








JULY 2009 REPORT NoO. 2010-004
SCHEDULE G (Continued)
St. Lucie County District School Board
Student Transportation
FINDINGS AND AUDIT ADJUSTMENTS
For the Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 2008
Students
Transported
Net Audit
Findings Adjustments
October 2007 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
Hazardous Walking (Sample Students) 2
Hazardous Walking (Non-Sample Students) @)
Two Miles or More (Non-Sample Students) (74)
February 2008 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
Hazardous Walking (Sample Students) 3
Hazardous Walking (Non-Sample Students) (22)
Two Miles or More (Non-Sample Students) 97)
June 2008 Survey
12 Days-in-Term
Two Miles or More (Non-Sample Students) 3 (209)
October 2007 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
IDEA (PK), Unweighted (Non-Sample Students) 5
Teenage Parents and Infants (Non-Sample Students) 14
54 Days-in-Term
IDEA (PK), Unweighted (Non-Sample Students) 2
36 Days-in-Term
IDEA (PK), Unweighted (Non-Sample Student) 1
February 2008 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
IDEA (PK), Unweighted (Non-Sample Students) 11
Teenage Parents and Infants (Non-Sample Students) 15
54 Days-in-Term
IDEA (PK), Unweighted (Non-Sample Student) 1
36 Days-in-Term
IDEA (PK), Unweighted (Non-Sample Students) 2 51

The accompanying notes are an integral part of this schedule.
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SCHEDULE G (Continued)

St. Lucie County District School Board
Student Transportation
FINDINGS AND AUDIT ADJUSTMENTS
For the Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 2008

Students
Transported
Net Audit
Findings Adjustments
2. [Ref. 52] Twenty-six students were incorrectly reported in Center to Center
(Vocational). Twenty-five of these 26 students were transported home from a
non-instructional, after-school program and were not eligible for State transportation
funding. The remaining student was IDEA and should have been reported in Center to
Center IDEA), Unweighted. We made the following audit adjustments:
October 2007 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
Center to Center (Vocational) (Sample Students) 3)
64 Days-in-Term
Center to Center (Vocational) (Sample Students) ©)
February 2008 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
Center to Center (Vocational) (Sample Student) )
72 Days-in-Term
Center to Center (Vocational) (Sample Students) (11)
18 Days-in-Term
Center to Center (Vocational) (Sample Students) 2 (26)
February 2008 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
Center to Center IDEA), Unweighted (Sample Student) 1 1
3. [Ref. 53] Nine students were reported incorrectly in Teenage Parents and
Infants. The students were not enrolled in a teenage parent program; however, we
determined that seven of the students were eligible for Two Miles or More. We made
the following audit adjustments:
October 2007 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
Teenage Parents and Infants (Sample Students) 5)
February 2008 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
Teenage Parents and Infants (Sample Students) “) ©)

The accompanying notes are an integral part of this schedule.
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SCHEDULE G (Continued)
St. Lucie County District School Board
Student Transportation
FINDINGS AND AUDIT ADJUSTMENTS
For the Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 2008
Students
Transported
Net Audit
Findings Adjustments
October 2007 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
Two Miles or More (Sample Students) 4
February 2008 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
Two Miles or More (Sample Students) 3 7
4. [Ref. 54] The number of days-in-term* for 55 students was reported incorrectly
for varying term lengths ranging from 48 to 90 days. The students should have been
reported as follows: 14 students for an 18-day term; 35 students for a 36-day term;
5 students for a 54-day term; and 1 student for a 72-day term. We made the following
audit adjustments:
October 2007 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
IDEA (PK), Weighted 1)
IDEA (PK), Unweighted 2
Center to Center IDEA), Unweighted 8)
48 Days-in-Term
Center to Center IDEA), Unweighted (7
February 2008 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
IDEA (PK), Weighted 1)
74 Days-in-Term
Center to Center IDEA), Weighted 3
72 Days-in-Term
Center to Center IDEA), Weighted (7
54 Days-in-Term
Center to Center IDEA), Weighted (23)
36 Days-in-Term
Center to Center IDEA), Weighted 2
18 Days-in-Term
Center to Center IDEA), Weighted @ (55)

*Students with exceptions shown on SCHEDULE F are students with exceptions affecting their
ridership classification.  Students cited only for incorvect reporting of days-in-term, if any, are not

inclnded.

