproviement status or those in improvement, corrective
action, or any form of restructuring as specified in ESEA. Elementary and secondary schools are weighted
equally.

For schools serving both grade spans, high school achievement data is used.
Secondary dwols are defined as high schools.

In the Tier | and Tier Il schools an LEA chooses to serve, the LEA must implement one of four school
intervention models: turnaround model, restart model, school closure, or transformation model.

Tier Ill - In addition Tier Ill schools are any Title | high priority school (a Title | school in improvement,
corrective action, or restructuring as defined in ESEA) that is not Tier 1; therefore, did not rank in the lowest
5% of all Title I high priority schools in th&LL subgroup for math and reading/language arts achievement
nor is a high priority high school with a graduation rate of less than 60%.

The table with the eligible schools and their qualifying information is in Appendix A.
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Funding Priority and Schools to be $&rved

The goal of School

| m

pr ov e me n t-acliegirdy sdhaols s i

S

t

implement robust and comprehensive reforms to transform school culture dramatically and increase

student outcomes.

The TDE has posted a listing of all Tie

Statistics (NCES) identification nuyer is on the posted list. The LEA must complete a chart for
schools that it commits to serve, a chart for state achievement school district, a chart for renewal

I, and 111 schools on
http://tennessee.gov/education/fedprog/index.shifhle required National Center for Education

schools intervention, and another chart for schools itheillserve. A description of thdlewable
intervention models for Tier | and Tier Il are located in the final requirements.

t

LEAs should refer to the chart below which describes tiers that must be served to receive SIG funds.
In addition, theT DE funding priorities listed under the Fundi section of this grant application

should be reviewed by the LEA.

If an LEA has one or more . . .

In order to get SIG funds, the LEA must
commit to serve . . .

Tier |, Tier I, and Tier Ill schools

Each Tier | school it has capacity to serveg at
minimum, at least one Tier | scha@R at least
one Tier Il school

Tier | and Tier Il schools, but no
Tier Il schools

Each Tier | school it has capacity to serve; at |
minimum, at least one Tier | scha@R at least
one Tier Il schodl

Tier | andlll schools, but no Tier
Il schools

Each Tier | school it has capacity to serve; at |
minimum, at least one Tier | school

Tier Il and Tier Ill schools, but n
Tier | schools

The LEA has the option to commit to serve as
many Tier Il and Tier Ill schoslas it wishes

Tier | schools only

Each Tier | school it has capacity to serve

Tier Il schools only

The LEA has the option to commit to serve as
many Tier Il schools as it wishes

Tier Il schools only

The LEA has the option to commit to serve as
many Tier Il schools as it wishes

TDOE School Improvement Grant
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B. Funding

Each LEA wil/l be given a score that represent
and its commitment to meet the goals for improvement. Successful LEA applicants are awarded a
minimum of $50000 and up to $2,000,000 annually per school for the term of the Grant.

awards will be determined based upon the complexity of the intervention model, size of the school,
and costs typically associated with the intervention model. Funds are peidtty:

1 Tier I schools,

9 Tier Il schools,

1 Tier lll schoolsthat implement one of the four intervention models.

1 Tier Ill schools that implememomprehensivechool improvement strategies

Grants are renewable for the two subsequent years, with the excepthe closure model,

contingent upon progress in implementing and meeting the student achievement goals established
by the LEA and approved by ti®E. Each LEA/school will be required to submit an update to its
grant, including budget and programarnhation, in order to receive the grant renewal.

C. Timelines and Milestones

LEAs awarded discretionary Sl grants that continue to meet the program and student achievement
requirements may be funded for two additional years, pending federal Sl fundinguarcessful
year one project. Examples of how fRBE will monitor year one progress include:

1) Documentation of how the school(s) improvement plans were amended to incorporate the
activities, timelines, and milestones for implementation of the intervemtaatel or
evidencebased school improvement strategies identified in the application.

2) Appropriate use of SIG funds to implement reseanth evidencdéased school
improvement strategies identified in the LEA application for each school for which SI
funds were provided.

3) Implementation of the final requirements of the grant.

4) Implementation of the strategies according to the timeline provided in the LEA/school
level descriptive information.

5) Increased achievement in the ALL or subgroup category wherelibd sglid not meet
the LEA or TCE benchmarks.
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D. Reporting and Evaluation Requirements

Applicants awarded Sl grant funds must satisfy periodic reporting and accountability requirements
throughout the term of the grant. These requirements address (a) fiscaitabdiby, (b) program
accountability, (c) fiscal and program reporting, (d) site visits, and (e) internal evaluation.

1.

Fiscal Accountability
Each identified school and LEA receiving Sl grant funds is responsible for carrying out its school
improvement rgsonsibilitiesunder section 1116(b) and (c), respectively

SIG grant funds awarded under Section 1003(g) funds must be used to supplement not supplant
state and local funds that the school would receive in the absence of Title | funds. SIG funds
cannotbe used to supplant ndederal funds or to replace existing services.

Program Accountability
Each LEA and school receiving a Sl grant is responsible for carrying out its school improvement
responsibilities in accordance with its approved grant apjicand action plan.

Fiscal and Program Reporting Requirements

Sl grantees must submit at least quarterly expenditure reports and implementation progress reports
to the TDE. The LEA is responsible for ensuring that reports are accurate, complete, and

sulmitted on time. Each district must agree to respond to data requests from TDE and USED
including EAFACTS data. All data for the leading indicators listed in section Ill. A of the final
requirements must be collected and submitted as required.

Site Visits by TDE Representatives

LEAs and their schools must agree to site visits which will validate information provided in
expenditure and progress reports and gather more detailed information on implementation efforts
and challenges.

Internal Evaluation

LEAs andschools funded under the Sl grant program will create and use data systems that include
formative and summative assessments to provide staff, students, and parents, and
community/business partners continuous feedback, to identify program processingciicdpr

that are resulting in improved teaching and learning and to identify and make adjustments where
needed. Each LEA funded will document the monitoring of each SIG school's implementation
progress on a quarterly basis. Year One evaluation must iretydereimplementation activities.

A report must be sent to the state annually to include leadership team and milestone meeting notes.
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E. Application Instructions, Application Review, and Grant Award Process
1) Application Instructions:

Each LEAmustsubinone LEA SI G application pl ugoreach Al nt
eligible school that the LEA commits to serve. It is the expectation of the TDE that the LEA work
closely with each el ingrivantioeModatappdication. There icnm mad et e
count limit in the text boxes.

The LEA must submit the SIG application electronictdBIG.Applications@tn.gavA paper copy

of ONLY the first two pages of the LEA glication must be submitted with original signatures. The

LEA should keep a copy of the signed application. These two pages must be sent to Rita Fentress at
the address listed below:

Rita Fentress

TN State Department of Education, Office of LEA Suppad improvement

5" floor i Andrew Johnson Tower

710 James Robertson Pkwy

Nashville, TN 37243379

2) Application Review

TheTDE will organize and coordinate the Sl grant application readers and scoring. Application
readers will rate each application ondwn merits. Readers will rate the applications according to
how well an application reflects rubric expectatiofi$e scoring toois located in Appendix B.

If deemed necessary, an interview with the applicant will be held to help the TDE assassuaad e
t hat the LEA application accurately reflects t

3) Determination of Award Amounts
TheTDE reserves the right to fund applications at a lesser amount if the grant application does not
fully justify the budyet expenditures.

4) Award Notification
Successful applicants will be notified within 60 days of the application closing date. Information will
also be posted on tA®E Federal Programs website.
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| [l. Schools to be Served |

A. SCHOOLS TO BE SERVED: An LEA must include the following information with

respect to the schools it will serve with a School Improvement Grant.
Using the 2012011 Tennessee Tier Status List (Appendix A), an LEA must identify each Tier
Tier 1l, and Tier 11l school the LEA commits &erve with SIG funds beginning SY 2020213 and
identify the model that the LEA will use in each Tier | and Tier Il school.

SCHOOL NCES TIER TIER TIER INTERVENTION (TIER | AND Il ONLY)
NAME ID # I Il [l

turnaround restart | closure transformation

Note: An LEA with nine or more Tier | and Tier Il schools, including both schools that are being
served with FY 2009 SIG funds and schools that are eligible to receive FY 2010 SiGriagdsot
implement the transformation model in more than 50 percent of those schools. See section I.A|

the final requirements.
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B. TIER | OR IIl SCHOOLS ELIGIBLE TO BE IN THE STATE ACHIEVEMENT SCHOOL
DISTRICT (ASD):

An LEA must identify Tied or Il schools eligible to be in the ASD.

SCHOOL TIER | TIER 11l

NAME

C.TIER 1l SCHOOLS TO BE SERVED: An LEA must include the following information with
respect to the Tier Ill schools it will serve with a Schoblmprovement Grant.

An LEA must identify Tier Il schools the LEA commits to serve and identify the model that the LEA w
use in Tier lll schools that are renewal schools, schools in corrective action or restructuring one by
Tennesseeds definition

NCES Tier lll, SCHOOLS INTERVENTION

ID #
Turnaround  Transformation Restart Closure No Model/

Comprehensive

School
Improvement
strategies
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D. SCHOOLS THAT THE LEA WILL NOT SERVE:

An LEA must identify eda Tier | school the LEA willnot serve
TIER | SCHOOL THE LEA WILL NOT SERVE NCES ID #

NAME
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lll. DESCRIPTIVE INFORMATION: An LEA mustin clude the following information in

its application for a School ImprovementGrant.

(1)For each Tier | and Tier Il school that the LEA commiits to serve, the LEA must demonstite th
1 The LEA has analyzed the needs of each school and selected an intervention for each sg
Tennessee has included the information in theapiate model templates.

1 The LEA has the capacity to use school improvement funds to provide adequate resource

related support to each Tier | and Tier
implement, fully and effectively, the gaired activities of the school intervention model it has
selected.

(2)If the LEA is not applying to serve each Tier | school, the LEA must explain why it lacks capad
serve each Tier | school.

(3)The LEA must describe actions it has taken, ortakk, t@
1 Design and implement interventions consistent with the final requirements;
Tennessee has included the information in the appropriate model templates.
Recruit, screen, and select external providers, if applicable, to ensure their quality;
Align other resources with the interventions;
Modify its practices or policies, if necessary, to enable its schools to implement the intervg
fully and effectively; and
1 Sustain the reforms after the funding period ends.

