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Dougherty has three PL grant elementary schools serving grades K-5. Alice
Coachman, Northside, and Robert Harvey are each third-year participants.
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Learning Walk Data

Each standard is based on a rubric ranging from Level | to Level IV using “Look Fors” that
include the best practices of Personalized Learning. Teachers with two ore more years
with PL Grant, on average, are excelling compared to teachers with one year. The goal is
growth by the end of the year with new and veteran grant teachers attaining Level Ill on
the rubric or at least moving up one level and/or improved commentary from
observers.
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Dreambox Online
Math Learning
Data

In first the semester of FY 20, the
average growth made by students

using Dreambox is 9.3% with
growth ranging from K to 5t

l grade.

Lexia Core 5 Reading Data FY 19

In SY 18-19, PL grant student growth on Lexia Core 5 grew from 11 % on or
above level to 31 %, a 1 82% increase by the end of the year.
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Lexia Core 5 Reading Data FY 20

By the end of the first semester of FY 20, PL grant students increased 56%

on or above grade level on Lexia Core 5.
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