The accompanying notes are an integral part of this schedule.
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SCHEDULE G (Continued)
St. Lucie County District School Board
Student Transportation
FINDINGS AND AUDIT ADJUSTMENTS
For the Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 2008
Students
Transported
Net Audit

Findings Adjustments

October 2007 Survey

72 Days-in-Term

Center to Center (IDEA), Weighted 1

54 Days-in-Term

Center to Center (IDEA), Weighted 1

36 Days-in-Term

IDEA (PK), Weighted 1

IDEA (PK), Unweighted 2

Center to Center IDEA), Unweighted 7

18 Days-in-Term

Center to Center IDEA), Unweighted 6

February 2008 Survey

54 Days-in-Term

Center to Center (IDEA), Weighted 4

36 Days-in-Term

IDEA (PK), Weighted 1

Center to Center IDEA), Weighted 24

18 Days-in-Term

Center to Center IDEA), Weighted 8 55
5. [Ref. 55] Sixteen students in IDEA, Weighted ridership categories did not meet

at least one of the five eligibility criteria required for weighted classification. We noted,

however, that 11 of the 16 students lived more than two miles from school and were

eligible to be reported in Two Miles or More and the remaining 5 students were eligible

for IDEA, Unweighted ridership categories. We made the following audit adjustments:

October 2007 Survey
90 Days-in-Term

IDEA (K-12), Weighted (Sample Students)
IDEA (PK), Weighted (Sample Student)

48 Days-in-Term

IDEA (K-12), Weighted (Sample Student)

February 2008 Survey
90 Days-in-Term

IDEA (K-12), Weighted (Sample Students)

36 Days-in-Term

Center to Center IDEA), Weighted (Sample Student)

®)
©)

)

®)
©)

The accompanying notes are an integral part of this schedule.
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SCHEDULE G (Continued)

St. Lucie County District School Board
Student Transportation
FINDINGS AND AUDIT ADJUSTMENTS
For the Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 2008

Students
Transported
Net Audit

Findings Adjustments

June 2008 Survey
13 Days-in-Term
IDEA (K-12), Weighted (Sample Students) 3 (16)

October 2007 Survey

90 Days-in-Term

Two Miles or More (Sample Students) 5
48 Days-in-Term

Two Miles or More (Sample Student) 1
36 Days-in-Term

IDEA (PK), Unweighted (Sample Student) 1

February 2008 Survey

90 Days-in-Term

IDEA (K-12), Unweighted (Sample Student) 1
IDEA (PK), Unweighted (Sample Student)
Two Miles or More (Sample Students)

36 Days-in-Term

Center to Center IDEA), Unweighted (Sample Student) 1

[SSIN

June 2008 Survey

13 Days-in-Term

IDEA (K-12), Unweighted (Sample Student)
Two Miles or More (Sample Students)

N —

16

6. [Ref. 56] Documentation to support the classification of 12 students in Center

to Center, IDFEA) ridership categories was missing and could not be located; however,

the students were eligible for IDEA (PK) ridership categories. We also noted that nine

of these students were reported for an incorrect number of days-in-term. We made the

following audit adjustments:

October 2007 Survey
90 Days-in-Term

Center to Center IDEA), Unweighted (Sansple Students) ®)
48 Days-in-Term
Center to Center IDEA), Unweighted (Sansple Students) ©)

The accompanying notes are an integral part of this schedule.
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SCHEDULE G (Continued)
St. Lucie County District School Board
Student Transportation
FINDINGS AND AUDIT ADJUSTMENTS
For the Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 2008
Students
Transported
Net Audit
Findings Adjustments
February 2008 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
Center to Center (IDEA), Weighted (Sample Students) @)
54 Days-in-Term
Center to Center (IDEA), Weighted (Sample Student) )
Center to Center IDEA), Weighted (Sample Student) [6)) (12)
October 2007 Survey
54 Days-in-Term
IDEA (PK), Unweighted (Sample Student) 1
36 Days-in-Term
IDEA (PK), Unweighted (Sample Students) 6
18 Days-in-Term
IDEA (PK), Unweighted (Sample Student) 1
February 2008 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
IDEA (PK), Weighted (Sample Students) 2
36 Days-in-Term
IDEA (PK), Weighted (Sample Student) 1
18 Days-in-Term
IDEA (PK), Weighted (Sample Student) 1 12

7.