= =4 =9

(4)The LEA must include a timelingelineating the steps it will take to implement the selected
intervention in each Tier | and Tier |1 sch
Tennessee has included the information in the appropriate model templates.

(5)The LEA must describethearmi goal s for student achievel
reading/language arts and mathematics that it has established in order to monitor its Tier l and T
schools that receive school improvement funds.

Tennessee has included the informatin the appropriate model templates.

(6)For each Tier Il school the LEA commits to serve, the LEA must identify the services the schg
receive or the activities the school will implement.
Tennessee has included the information in the apprepriatel templates.

(7)The LEA must describe the goals it has established (subject to approval by the SEA) in order {
accountable its Tier Il schools that receive school improvement funds.
Tennessee has included the information in the appropniadel templates.

(BAs appropriate, the LEA must consult with
implementation of school improvement models in its Tier | and Tier Il schools.
Tennessee has included the information in the apjatepnodel templates.
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lll. LEA Descriptive Information

A. Comprehensive Needs Assessment

The LEA must demonstrate that it has analyzed the needgbschool in order to select the appropriate
intervention model that adequately addresses thasrafehe school.

Completethe Comprehensive Needs Assessnportion of the appropriate model templéde each Tier | and
Tier Il, and Tier Il school the LEA commits to serve.

B. LEA Capacity

The LEA is required to indicate its capacity to servests by reviewing the areas listed below. Considering
each of the I|isted areas, describe the LEAOGs capa
improvement funds.

1. LEA support to implementation. How doeshe process for suppt and response to SIG schools
di ffer from the support and response to other
to the Superintendent/Director of Schools; central office staff designated to work solely with SIG
schools; structur to facilitate a seamless system of support including district SIG staff and areas of
curriculum, special populations, student support, human resources, etc.)

[ ]

2. Commitment to support from relevant stakeholdersWhat methods did the LEA use to consult with
relevant stakeholders including administrators
board and communi ty aadrselectioreof intdevAnios maedelspin itis Tiea I, Tieo n
II, and/or Tier lll schools? List the stakeholders involved in the application process, consultation dates,
and types of communication.

]

3. LEA SIG leadership. Describe the.EA School Improvement Grant team that will support and
oversee the implementation of selected models and strategies in each of its Tier I, Tier Il, and/or Tier Ill
schools. Include descriptions of credentials, competencies, and responsibilities of amyeristing
district staff who wil!/ serve SI G school s. One
Federal Programs.

[ ]

4. LEA Federal Grant Offce. What i s the LEA&6s finance office pe
federal grants? Include any audit findings within the past five years. Does the LEA draw down federal
funds at least quarterly?

]

5. Availability of Human Capital. What i s t he L EAGSs asdiselestioreofeffecive r r €
school leaderggachers, and staff to work in its lowest performing sclools

]
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6. Process for removal of ineffective principalsteachers, and staff What i s t he LEAOGsS
removal of ineffective principals, teachers, and staff?

[ ]

7. Plans for Evaluation/Monitoring of the Grant. How will the LEA monitor and evaluate progress
toward annual goals for stugteachievement, SIG leading indicators and implementation of
interventions?

[ ]

8. 3 Year Budgeti Provide an LEA 3/ear budget sufficient for full and effective implementation of SIG
grants for all schools in the approved applicatiooughout the availability of the funds. Complete
Appendix D,Budget and Budget Justification Template.

C. Lack of Capacity: If the LEA isnot applying to serve eachier | school, the LEA must explain why it
lacks capacity to serve each Tier I schodh iTs must match the table | abel e
NOT serve in section C. The following areas should be addressed:
9 The number of Tier | and Tier Il schools (and Tier Il schools, if funding available);
Access/proximity to higher performing sch®@Closure Mdel);
Recruiting ability for principa, especially for rural areas (Turnaround ar@h$formation models);
EMO/CMO availability and capacity @start model);
Ability to align funding from other sources with grant activities and to ersis&inability of the
reform (Turnaround Model, Restart Model, Transformatiardisl);
9 Operational flexibility (Turnaround Model, Transformatioroti#l); teacher evaluation system
(Turnaround Model, Transformationddel).

[ ]

D. Preparation for Implementation of Interventions
1. Design and implementmterventions consistent with the final requirements.
Complete the appropriate model templgppendix E, F, G, H, or I) foeach of the Tier I, Tier II, and
Tier Ill schools the LEA will serve with SI&inds.

=A =4 =4 =4

2. Recruitment, screening, and selection of external providers, if applicable, to ensure their quality:

a.If external providers are to be funded as collaborative partners, desowiibe LEA will recruit,

screen and select external providers to ensure qualihe LEAmust demonstrate a rigorous recruiting,

screening, and selection process that includes the following:

1 Arequest for information (RFI) or other process for identification of potential providers.

T Aprotocol for analysis of the connection bet we
school 6s comprehensive needs assessment.

T A Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) to inclu
and alignmentwi h each school s needs, as well as th
the full and effective implementation of the intervention model and student achievement in the
selected school.

T The LEAG6s process for mondeobsngeanwdceger si ght

[ ]

b. Describe how the LEA will recruit, screen, and select external providers of professional development
to ensure their quality.

[ ]
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Complete form imppendix Cabout external providers, if applicabéand attach to the application.

Please chek appropriate box if Appendiis attached[ ] Yes [ ] No

3. Alignment of other resources with interventions.What specific actions will the LEA take to allocate
additional furs to its Tier I, Tier Il and/or Tier Ill schools to align those funds awarded under the SI
Grant? (e.g. State funds, Title | and other federal ful@33(a), RTTT)Please note: The LEA may
not use SIG funds to supplant funding or services that wau/ailable to its Tier I, Tier Il and/or
Tier Ill schools in the absence of SIG funds

[ ]

4. Modification of policies and practices Describe existing barriers to full and effective implementation
of interventions in Tier |, Tier Il andiier lll schools. What are anticipated barriek/hat practices
and/orLEA boardpolicies has or will the LEA modify tovercome barriers to the full and effective
implementation of intervention models?

]

a. Provide the name of School pmovement Grant Coordinator or other person who will address
policy and procedural barriers throughout the implementation of the

b. Date of review and status of LEA board poljcy;

Date of review and status of LE#actices or procedur@s;

d. Date of review and status of handbooks of schools receiving SIG

o

5. Sustainability

a.What additional funding resources will the LEA allocate to its Tier I, Tier Il, and/or Tischibols,
including but not limited to federal, state, and local education funds. (e.g., Title I, state and/or other
federal grant funding)Please note: The LEA may not use SIG funds to supplant funding or
services that would be available to its TieFier || and/or Tier Il schools in the absence of SIG
funds.

[ ]

b. How will the LEA sustain the reforms in its Tier I, Tier Il and/or Tier Ill schools after the period of
SIG funding has expiredincludeadditional measures that it will take to continue reform after the
life of the grant.

[ ]

c. How will the LEA gather and share effective practices from the schools receiving SIG funds with
other lowperforming schools within the LEA?

[ ]

6. Internal Evaluation: An LEA must monitor each Tier | and Tier Il school that rece®#3 funds to
determine whether the school:
1. I s meeting annual goal s established by the
assessments in both reading/language arts and mathematics; and
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2. Is making progress on the leading indicators desdrin the final requirements.

The following metrics constitute the leading indicators for the SIG program:

1. Number of minutes within the school year;

2. Student participation rate on State assessments in reading/language arts and in mathematics by
stucent subgroup;

3. Dropout rate;

4. Student attendance rate;

5. Number and percentage of students completing advanced coursework (e.g., AP/H8}|eady

high schools, or dual enrollment classes;

6. Discipline incidents;

7. Truants;

8. Distributionofta c her s by perf ormance | evel on an LEAGOG:
9. Teacher attendance rate.

(See section IIl.A of the final requirements.)

The determination of whether a school meets the goals for student achievement established by the LEA is in
addition to the determination of whether the school makes AYP as required by section 1111(b)(2) of the
ESEA. In other words, each LEA receiving SIG funds must monitor the Tier | and Tier Il schools it is serving
to determi ne whet he annualyealg forrstadert achievemernt dnd muist@lsoGcamply

with its obligations for making accountability determinations under section 1111(b)(2) of the ESEA.

The LEA should establish annual goals to cover all three years of implementation of the school
implementation model.

Development of Systems for Collection of SIG Datal EAs and schools funded under the Sl grant program

will create and use data systems that include formative and summative assessments to provide staff, students
and parents, and comnityibusinesgartners continuous feedbats,identify program processing and

practices that are resulting in improved teaching and learning and to identify and make adjustments where
needed. Each LEA funded will document the monitoring of each SIG ssimplementation progress on a
guarterly basis. The Year One evaluation must includéngpéementation activities. A report must be sent to

the state annually to include leadership team and milestone meeting notes.

Briefly describe the districts systefar collection of SIG data including formative and summative assessments
and for the above described leading indicators for the SIG program.
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V. School Level Descriptive Information
An LEA must submit this section for each individual school. A separate templatior each of
the four intervention models for Tier I, Tier Il, and Tier Il schools and a Tier Il School Plan

of Action template for Tier Ill schools not implementing one of the four intervention models are
included with the application package.

Tier | and Tier Il schools must complete only one of the four intervention model templates:

(1) Turnaround (Appendix E); (2)Rest (Appendix F); ; (3) Closure (Appendix G); or
(4)Transformation (Appendix H);

2. Tier 11l schoolamustcompleteonly oneof the five templates:

(1) Turnaround (Appendix E); (2) Restart (Appendix F); (3) Closure (Appendix db);
(4)Transformatior{Appendk H); or (5)Tier lll School Plan of Action (Appendix H).
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APPENDIX A

1. Schools served with FY 2009 SIG Funds

2. Tier I, Il schools eligible for FY 2010 SIG Funds

3. Tier | Selection Pool eligible for FY 2010 SIG Funds
4. Tier Il Selection Pool eligible forFY 2010 SIG Funds
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SCHOOLS SERVED WITH FY 2009 51G FUNDS

LEANAME LEA SCHOOL SCHOOL || TIER. | TIEE,| TIER || GRAD| WNEWLY
NCES NAME NCES I o IOI (| RATE | ELIGIELE
Dz JIRES
Bradford Special 4701390 |Bradford HS 425 X
School District
Campbell County 470042 |Campbell Co HS 117 X
Campbell County 470042 |Jellico HS 125 X
Davidson County 4703180 |Anfioch HS 1257 X
Davidson County 4703180 |Antioch Middle 1052 X
Davidson County 4703180 |Apollo Middle 1258 X
Davidson County 4703180 |Bailey MS 1647 X
Davidson County 4703180 |Brick Church MS 1400 X
Davidson County 4703180 |Cameron Middle 1270 X
Davidson County 4703180 |Glencliff HS 1200 X
Davidson County 4703180 |Gra-Mar MS 1307 X
Davidson County 4703180 |Hillwood HS 1319 X X
Davidson County 4703180 |Hunters Lane HS 1961 X X
Davidson County 4703180 |Isaac Litton MS 1322 X
Davidson County 4703180 |Jere Baxter MS 1323 X
Davidson County 4703180 |John Early MS 1701 X
Davidson County 4703180 |Maplewood HS 1337 X X
Davidson County 4703180 |Margaret Allen MS 133§ X
Davidson County 4703180 |McGavock HS 1342 X
Davidson County 4703180 |Stratford HS 1370 X
Davidson County 4703180 |West End M5 1382 X
Davidson County 4703180 |Whites Creek H5 1386 X
Davidson County 4703180 |Wright Middle 1389 X
Hamilton County 4701590 |East Ridge Middle 502 X
Hamilton County 4701590 |Hixson HS 750 X
Hamilton County 4701590 |Howard Academy and Tech. 730 % X
Hamilton County 4701590 |Lookout Valley M5 / HS 781 X
Hamilton County 4701590 |Orchard Knob MS 801 X
Hamuilton County 4701590 |Red Bank HS 517 X
Hamilton County 4701590 |Sequovah HS 521 X
Henderson County 4701800 |Lexington HS 603 X
Henderson County 4701800 |Scotts Hill HS 1427 X X
Enox County 4702220 | Austin East High School 167 x
Enox County 4702220 |Bearden Middle 770 X
Knox County 4702220 |Carter HS 725 X
Enox County 4702220 |Central HS 175 X
Knox County 4702220 |Fulton HS 783 X
Enox County 4702220 |South Doyle HS 132 X
Enox County 4702220 |West IIS 822 X
TDOE School Improvement Grant Application Appendix A - Page 2 of 27
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SCHOOLS SERVED WITH FY 2009 51G FUNDS

LEANAME LEA SCHOOL SCHOOL TIER | GERAD| NEWLY
NCES NAME NCES IOI (| RATE | ELIGIELE
D= D=z
Lauderdale County 4702310 |Launderdale MS 1970 x
Lauderdale County 4702310 |Ripley HS 838 X
Loudon County 4702520 |Ft. Loudon MS 803 X
Loudon County 4702520 |Greenback School 806 X
Madison County 4702580 |Jackson Central Merry HS 653 X
Madison County 4702580 |Liberty Tech Magnet HS 2032 X
Maury County 4702760 |t Pleasant HS 974
Memphis City 4702940 |BT Washington 1016 x
Memphis City 4702940 |Carver HS 1027 X X
Memphis City 4702940 |Cherokee Elementary 1030 X
Memphis City 4702940 |Craigmont HS 1040
Memphis City 4702040 |Cypress Middle 1044 X
Memgphis City 4702940 |Fairley HS 1058 x X
Memgphis City 4702940 |Fairview Jr. High 1059 X
Memphis City 4702940 |Frayser MiddleHigh 1064 X
Memgphis City 4702940 |Hamilton HS 1080 X
Memgphis City 4702940 |Hamilton Middle 1081 X
Memgphis City 4702040 |Hillerest HS 1085 X
Memphis City 4702040 |Kingsbury HS 1023 X
Memgphis City 4702940 |Eirby HS 1859 x X
Memphis City 4702940 |Manassas HS 1113 X
Memphis City 4702940 |Northside HS 1125 X
Memphis City 4702040 |Oakhaven Middle / HS 1127 X X
Memgphis City 4702940 |Raleigh Egypt MS 1138
Memgphis City 4702040 |Sheffield HS 1153 X
Memphis City 4702940 | Trezevant HS 1166 X
Memphis City 4702940 |Wooddale HS 1186 x
Monroe County 4703000 |Sweetwater HS 1199 X
Monroe County 4703000 | Tellico Plains HS 1201 X
Sequatchie County 4703750 |Sequatchie HS 1544 X
Sequatchie County 4703750 |Sequatchie MS 1546 X
Union County 4704290 |Union Co HS 870 X X
White County 4704500 [White Co HS 1793 X
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Tennessee TIER 1, 2 and 3 Schools and 2010-11 High Priority Schools
LEA School | 2t | GRAD |GRAD |GRAD
NCES  [NCES Title Grade 2010-11| 2010-11 |08-10| 08_10 |Lowest 5%| Grad Rate |RATE |RATE [RATE
1D D District I [School s NCLB_Status_2010_11 TIER | Model |TIER| Model | of Tier <60% [2010 |2009 |2008
4703180 [01350 |Davidson County | * [Napier Elementary Enhancem|Pk< |School Improvement 2 ASD-E | T3 |Focus Y
4701590 {00759 |Hamilton County | * |Howard School Of Academicgs-12  |State/LEA Reconstitution Plan 1 -Im ASD-E | Ti |ASD-E Y 68.6% | 56.5%| 50.9%
4701590 |00801 |Hamilton County | * [Orchard Knob Middle 65 |School Improvement 2 ASD-E T3 |Focus Y
4702940 (01044 |Memphis * |Cypress Middle School 65 |Corrective Action ASD-E | T2 |Foous Y
4702540 |01061 |Memphis * |Ford Road Elementary PK-6 | School Improvement 1 ASD-E Y
4702940 |01064 |Memphis * |Frayser High Scheol o-12  |State/LEA Reconstitution Plan 2 - Im ASDE | Ti |ASD-E Y 66.1%| 56.3%)| 54.8%
4702940 (01080 |Memphis * [Hamilton High School 2-12 | StatefLEA Reconstitution Plan 4 ASD-E | Ti [ASD-E Y | 56.5%] 46.4%)| 54.6%
4702940 (01085 |Memphis * |Hillerest High School 2-12  |School Improvement 1 ASD-E | T3 |Foous Y 58.8%)| 58.6%)| 64.5%
4702940 |01093 |Memphis * [Kingsbury High School 2-12  |School Improvement 2 ASD-E | T1 |ASD-E Y 68.2%| 53.1%| 57.8%
4702940 01956 |Memphis * |Lester Elementary School PK-8 |School Improvement 2 ASD-E | T3 |Focus Y
4702940 (01113 |Memphis * |Manassas High School 2-12  |School Improvement 2 - Improving ASD-E | Ti |ASD-E Y Y 65.0%| 54.8%| 50.8%
4702940 |01125 |Memphis * [Northside High School o-12  |State/LEA Reconstitution Plan 1 - Im ASD-E | Ti |ASD-E Y 52.5%| 44.2%)| 50.4%
4702940 01136 |Memphis * |Raleigh Egypt Middle School |6« |State/LEA Reconstitution Plan 1 ASDE | T1 |ASD-E Y
4702940 (01153 |Memphis * |Sheffield High School 2-12  |Caorrective Action ASDE | T1 |ASD-E Y 72.0%| 47.3%]| 53.6%
4702940 (01156 |Memphis * |Sherwood Middle School &8 |School Improvement 1 ASD-E Y
4702940 (01166 |Memphis * |Trezevant High School 212 |School Improvement 1 ASD-E | Ti |ASD-E Y 66.1%| 52.4%]| 56.6%
4702940 (02135 |Memphis * |Westside Middle 78 |School Improvement 1 ASD-E Y
4700180 |00039 |Bedford County Community High School s12  |Good Standing T2 Y 84.3%| 86.3%)| 84 2%
4701410 (00429 |Giles County Giles Co High School s12 _ |School Improvement 1 - Improving T2 |Focus Focus Y 89.6%| 83.4%| 77.6%
4701590 00750 |Hamilton County Hixson High School s |Good Standing T2 T2 Y 79.8%| 78.8%)| 77.9%
4701770 |00597 |Haywood County Haywood High School 212 |Good Standing T2 Y T6.2%| 78.4%)| 79.7%
4701950 [00636 |Humboldt Humboldi High Schoal s12 | Good Standing T2 Y 84.7%| 84.1%| 79.2%
4702520 (00900 |Loudon County Loudon High School s12  |Good Standing T2 Y 87.0%)| 86.4%| 89.7%
4702760 [00974 |Maury County Mt Pleasant High School s12  |Good Standing T2 T2 Y 78.2%| 80.0%| 77.7%
4702820 (00993 |McMinn County McMinn High School a1 |Good Standing T2 Y 88.1%| 89.4%)| 89.6%
4703000 (00409 |Monroe County Sequoyah High School s |Good Standing T2 Y 90.6%| 90.5%| 79.9%
4703180 [01270 |Davidson County | * [Cameron Middle School 55  |State/LEA Reconstitution Plan 1 T3 |aspE T3 |ASD-E
4703180 [01299 |Davidson County | * [Glencliff Comp High School |12 |Restructuring 2 (Alt. Governance) T3 |aspE | T2 |AsDE 81.1%| 73.3%| 66.6%
4702220 00767 |Knox County * |Austin East High/Magnet 212 |State/LEA Reconstitution Plan 1-Img T3 |aspE | 71 |asDE 85.4%| 74.9%)| 75.2%
4702580 |00653 |Madison County * |Jackson Central-Merry Acade|e-12  |State/LEA Reconstitution Plan 1 T3 |asDE T3 |ASD-E 81.5%| 63.4%| 57.2%
4700180 (00037 |Bedford County * [Harris Middle School 58 |Corrective Action T3 |Renewal | T3 |Focus
4700510 (00154 |Carter County * [Hampton Elementary k-8 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus
4700570 |00229 |Cheatham County | * |East Cheatham Elementary |Pk-+ |School Improvement 2 T3 |Focus T3 |Focus
4700630 |00256 |Claiborne County | * [Tazewell-New Tazewell Elemgk+  |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus
4700690 (00265 |Cleveland * |Cleveland High School 2-12_|School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 |Focus Focus 88.1%| 89.3%| 81.8%
4703180 01255 |Davidson County | * [Amqui Elementary P-4 |School Improvement 2 T3 |Focus T3 |Focus
4703180 |01257 |Davidson County | * |Antioch High School 2-12  |School Improvement 2 - Improving T3 |Fecus T2 |Foecus 82.2%| 74.7%| 71.5%
4703180 (01052 |Davidson County | * |Antioch Middle School 55 |Restructuring 1 T3 |Renewal | T3 |Renewal
4703180 |01258 |Davidson County | * [Apollo Middle School 58  |Restructuring 2 (Alt. Governance) T3 |Renewal’| T2 |Renewal
Business rules located at end of report. Highlight BLUE: Originally identified 2009-10 Highlight GREEN: Mewly identified 2010-11
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Tennessee TIER 1, 2 and 3 Schools and 2010-11 High Priority Schools
LEA School e 2t GRaD [GRAD | GRAD
NCES |NCES Title Grade 2010-11] 2010-11 |0o-10| 09_10 |Lowest 5% Grad Rate |RATE [RATE |RATE
1D ID District I |School s NCLB_Status 2010_11 TIER | Model |TIER | Model | of Tier <60% [2010 (2000 |2008
4703160 |01647 |Davidson County | * |Bailey Middle School 58 |School Improvement 2 T3 |Focus T3 |Focus
4703180 |01400 |Davidson County | * |Brick Church Middle School |52 |School Improvement 2 - Improving T3 |Focus T3 |Foous
4703180 |01267 |Davidson County | * |Buena Vista Elementary Enhgfk4 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus
4703180 01273 |Davidson County | * [Chadwell Elementary Pk<4 |Schoal Improvement 1 - Improving T3 |Focus T3 |Focus
4703180 |01274 |Davidson County | * |Charlotte Park Elementary  |Pk< |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 |Focus T3 |Focus
4703180 |01277 |Davidson County | * |Cole Elementary P-4 |School Improvement 1 T3  |Focus
4703180 [01279 |Davidson County | * [Cotton Elementary PK-4 |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 |Focus T3 |Focus
4703180 |01288 |Davidson County | * [Dupont Tyler Middle School |58 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus
4703180 |01305 |Davidson County | * |Goodlettsville Middle School |58 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus
4703180 |01307 |Davidson County | * [Gra-Mar Middle School 58 |Schoal Improvement 2 T3 |Focus T2 |Focus
4703180 |01322 |Davidson County | * [lsaac Litton Middle School |58 |School Improvement 2 T3 [Focus T2 |Focus
4703180 |01323 |Davidson County | * |Jere Baxter Middle School |5  |Restructuring 2 (Alt. Governance) T3  |Renewal’| T2 |Renewal
4703180 01326 |Davidson County | * [John B Whitsitt Elementary  |Pk~4 |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 |Focus T3 |Focus
4703180 [01701 |Davidson County | * [John Early Paideia Middle Majss  |School Improvement 2 T3 |Focus T3 |Focus
4703180 |02149 |Davidson County | * |John F. Kennedy Middle Schogs  |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus
4703180 |01334 |Davidson County | * |Lakeview Elementary Design [Fk-6 |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 |Focus T3 |Focus
4703180 |01338 |Davidson County | * [Margaret Allen Middle School |58 |Corrective Action T3 |Renewal | T2 |Foous
4703180 |01342 |Davidson County | * |McGavock Comp High Schools-12  |Restructuring 1 - Improving T3  |Renewal | T2 |Renewal 81.6%| 75.8%| 76.3%
4703180 |01924 |Davidson County | * [Pearl Cohn Magnet High Schqe-12 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus 80.5% | 68.0%| 66.1%
4703180 |01370 |Davidson County | * [Stratford Comp High School |8-12  |School Improvement 2 T3 |Focus T3 |Focus 79.6% | 67.6%)| 64.6%
4703180 |01373 |Davidson County | * |Tom Joy Elementary Pk-4 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus
4703180 |01374 |Davidson County | * |Tusculum Elementary k- |School Improvement 2 T3 |Focus T3 |Focus
4703180 |01382 |Davidson County | * [West End Middle School 58 |Schoal Improvement 2 T3 |Focus T2 |Foous
4703180 |01386 |Davidson County | * |Whites Creek Comp High Sche-12  |Restructuring 1 - Improving T3  |Renewal | T2 |Renewal 78.5%| 67.5%| 64.7%
4703180 |[01389 |Davidson County | * [Wright Middle School 52 |Restructuring 1 T3 |Renewal | T2 |Renswal
4700990 |01246 |DeKalb County * |Northside Elementary 25 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus
4700990 |00324 |DeKalb County * |Smithville Elementary ez |School Improvement 1 T3  |Focus
4701080 |00346 |Dyersburg * |Dyersburg Intermediate Schoq3-5  |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 |Focus T3 |Focus
4701080 00349 |Dyersburg * |Dyersburg Primary 2 |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 |Focus T2 |Focus
4700001 |01934 |Hamblen County | * |Meadowview Middle School |82 |School Improvement 1 T3  |Focus
4701590 |00938 |Hamilton County | * [Calvin Donaldsen Environmer|Pk-5 |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 |Focus T3 |Focus
4701590 [00651 |Hamilton County | * [Clifton Hills Elementary PK-5 |School Improvement 2 T3 |Focus T3 |Focus
4701590 |00704 |Hamilton County | * |Dalewood Middle School 8-  |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus
4701590 |01285 |Hamilton County | * |East Lake Academy Of Fine As=  |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus
4701590 [00502 |Hamilton County | * |East Ridge Middle School g8 |School Improvement 2 T3 |Focus T3 |Focus
4701590 |00507 |Hamilton County Hamilton County High Schoal |12 |N<10 - Small School Review T3 Y 58.9%) 27.7%| 34.2%
4701590 |00757 |Hamilton County | * |Hillcrest Elementary PE-5  |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus
4701590 |00781 |Hamilton County | * [Lookout Valley Middle / High 98-12 | Corrective Action T3 |Renewal | T2 |Focus 81.7% | 60.8%| 68.3%
4701590 |00800 |Hamilton County | * |Orchard Knob Elementary  |Pk-5 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus
Business rules located at end of report. Highlight BLUE: Originally identified 2009-10 Highlight GREEN: Mewly identified 2010-11
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Tennessee TIER 1, 2 and 3 Schools and 2010-11 High Priority Schools

2010-11 | 2010-11
LEA School Resson | Reason |GRAD |GRAD|GRAD
NCES  |NCES Title Grade 2010-11| 2010-11 |08-10| 0B_10 |Lowest 5%| Grad Rate |RATE |RATE (RATE
1D ID District I |School s NCLB_Status_2010_11 TIER | Model [TIER| Model | of Tier <60% (2010 |2009 |2008
4701590 |00517 |Hamilton County | * |Red Bank High School 2-1z  |School Improvement 2 T3 |Focus T3 |Focus 81.6%| 75.9%| 69.7%
4701590 [D0795 |Hamilton County | * |Rivermont Elementary PK-5 |School Improvement 1 T3  |Focus

4701590 |00521 |Hamilton County | * |Sequoyah High School 2-12  |School Improvement 2 T3  |Focus T3 |Focus 58.6% | 63.8%| 65.5%
4701590 00812 |Hamilton County | * |Tyner Middle Academy 68 |School Improvement 1 T3 [Focus

4701650 (00540 |Hardeman County | * |Bolivar Middle School 68 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4702220 |00772 |Knox County * |Beaumont Elementary/Magne|x-5  |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 |Focus T2 |Focus

4702220 |00773 |Knox County * |Belle Morris Elementary k-6 |School Improvement 2 - Improving T3 [Focus T3 |Focus

4702220 |00725 |Knox County " |Carter High School 2-12  |Restructuring 1 T3  [Renewal | T2 |Renewal 82.9%| 74.4%| T4.0%
4702220 |00726 |Knox County * |Carter Middle School 8-8  |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4702220 (00775 |Knox County " |Central High School 212 |Restructuring 1 T3  [Renewal | T3 |Renewal 80.2%| 70.8%| 76.4%
4702220 00473 |Knox County * |Christenberry Elementary k-5 |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 |Focus T3 |Focus

4702220 |00403 |Knox County * |Dogwood Elementary k-5 |School Improvement 1 T3  |Focus

4702220 (00783 |Knox County * |Fulton High School o-12_ |Restructuring 1 T3 |Renewal | T3 |Renewal 77.1%| 60.0%| 43.6%
4702220 (00732 |Knox County * |South Doyle High School 2-12  |Restructuring 1 T3  |Renewal | T2 |Renewal 80.5%| 71.3%| 70.6%
4702220 |00733 |Knox County * |South Doyle Middle School |6€  |School Improvement 1 T3  |Focus

4702220 |00820 |Knox County * |Vine Middle/Magnet 88 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4702220 00825 |Knox County * |Whittle Springs Middle Schoolé¢  |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4702280 |00827 |Lake County * |Lara Kendall Elementary PK-8  |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4702310 |01970 |Lauderdale County| * |Lauderdale Middle School [ |School Improvement 2 T3 |Focus T2 |Focus

4702310 |00549 |Lauderdale County| * |Ripley Elementary 35 |Corrective Action T3  [Renewal | T3 |Focus

4702310 |00840 |Lauderdale County| * |Ripley Primary ez |Corrective Action T3 |Renewal | T2 |Focus

4702340 |00847 |Lawrence County | * |Lawrence Co High School  [s-12  |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus 90.2%| 79.9%| 76.3%
4702520 |00896 |Loudon County * |Greenback School PK-12 |School Improvement 2 - Improving T3 |Focus T3 |Focus 95.2%| 93.1%| 84.8%
4702550 [02115 |Macon County * |Red Bailing Springs Elementa|lPk-8  |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 |Focus T3 |Foous

4702560 |00649 |Madison County | * |Andrew Jackson Elementary 456 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4702580 |00916 |Madison County | * |East Intermediate School k-5 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4702580 |02032 |Madison County * |Liberty Technology Magnet Hile-12  |Corrective Action - Improving T3  |Renewal | T3 |Renewal 93.7%| 92.6%| 86.2%
4702940 01013 |Memphis * |Alcy Elementary k-5 |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 [Focus T3 |Focus

4702940 02040 |Memphis * |American Way Middle 68 |School Improvement 1 T3 [Focus

4702940 [01016 |Memphis * |B T Washington High School |2-12  |Restructuring 2 (Alt. Gevernance) T3  |Renewal’| T2 |Renewal 81.6%| 60.4%| 62.8%
4702940 |01021 |Memphis * |Brookmeade Elementary PK-8 | School Improvement 1 T3 [Focus

4702940 |01030 |Memphis * |Cherokee Elementary PK-6 |Restructuring 2 (Alt. Governance) T3 [Renewar’| T2 |Renewal

4702940 (01034 |Memphis * |Coleman Elementary PK-5 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4702940 (01036 |Memphis * |Colonial Middle School 8-8  |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4702940 02080 |Memphis * |Cordova High School e-1z2_ |School Improvement 1 T3 |Foecus 79.3%| 77.3%| 73.8%
4702940 [01037 |Memphis * |Corning Elementary P-8  |School Improvement 1 T3  |Focus

4702940 [01040 |Memphis * |Craigmont High School g-12  |Corrective Action T3  |Renewal | T2 |Focus B6.7% | 78.7%| 81.3%
4702940 01972 |Memphis * |Dunbar Elementary Pi-5 |School Improvement 2 - Improving T3 [Focus T3 |Focus

4702940 {01055 |Memphis * |Egypt Elementary PK-5 | School Improvement 2 T3  |Focus T2 |Focus

Business rules located at end of report.
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Tennessee TIER 1, 2 and 3 Schools and 2010-11 High Priority Schools

2010-11 | 2010-11
LEA Schooal Reascn Reason GRAD |GRAD [GRAD
NCES  [NCES Titie Grade 2010-11 | 2010-11 |08-10| 08_10 |Lowest 5% | Grad Rate [RATE |RATE |RATE
1D D District I [School s NCLB_Status_2010_11 TIER | Model |TIER| Medsl | of Tier =60% |2010 |2009 |2008
4702940 (01056 |Memphis * |Evans Elementary PK-5 |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 |Focus T3 |Focus

4702940 |01057 |Memphis * |Fairley Elementary PK-5 |School Improvement 2 T3  |Focus T3 |Focus

4702940 |01058 |Memphis * |Fairley High School 2-12  |School Improvement 1 T3  |Focus | Tan B58.6% | 64.1%| 51.4%
4702940 (01059 |Memphis * |Fairview Jr High School g8 |School Improvement 2 T3 |Focus T3 |Focus

4702940 (01140 |Memphis * |Florida-Kansas Elementary |Pk-65 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4702940 |01063 |Memphis * |Frayser Elementary PK-8 |School Improvement 1 T3  |Focus

4702940 (01067 |Memphis * |Georgia Ave Elementary Pi-6 |School Improvement 2 T3 |Focus T3 |Focus

4702940 (01068 |Memphis * |Georgian Hills Elementary  |Pk-6 |School Improvement 2 - Improving T3 |Focus T3 |Focus

4702940 |01605 |Memphis * |Getwell Elementary School |PK-5 |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3  |Focus T3 |Focus

4702940 01075 |Memphis * |Grandview Heights Elementanrk-6 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4702940 (01077 |Memphis * |Graves Elementary Pi-8 | School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4702940 |01081 |Memphis * |Hamilton Middle School &8 |School Improvement 2 T3  |Focus T3 |Focus

4702940 (01082 |Memphis " |Hanley Elementary Pk-6 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4702940 (01083 |Memphis * |Havenview Middle School &8  |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4702940 |01084 |Memphis * |Hawkins Mill Elementary PK-8 |School Improvement 1 T3  |Focus

4702940 (02126 |Memphis * |Kingsbury Middle School 78 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4702940 (01097 |Memphis * |Knight Road Elementary PK-6 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4702940 |02043 |Memphis * |Lucie E. Campbell Elementan|FPk-8 |School Improvement 1 T3  |Focus

4702940 01115 |Memphis * |Melrose High School 9-12_ |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus 63.8% | 60.5%)| 66.7%
4702940 (01138 |Memphis * |Raleigh Egypt High School  |e-12  |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus 60.4%| 59.7%| 69.5%
47025940 |01142 |Memphis * |Ridgeway High School 212 |School Improvement 1 T3  |Focus 81.6%| 80.2%)| 82 5%
4702940 (01144 |Memphis * |Riverview Middle School 58 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4702940 (01592 |Memphis * |Ross Elementary PK-5 |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 |Focus T3 |Focus

4702940 |01146 |Memphis * |Scenic Hills Elementary FK-5  |School Improvement 1 T3  |Focus

4702940 (01152 |Memphis * |Sheffield Elementary FK-5 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4702940 (01161 |Memphis * |Spring Hill Elementary Pk-6 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4702940 |01169 |Memphis * |Vollentine Elementary PK-5 |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3  |Focus T3 |Focus

4702940 01183 |Memphis * |Whitney Elementary PK-8 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4702940 (02112 |Memphis * |William Herbert Brewster Elenrk-s |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4702940 |01186 |Memphis * |Wooddale High School 2-12  |Restructuring 1 - Improving T3 |Renewal | T2 |Renewal 74.2%)| 64.2%| 62.4%
4702970 (00464 |Milan * |Milan Elementary PK-4 |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 |Focus T3 |Focus

4703000 (01201 |Monroe County * |Tellico Plains High School 2-12_ |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 |Focus T3 |Focus 91.3%| 90.6%| 77.1%
4703150 |01249 |Murfreesboro * |Bradley Academy - An Arts In{k-6  |School Improvement 1 T3  |Focus

4703330 |01420 |Overton County * |Livingston Middle School 58  |School Improvement 1 T3  |Focus

4703600 (01504 |Robertson County | * |Springfield Middle School &8 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4703750 |01544 |Sequatchie County| * |Sequatchie Co High School |[2-12 | School Improvement 2 T3  |Focus T3 |Focus BB.9%| 79.9%| 83.3%
4703750 [01546 |Sequatchie County| * [Sequatchie Co Middle School|s=  |School Improvement 1 - Impraving T3  |Focus T3 |Focus

4704230 (00047 |Unicoi County * |Unicei Co Middle School 57 |School Improvement 1 T3 |Focus

4704290 |01362 |Union County Union County Alternative Cenls12  |[N<10 T3

Business rules located at end of report.
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TDOE School Improvement Grant

Tennessee TIER 1, 2 and 3 Schools and 2010-11 High Priority Schools
LEA School | 2 |eRaD |GRAD [GRAD
NCES |NCES Title Grade 201011 2040-11 |08-10| DE_10 |Lowest 5%| Grad Rate |RATE |RATE |RATE
1D ID District School s NCLB_Status_2010_11 TIER | Model |TIER | Model | of Tier <60% [2010 (2009 |2008
4704350 [01750 |Warren County West Elementary k-5 |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 [Focus T3 |Focus
4704500 |01798 |White County White County High School  |2-12  |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3  |Focus T3 |Focus 88.9% | 88.5%| 80.1%
4700090 |00007 |Anderson County Clinton Middle School 68 |School Improvement 2 Focus Focus
4700180 |[00041 |Bedford County Thomas Magnet ks |School Improvement 1 - Improving Focus Focus
4700570 |00361 |Cheatham County Sycamore Middle School 52 |School Improvement 1 Focus
4700900 {00303 |Cumberand County  |Cumberland County High Schis-1z  |School Improvement 1 - Improving Focus Focus 89.4%)| B7.8%)| 74.3%
4703180 |01346 |Davidson County John T. Moore Middle School [s-=  |School Improvement 2 Focus T3 |Focus
4701290 |00399 |Franklin County Morth Middle School e2 |School Improvement 2 - Improving Focus Focus
4701440 |00437 |Grainger County Grainger High School 312 |School Improvement 2 - Improving Focus Focus 94 8% | 89.6%
4701590 00495 |Hamilton County Ceniral High School a1z |School Improvement 2 Focus Focus 82.7%| 79.3%| 76.9%
4701590 |00525 |Hamilton County Soddy Daisy High Scheol s.12 |Corrective Action Renewal Focus 87 6% 78.4%| 79.2%
4701740 |01842 |Hawkins County Cherokee High School 912 |School Improvement 2 - Improving Focus Focus 88.5%| 83.5%)| 74.2%
4701980 [00641 |Humphreys County Mec Ewen High School 912 |School Improvement 1 - Improving Focus Focus 94 4% 92.5%| 73.1%
4702220 |00741 |Knox County Gibbs High School 912 |Corrective Action Renewal Focus 83.2%)| 76.8%| 73.6%
4702220 |00743 |Knox County Halls High School 912 |School Improvement 1 - Improving Focus Focus 88.0% | 85.9%)| 85.9%
4702640 |00936 |Marion County Marion Co High School 312 |Corrective Action Renewsl Focus 87.0%| 87.1%| 90.4%
4702760 |00967 |Maury County Cullecka Unit School pe-12 |School Improvement 1 Focus 93.7%)| 75.3%| 78.4%
4702760 |00846 |Maury County E. A. Cox Middle School 58 |School Improvement 1 Focus
4702760 [01473 |Maury County Mt. Pleasant Middle Visual Pe|ss  |School Improvement 1 Focus
4702760 |00981 |Maury County Spring Hill High School 312 |School Improvement 1 - Improving Focus Focus 86.5%| 81.8%)| 70.7%
4702760 {00982 |Maury County Whitthorne Middle School 68 |School Improvement 1 Focus
4703030 00361 |Montgomery County  |Kenweod Middle School &8 |School Improvement 1 - Improving Focus Focus
4703030 [02011 |Montgomery County  |Northeast Middle School 68 |School Improvement 1 Focus
4703230 |01419 |Overton County Livingston Academy 312 |School Improvement 2 - Improving Focus Focus 91.8%| 91.7%)| 89.4%
4703450 |01900 |Polk County Polk County High School 312 |School Improvement 1 - Improving Focus Focus 80.0% | 88.0%| 79.6%
4703690 |01906 |Rutherford County Rock Springs Middle School |ss  |School Improvement 1 Focus
4703990 |01624 |Sullivan County Sullivan Central High School [s-12  |Corrective Action Renewal Focus 89.0%| 84.6%)| 86.7%
4703990 [01630 |Sullivan County Sullivan East High School |12 |School Improvement 1 Focus 85.9%| 74.1%| 75.1%
4704020 |[01673 |Sumner County Portland East Middle School |ss  |School Improvement 1 Focus
4704020 |01672 |Sumner County Partland High School 312 |School Improvement 2 - Improving Focus Focus 87.9%| 86.9%)| 81.5%
4704020 |02048 |Sumner County Station Camp Middle Schoel |s2  |School Improvement 1 Focus
4704020 |01678 |Sumner County V G Hawkins Middle School |s-s  |Corrective Action Renewal Focus
4704200 |01712 |Tullahoma East Middle School &8 |School Improvement 1 Focus
4704550 |01819 |Wilson County Lebanon High School 312 |School Improvement 1 - Improving Focus Focus 91.3%| 89.5%)| 82.1%
4704550 [01636 |Wilson County Mt. Juliet Middle School &2 |School Improvement 1 Focus
Business rules located at end of report. Highlight BLUE: Originally identified 2009-10 Highlight GREEN: Newly identified 2010-11
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Tennessee TIER 1, 2 and 3 Schools and 2010-11 High Priority Schools

LEA
NCES
1D

School
NCES
ID

2010-11 | 2010-11
Reascn Reasan GRAD |GRAD |GRAD
Tite Grade 2010-11] 2010-11 |0o-10| 09_10 |Lowest 5% Grad Rate |RATE [RATE |RATE

District School s NCLB_Status_2010_11 TIER | Model |TIER | Model | of Tier <60% (2010 |2000 |2008

TIER 1: Persistently Lowest-achieving - Any Title | High Priority school that is either:
1) In the lowest-achieving 5% based on highest numerical Final Rank Index; OR
2) Has a graduation rate less than 60% for any 2 of the last 3 years.

TIER 2: Persistently Lowest-achieving - Any High School eligible for (Low Income Family =>35%) but not "served” by Title | that is either:
1) In the lowest-achieving 5% based on highest numerical Final Rank Index; OR
2) Has a graduation rate less than 60% for any 2 of the last 3 years.

TIER 3: Title | High Priority schools not identified as Tier 1
Identified schools with N<10 are placed in T3

Within each tier pool of school, numerical rank index is determined based upon the following series of calculations:

1) The current year math score for all students is ranked by sorting schools from highest to lowest math percent proficient and advanced;

2) The current year reading/language arts score for all students is ranked by serting schools from highest to lowest reading/language arts
percent proficient and advanced;

3) The math and reading/language arts ranks are summed for current year rank index;

4) Two prior years are ranked using the same method;

5) Two prior year ranks are averaged for prior years rank index;

6) Current year rank index and prier years rank index are summed to create the combined rank index;

T) Lastly, five percent of schools with the highest numerical final rank index are identified.

Notes:

High priority schools are defined as schools with an improvement status or those in improvement, corrective action, or any form of restructuring as specified in ESEA.
Elementary and secondary schools are weighted equally.

Secondary schools are defined as high schools.

For schools serving both grade spans, high school achievement data is used.

ASD-E: Achievement School District Eligible - Schools in Restructuring 2 or beyond (unless Renewal®) or Tier 1
Renewal*: Schools that have moved to Restructuring 2 or beyond (ASD-E) but will be served under Renewal for 3 years
Renewal: Schools in Corrective Action or Restructuring 1

Focus: Schools in School Improvement 1 or School Improvement 2

Business rules located at end of report. Highlight BLUE: Originally identified 2009-10 Highlight GREEN: Mewly identified 2010-11
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2010-11 Tier 1 Selection Pool

147 schools - % Proficient/Advanced Data

2010-11| 2010-11
Reason | Reason
Lowest | Grad | GRAD | GRAD | GRAD | 09-10 | 08-09 | 07-08 | 08-10 | 08-09 | 07-08
Title 5%of | Rate | RATE | RATE | RATE | MATH | MATH | MATH| RLA | RLA RLA
District | |School NCLB_Status 2010 _11 TIER| Tier | <a0% | 2010 | 2009 | 2008 | %PMA | %PIA | %PIA | %PIA | %PIA | %PIA
Bedford * |Harris Middle School &8 |Comective Action T3 25.1%| 55.9%| B7.0%| 35.1%| B8B.7%| 016%
Carter * |Hampton Elementary k-2 |School Improvement 1 T3 21.5%| 56.4%| 85.3%| 33.2%| 93.9%| B9.8%
Cheatham " |East Cheatham Elementary PK-4 |School Improvement 2 T3 28.5%| 54.1%| 90.5%| 29.7%| B84.1%| B9.3%
Claiborne * |Tazewell-New Tazewell Elementary  |k4  |School Improvement 1 T3 23.4%| BT.7%| B83.5%| 21.3%| 86.2%| B3.9%
Cleveland * |Cleveland High School 212 |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 BB8.1%| B89.3%)| 81.8%| 43.3%| 72.4%| 654%| B0.7%| 95.8%| 095.2%
Davidson * |Amgui Elementary PK-4 |School Improvement 2 T3 236%| 75.5%| 79.7%| 21.1%| 84.3%| B2.0%
Davidson * |Antioch High School 212 |School Improvement 2 - Improving T3 B22%| 74.7%)| 71.5%| 26.5%| 56.3%| S6.0%| 43.1%| 907%| 91.0%
Davidson * |Antioch Middle School 52 |Restructuring 1 T3 7.8%| 79.5%| 80.9%| 29.8%| B852%| B7.7%
Davidson * |Apollo Middle School 52 |Restructuring 2 (Alt. Governance) T3 12.1%| 83.4%| 72.2%| 24.4%| 843%| B3.9%
Davidson * |Bailey Middle School 58  |School Improvement 2 T3 SE%| 71.1%| 72.2%| 13.4%| 754%| 78.3%
Davidson * |Brick Church Middle School 58  |School Improvement 2 - Improving T3 B.2%| 79.8%| 82.3%| 17.1%| 78.0%| 82.4%
Davidson * |Buena Vista Elementary Enhanced OpFk<4 | School Improvement 1 T3 13.4%| 79.4%| 74.8%| 155%| 738%| B6.0%
Davidson * |Cameron Middle School 58 | State/LEA Reconstitution Plan 1 T3 11.7%| 86.0%| 83.3%| 19.1%| 78.4%| 81.2%
Davidson * |Chadwell Elementary Pr-4 | School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 32.2%| 52.8%| 78.7%| 41.7%| B826%| B2.8%
Davidson * |Charlotte Park Elementary Pr-4 | School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 54.1%| 51.8%| 81.0%| 47.6%| 78.0%| B0.3%
Davidson * |Cole Elementary PE<4 |School Improvement 1 T3 28.3%| 58.3%| 81.1%| 24.7%| 76.4%| B4.8%
Davidson " |Cotton Elementary PE<4 |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 27.1%| 77.1%| 76.0%| 17.1%| 79.0%| B0.0%
Davidson * |Dupont Tyler Middle School 58  |School Improvement 1 T3 22.6%| 55.5%| 84.9%| 36.1%| 922%| 050.7%
Davidson * |Glencliff Comp High School 212 |Restructuring 2 (Alt. Governance) T3 B1.1%| 73.3%)| 66.5%| 20.7%| 72.8%| 71.6%| 28.5%| 93.7%| B7.7%
Davidson * |Goodlettsville Middle School 58  |School Improvement 1 T3 20.4%| 52.6%| 88.9%| 32.1%| 8B8.0%| BBE%
Davidson * |Gra-Mar Middle School 58  |School Improvement 2 T3 6.0%| 71.4%)| 73.2%| 156%| 755%| 83.9%
Davidson * |lsaac Litton Middle School 58 |School Improvement 2 T3 7.1%)| 78.9%)| 69.9%| 17.1%| B850%| 82.7%
Davidson * |Jere Baxter Middle School 58 |Restructuring 2 (Alt. Governance) T3 T.1%)| 77.8%| 7B.1%| 9.3%| 77.7%| 809%
Davidson * |John B Whitsitt Elementary PE-4 |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 19.6%| 77.8%| 71.9%| 14.9%| 75.0%| BD.7%
Davidson * |John Early Paideia Middle Magnet  |s¢  |School Improvement 2 T3 56%| 76.2%| 70.2%| 9.9%| B88.3%| B88.2%
Davidson * |John F. Kennedy Middle School &8 |School Improvement 1 T3 12.6%| 54.1%| 81.9%| 30.3%| 89.9%| B8E%
Davidson * |Lakeview Elementary Design Center |7« |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 30.2%| 57.0%| 86.7%| 32.9%| 87.0%| B9.5%
Davidson * |Margaret Allen Middle School 58 |Comective Acticn T3 8.2%)| 82.7%| 81.2%| 22.0%| B840%| B81.7%
Davidson * |McGavock Comp High School o1z |Restructuring 1 - Improvin T3 81.6%| 75.8%| 76.3%| 28.7%| 62.2%| 52.0%| 48.1%| 93.1%| 95.1%
p nigr g P g
Davidson * |Napier Elementary Enhancement Opti{ex<+ | School Improvement 2 - Y 9.7%| 70.5%| 58.0%| 3.7%| 725%| T06%
Davidson * |Pear Cohn Magnet High School 212 |School Improvement 1 T3 B0.5%| 68.0%)| 66.1%| 1B.8%| 52.3%| 56.2%| 13.6%| 946%| B5E%
Davidson * |Stratford Comp High School o1z |School Improvement 2 T3 T9.5%| 67.6%| B4.5%| 2B.6%| 70.4%| 71.7%| 26.9%| 833%| 77.1%
Davidson * |Tom Joy Elementary PE<4 |School Improvement 1 T3 29.1%| 51.3%| 76.4%| 24.6%| T76.6%| B3.5%
Davidson * |Tusculum Elementary k4 |School Improvement 2 T3 25.7%/| 54.5%| 78.1%| 21.2%| 79.2%| 73.2%
Davidson * |West End Middle School 58  |School Improvement 2 T3 34.3%| 56.8%| 84.3%| 48.3%| B8B8.1%| B5.3%
Davidson * |Whites Creek Comp High School 212 |Restructuring 1 - Improving T3 T8.5%| 67.5%)| 64.7%| 11.6%| 43.4%| 4D4%| 29.5%| 86.9%| B4.9%
Davidson * |Wright Middle School 58 |Restructuring 1 T3 13.9%| B87.3%| 86.3%| 21.8%| 86.7%| B4.7%
DeKalb * |Northside Elementary 25  |School Improvement 1 T3 32.8%| 90.1%| 94.3%| 433%| 88.1%| 91.8%
DeKalb * | Smithville Elementary Pr-2 |School Improvement 1 T3
Dyersburg * |Dyersburg Intermediate School 35  |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 35.3%| 86.2%| 86.5%| 37.3%| 87.0%| BB4%
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2010-11 Tier 1 Selection Pool
147 Schools - % Proficient/Advanced Data
2010-11| 2010-11
Reascn | Reason
Lowest | Grad | GRAD | GRAD | GRAD | 09-10 | 08-09 | 07-08 | 09-10 | 08-09 | O7-08
Title 506 of | Rate | RATE | RATE | RATE | MATH | MATH | MATH | RLA [ RLA RLA
District I |School NCLB_Status_2010_11 TIER| Tier | <50% | 2010 | 2000 | 2008 | %PIA | %PIA | %PIA | %PIA | %PIA | S%PIA
Dyersburg * |Dyersburg Primary Pk-2_|School Improvement 1 - Improving T3
Hamblen * |Meadowview Middle School 88 |School Improvement 1 T3 13.7%/| 51.0%| 83.3%| 30.9%| B7.5%| B8.5%
Hamilton " |Calvin Donaldson Environmental Sciereks |School Improvement 1 - Improving 3 27.0%| 72.0%| 75.7%)| 18.3%| 735%| 74.3%
Hamilton * |Clifton Hills Elementary Pk-5 [School Improvement 2 T3 17.6%/| 77.3%| 79.5%| 13.2%| 716%| 77.0%
Hamilton * |Dalewood Middle School 88 |School Improvement 1 T3 9.1%)| 71.6%| 79.1%| 13.0%| 75.0%| 83.3%
Hamilton * |East Lake Academy Of Fine Arts 828 |School Improvement 1 T3 10.2%| 76.2%| 77.4%| 134%| B80.0%| B1.7%
Hamilton * |East Ridge Middle School 82  |School Improvement 2 T3 20.8%| 83.0%| B6.6%| 29.7%| 8B.2%| B9.3%
Hamilton * |Hillcrest Elementary Pk-5 [ School Improvement 1 T3 16.1%| 77.8%| 79.7%| 154%| 785%| B85.6%
Hamilton * |Howard School Of Academics Techndg-12 |State/LEA Reconstitution Plan 1 - Improving Y | BB.B%| 56.5%| 50.9%| 5.7%| 40.9%| 43.6%| 18.8%| 935%| B6.1%
Hamilton * |Lookout Valley Middle / High School [8-12 |Comective Action T3 B1.7%/| 60.8%)| 68.3%| 50.9%| 76.9%| 74.1%| 49.1%| 96.3%| 94.4%
Hamilton * |Orchard Knob Elementary Pk-5 [ School Improvement 1 T3 19.3%| 70.1%| B3.6%| 16.4%| 71.3%| 76.9%
Hamilton * |Orchard Knob Middle 88 |School Improvement 2 ¥ 6.9%| 65.1%| 66.3%| 10.5%| 65.2%| 67.1%
Hamilton * |Red Bank High School 212 |School Improvement 2 T3 B81.6%| 75.9%| 69.7%| 7.7%)| 60.5%| 60.7%| 48.4%| 91.7%| 96.5%
Hamilton * |Rivermont Elementary Pk-5 [School Improvement 1 T3 25.4%| 75.3%| 84.4%)| 20.4%| 80.2%| 90.0%
Hamilton * |Sequoyah High School 212 |School Improvement 2 T3 B58.6%| £3.8%)| 65.5%| 23.7%)| £2.3%| 39.7%| 32.0%| 944%| 853%
Hamilton * |Tyner Middle Academy &2 |School Improvement 1 T3 12.4%| 57.0%| 85.6%| 20.5%| B88.1%| 90.5%
Hardeman * |Bolivar Middle School &2 [School Improvement 1 T3 16.0%| 58.0%| 87.3%| 28.7%| 88.2%| B7.9%
Knox * |Austin East High/Magnet ¢-12 | State/ EA Reconstitution Plan 1 - Improving | T3 854%)| 74.9%| 75.2%| 18.0%| 45.3%| 68.2%| 30.9%| 836%| B53%
Knox * |Beaumont Elementany/Magnet k-5 |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 3B.7%| 76.6%| 74.0%| 35.8%| 74.0%| 76.7%
Knox * |Belle Morris Elementary k-5 |School Improvement 2 - Improving T3 35.8%/| 82.7%| B2.1%| 30.2%| 81.1%| 79.2%
Knox * |Carter High Schoal 212 |Restructuring 1 T3 B82.89%| 74.4%)| 74.0%| 38.1%)| 70.3%| 69.6%| 66.4%| 97.9%| 94.0%
Knox * |Carter Middle School &2 |School Improvement 1 T3 18.6%| B3.5%| 85.5%)| 40.7%| B89.8%| 92.2%
Knox * |Central High School 212 |Restructuring 1 T3 B80.2%| 70.8%)| 76.4%| 25.0%)| 83.1%| 80.8%| 60.7%| 91.5%| 94.8%
Knox * |Christenberry Elementary K-5 |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 26.1%| 83.8%| 85.6%| 20.9%| 81.1%| B1.2%
Knox * |Dogwood Elementary K-5 |School Improvement 1 T3 33.3%| 83.8%| B86.8%| 236%| 796%| B5.0%
Knox * |Fulton High School 212 |Restructuring 1 T3 T7.1%| 60.0%| 43.6%| 22.8%| 65.2%| 66.5%| 48.2%| 93.2%| 91.8%
Knox * |South Doyle High School 212 |Restructuring 1 T3 B0.5%| 71.3%| 70.6%| 36.2%| 76.9%| 72.0%| 58.6%| 96.0%| B88.7%
Knox " |South Doyle Middle School 88 [School Improvement 1 T3 22.1%/| B7.1%| B4.9%| 41.4%| 874%| 91.0%
Knox * [Vine Middle/Magnet 58 |School Improvement 1 T3 12.4%| 75.4%| 77.8%| 20.1%| 69.2%| B81.5%
Knox * |Whittle Springs Middle Scheol 88  |School Improvement 1 T3 20.0%| 852.3%| 84.4%| 28.6%| 836%| B54%
Lake * |Lara Kendall Elementary Pk-8 [School Improvement 1 T3 22.7%| 88.1%| 90.5%| 28.3%| 87.2%| B8.1%
Lauderdale | * |Lauderdale Middle School 528 |School Improvement 2 T3 13.6%| 90.6%| 90.2%| 38.4%| 945%| 94.6%
Lauderdale | * |Ripley Elementary 35 |Comective Action T3 17.9%| B5.1%| 81.4%| 23.1%| B82.7%| 90.0%
Lauderdale | * |Ripley Prmary Pr-2 [Comective Action T3
Lawrence * |Lawrence Co High School 212 |School Improvement 1 T3 90.2%| 79.9%)| 76.3%| 39.5%)| B7.9%| 57.5%| S57.8%| 96.9%| 99.0%
Loudon * |Greenback School P-12 [ School Improvement 2 - Improving T3 95.2%| 93.1%)| 84.8%| 88.1%)| 79.5%| 70.7%| 79.2%| 100.0%| 100.0%
Macon * |Red Boiling Springs Elementary Pk-6 | School Improvement 1 - Improving LE 24.1%| 51.9%| 84.4%| 36.1%| 85.3%| B2.8%
Madison * |Andrew Jacksen Elementary Scheol |58 |School Improvement 1 LE] 15.5%| B50.5%| 84.7%| 27.2%| B87.3%| B89.8%
Madison * |East Intermediate School k-5 |School Improvement 1 LE] 28.0%| 53.6%| B86.5%| 38.5%| 87.6%| 94.1%
Madison * |Jackson Central-Merry Academy of Mde-12 | State/LEA Reconstitution Plan 1 LE B81.5%| 63.4%| 57.2%| 22.0%| 70.8%| 6B.7%| 234%| 93.3%| B89.8%
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TDOE School Improvement Grant

2010-11 Tier 1 Selection Pool
147 schools - % Proficient/Advanced Data

2010-11 | 2010-11

Reason | Reason
Lowest | Grad | GRAD | GRAD | GRAD | 09-10 | 08-09 | 07-08 | D8-10 | 08-09 | 07-08
Title 5%of | Rate | RATE | RATE | RATE | MATH | MATH | MATH| RLA | RLA RLA
District 1 |School NCLB_Status 2010_11 TIER| Tier | <a0% | 2010 | 2009 | 2008 | %P/A | %PIA | %PIA | %PIA | %PIA | %PIA
Madison * |Liberty Technology Magnet High Scho{s-12  |Comective Action - Improving T3 93.7%| 92.6%)| 86.2%| 46.0%| 75.0%| 52.9%| 47.2%| 96.2%| 098.0%
Memphis * |Alcy Elementary k-5 |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 16.0%| 52.4%| 78.5%| 10.1%| 77.6%| B16%
Memphis * |American Way Middle &2  |School Improvement 1 T3 £.9%| B0.0%)| 51.9%| 15.8%| B0.5%| B3.3%
Memphis * |B T Washington High School 212 |Restructuring 2 (Alt. Governance) T3 B81.5%| 60.4%)| 52.8%| 36.6%| 59.2%| £4.9%| 27 6%| 839%| B35%
Memphis * |Brockmeade Elementary Pk |School Improvement 1 T3 15.5%| B50.9%| 77.4%| 17.1%| 674%| B832%
Memphis * |Cherckee Elementary PK-5 |Restructuring 2 (Alt. Governance) T3 14.1%| 76.6%| £3.1%| 10.8%| 65.1%| B3.5%
Memphis * |Coleman Elementary PK-5 | School Improvement 1 T3 10.7%| 77.0%| B9.7%| 11.7%| 725%| B29%
Memphis * | Colonial Middle School &2 |School Improvement 1 T3 13.5%| B57.8%| 59.6%| 37.7%| 915%| 946%
Memphis * |Cordova High School 212 |School Improvement 1 T3 79.3%| 77.3%| 73.8%| 303%| 73.4%| 67.9%| 54.2%| 96.4%| 096.7%
Memphis * |Corning Elementary PE-6 | School Improvement 1 T3 8.9%| B80.5%| 77.8%| 10.8%| 75.9%| B85.7%
Memphis * |Craigmont High School 212 |Cormrective Action T3 BET%| 78.7%| 81.3%| 21.0%| 51.3%| 59.5%| 43.1%| 91.7%| B64%
Memphis * | Cypress Middle School &2 |Comective Action | 57%| 747%| 753%| 114%| 7iow| 734
Memphis * |Dunbar Elementary PK-5 | School Improvement 2 - Improving T3 17.6%| 53.5%| 81.0%| 12.0%| 717%| B1.7%
Memphis " |Egypt Elementary PK-5 | School Improvement 2 T3 12.6%| 52.9%| 75.3%| 11.3%| 79.9%| B0.1%
Memphis * |Evans Elementary PK-5 | School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 22.8%| 55.9%| 85.5%| 20.6%| B84.2%| B7.5%
Memphis * |Fairley Elementary PK-5 |School Improvement 2 T3 14.9%| 75.7%| 73.7%| 13.7%| 65.1%| 78.4%
Memphis * |Fairley High Schoal 212 |School Improvement 1 T3 BB.6%| 64.1%| 51.4%| B.2%| 44.1%| 34.4%| 17.6%| 88.0%| B7.2%
Memphis * |Fairview Jr High School 88 |School Improvement 2 T3 4.8%| 72.0%)| 70.7%| 11.7%| 78.2%| B1.8%
Memphis * |Florida-Kansas Elementary PK-5 |School Improvement 1 T3 11.6%| B0.2%| 77.8%| 155%| 75.0%| B7.2%
Memphis * |Ford Read Elementary PK-6 | School Improvement 1 Y 5.7%)| 66.8%| 70.1%| 96%| 61.1%| 74.2%
Memphis * |Frayser Elementary Pk |School Improvement 1 9.1%| 73.5%)| 75.5%| 10.5%| 64.4%| 78.7%
Memphis * |Frayser High School 212 |State/LEA Reconstitution Plan 2 - Improving Y | BE.A%| 56.3%| 54.8%| 11.8%| 52.8%| 37.0%| 14.5%| 91.7%| 90.2%
Memphis * |Georgia Ave Elementary PK-5 | School Improvement 2 T3 B.4%| 77.7%| 80.0%| 9.0%| 725%| 79.5%
Memphis * |Georgian Hills Elementary PE-6 | School Improvement 2 - Improving T3 13.8%| B7.5%| 68.0%| 11.9%| 69.7%| 77.6%
Memphis * |Getwell Elementary School PK-5 | School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 2B8.9%| BB.8%| 75.8%| 26.7%| B83.B%| B1.9%
Memphis * |Grandview Heights Elementary SchoolPk-6 |School Improvement 1 T3 12.4%| 73.9%| 74.8%| 10.0%| 66.3%| B2.0%
Memphis * |Graves Elementary PK-6 |School Improvement 1 T3 B.7%| B1.2%)| 72.1%| 13.5%| 72.8%| B26%
Memphis * |Hamilton High School e-12 | State/l EA Reconstitution Plan 4 - ¥ | 565%| 46.4%| 54.6%| 45%| 454%| 345%| 158%| 957%| B05%
Memphis * |Hamilton Middle School &2 |School Improvement 2 T3 5.1%| 77.7%| 7B.3%| B8.1%| 75.5%| B83.5%
Memphis * |Hanley Elementary PK-5 | School Improvement 1 T3 14.6%| B0.7%| £4.3%| 16.1%| 734%| B1.7%
Memphis * |Havenview Middle School 82 |School Improvement 1 T3 5.3%| B1.6%| 70.6%| 14.5%| B26%| B5.3%
Memphis * [Hawkins Mill Elementary PK-6 | School Improvement 1 T3 18.5%| B0.4%| 75.2%| 14.7%| 79.0%| B3.7%
Memphis * |Hillcrest High School 212 |School Improvement 1 Y | 5B.8%| 5B.6%| £4.5%| 4.4%| 49.7%| 45.0%| 18.5%| B857%| B1.2%
Memphis * |Kingsbury High School 212 |School Improvement 2 ¥ | BB2%| 53.1%| 57.5%| 23.0%| 74.2%| 55.0%| 33.3%| B836%| B89.7%
Memphis * |Kingsbury Middle School 78 |School Improvement 1 T3 8.6%| B4.0%)| 52.7%| 19.1%| B4.8%| B2.1%
Memphis * |Knight Road Elementary PK-5 |School Improvement 1 T3 19.4%| 85.4%| 84.0%| 17.1%| 80.2%| B6.3%
Memphis * |Lester Elementary School PK-£ |School Improvement 2 Y 34%| 63.4%| 66.8%| 5.0%| 606%| 69.8%

P ry p

Memphis * |Lucie E. Campbell Elementary k5 |Schoal Improvement 1 14.8%| 78.4%| 70.7%| 156%| 710%| 812%
Memphis * |Manassas High Scheol 212 |School Improvement 2 - Improving ¥ ¥ | B5.0%| 54.8%| 50.8%| 5.5%| 24.9%| 33.5%| 16.3%| B824%| T746%
Memphis * |Melrose High School 212 |School Improvement 1 T3 63.8%| 60.5%| 66.7%| 2.7%| 45.6%| 47.6%| 16.7%| 87.3%| 83.2%
TDOE School Improvement Grant Application Appendix A - Page 12 of 27




2010-11 Tier 1 Selection Pool

147 schools - % Proficient/Advanced Data

2010-11 | 2010-11
Reason | Reason
Lowest | Grad | GRAD | GRAD | GRAD | D9-10 | 08-09 | 07-08 | 0S-10 | 08-09 | O7-08
Title 56 of | Raste | RATE | RATE | RATE | MATH | MATH | MATH| RLA [ RLA RLA

District 1 |Schoal NCLB_Status_2010_11 TIER| Tier | <80% | 2010 | 2009 | 2008 | %PIA | %PIA | %PIA | %PIA | %PIA | %PIA
Memphis * |Norihside High School 2-12 | State/LEA Reconstitution Plan 1 - Improving Y | 52.5%| 44.2%| 50.4%| 17.1%| 39.4%| 44.9%| 16.0%| B3.8%| B83.8%
Memphis * |Raleigh Egypt High School o12 |School Improvement 1 60.4%| 59.7%| 69.5%| 9.9%| 51.3%[ sa4%] 18.3%] sue%| sns%
Memphis * |Raleigh Egypt Middle School 58 |State/LEA Reconstitution Plan 1 Y 6.2%| 72.5%| 76.8%| 8.9%| 706%| 76.7%
Memphis * |Ridgeway High School 212 |School Improvement 1 T3 B1.6%| B0.2%| B2.5%| 22.3%| 62.8%)| 61.3%| 49.5%| 98.3%| 95.9%
Memphis * |Riverview Middle School 82 |School Improvement 1 T3 3.6%)| 76.2%| 704%| T7.5%| 70.6%| B3.3%
Memphis * |Ross Elementary Pk-5 | School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 17.6%| 87.4%| 79.4%| 22.1%| B1.5%| B85.5%
Memphis * |Scenic Hills Elementary Pk-5 | School Improvement 1 T3 14.3%| 85.8%| 76.4%| 14.3%| B80.1%| B87.5%
Memphis * | Sheffield Elementary PE-5 | School Improvement 1 T3 20.1%| 77.3%| B5.7%| 13.4%)| 734%| B87.0%
Memphis * | Sheffield High Scheol 212 |Cormrective Action Y | 72.0%| 47.3%| 53.6%| 12.1%| 56.7%| 55.6%| 25.5%| B3.7%| B80.4%
Memphis * |Sherwood Middle School 82 |School Improvement 1 Y 1.7%| 71.7%)| 78.2%| 9.6%| 71.2%| 83.9%
Memphis * |Spring Hill Elementary Fi5 |School Improvement 1 15.3%| 71.0%| 75.5%| 17.3%| 66.0%| 84.1%
Memphis * | Trezevant High School 212 |School Improvement 1 Y | BB.1%| 52.4%| 56.6%| 22.1%| 47.3%| 40.7%| 16.7%| 78.2%| 784%
Memphis * |[Vollentine Elementary Pk-5 | School Improvement 1 - Improving 22.0%| 74.1%| T5.6%| 17.2%| B68.7%| 78.7%
Memphis * |Westside Middle 78 |School Improvement 1 Y 2.1%)| 77.4%| T1.7%| 7.5%| 75.1%| 77.6%
Memphis * |Whitney Elementary Pk-5 | School Improvement 1 T3 13.9%| 50.3%| 78.9%| 15.2%| 76.1%| B84.7%
Memphis * |William Herbert Brewster Elementary |Pk-5 |School Improvement 1 T3 155%| 74.7%| 73.7%| 16.2%| 714%| B2.5%
Memphis * |Wooddale High School 212 |Restructuring 1 - Improving T3 T4.2%| B4.2%| 62.4%| B.4%| 50.2%| 52.3%| 22.0%| B74%| B7.8%
Milan * |Milan Elementary P-4 | School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 49.3%| 55.5%| B8.3%| 438%| 594%| 937T%
Monroe * |Tellico Plains High School 2-12 | School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 91.3%| 90.6%| 77.1%| 37.1%| 79.3%)| 64.8%| 59.4%| 928%| 91.4%
Murfreesboro| * |Bradley Academy - An Arts Integrated |k-6 | School Improvement 1 T3 15.6%| 58.7%| 53.9%| 26.4%| B85.9%| B86.4%
Overton * |Livingston Middle School 58 |School Improvement 1 ] 19.9%| 59.9%| 94.1%| 46.1%)| 91.4%| 94.3%
Robertson * |Springfield Middle School 82 |School Improvement 1 T3 16.3%| 53.4%| 67.0%| 27.9%| B39%| BBS5%
Sequatchie | * |Sequatchie Co High School 212 |School Improvement 2 T3 BBE.9%| 79.9%| B3.3%| 32.7%| 76.8%)| B5.7%| 66.9%| 98.7%| 96.2%
Sequatchie | * |Sequatchie Co Middle School 58 |School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 30.4%| 92.7%| 92.6%| 44.9%| 91.8%| 92.5%
Unicoi * |Unicoi Co Middle School 57  |School Improvement 1 T3 228%| 91.3%| 92.2%| 44.6%| 928%| 943%
Warren * |West Elementary k-5 | School Improvement 1 - Improving T3 296%| 84.9%| B5.8%| 33.8%| B86.0%| B44%
White * |White County High School 212 |School Improvement 1 - Improving L] BB.9%| BB.5%| B0.1%| 47.4%| 85.2%| 67.5%| 61.8%| 98.2%| 97.6%
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