[Ref. 57] One hundred thirty-five PK students (seven of whom were in our

sample) were reported incorrectly in IDEA (K-12) ridership categories. We determined
that 125 of these students should have been reported in IDEA (PK), Weighted and 10

should have been reported in IDEA (PK), Unweighted. We made the following audit

adjustments:

October 2007 Survey

90 Days-in-Term

IDEA (K-12), Weighted (Non-Sample Students) (59)
IDEA (K-12), Weighted (Sample Student) )

February 2008 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
IDEA (K-12), Weighted (Non-Sample Students) (6¢1)

The accompanying notes are an integral part of this schedule.
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SCHEDULE G (Continued)

St. Lucie County District School Board
Student Transportation

FINDINGS AND AUDIT ADJUSTMENTS
For the Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 2008
Students
Transported
Net Audit
Findings Adjustments
June 2008 Survey
13 Days-in-Term
IDEA (K-12), Weighted (Sample Students) ®)
IDEA (K-12), Weighted (INon-Sample Students) (18)
IDEA (K-12), Unweighted (Sample Student) €Y} (135)
October 2007 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
IDEA (PK), Weighted (Non-Sample Students) 54
IDEA (PK), Unweighted (Non-Sample Students) 6
February 2008 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
IDEA (PK), Weighted (Non-Sample Students) 49
IDEA (PK), Unweighted (Non-Sample Students) 2
June 2008 Survey
13 Days-in-Term
IDEA (PK), Weighted (Sample Students) 5
IDEA (PK), Weighted (Non-Sample Students) 17
IDEA (PK), Unweighted (Sample Student) 1
IDEA (PK), Unweighted (Non-Sample Student) 1 135
8. [Ref. 58] Two students were reported incorrectly in Two Miles or More. The
students lived less than two miles from school and should not have been reported for
State transportation funding. We made the following audit adjustment:
October 2007 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
Two Miles or More (Sample Students) 2 2
9. [Ref. 59/60] Two students in Two Miles or More in the June survey should not
have been reported: one was not enrolled in school and one was not transported during
the 11-day survey window. We made the following audit adjustment:
June 2008 Survey
12 Days-in-Term
Two Miles or More (Sample Student) 2 @)

The accompanying notes are an integral part of this schedule.
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SCHEDULE G (Continued)
St. Lucie County District School Board
Student Transportation
FINDINGS AND AUDIT ADJUSTMENTS
For the Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 2008
Students
Transported
Net Audit
Findings Adjustments
10. [Ref. 61] Twelve students were reported incorrectly in Hazardous Walking. The
students lived more than two miles from school and should have been reported in Two
Miles or More. We made the following audit adjustments:
October 2007 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
Hazardous Walking (Sample Students) (6)
February 2008 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
Hazardous Walking (Sample Students) (6) (12)
October 2007 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
Two Miles or More (Sample Students) 6
February 2008 Survey
90 Days-in-Term
Two Miles or More (Sample Students) 6 12
11. [Ref. 62] Thirteen students were reported incorrectly in IDEA (K-12),
Unweighted. The students lived mote than two miles from school and should have been
reported in Two Miles or More. We made the following audit adjustment:
June 2008 Survey
13 Days-in-Term
IDEA (K-12), Unweighted (Sample Students) (13)
Two Miles or More (Sample Students) 13 0
Net Audit Adjustments 189
Summa
Sample Students w/Exceptions 104 -
Sample Students - Net Audit Adjustments - (36)
Non-Sample Students w/Exceptions 332 --
Non-Sample Students - Net Audit Adjustments - (153)
189

Net Audit Adjustments

The accompanying notes are an integral part of this schedule.
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SCHEDULE H

St. Lucie County District School Board

Student Transportation
RECOMMENDATIONS AND REGULATORY CITATIONS
For the Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 2008

Recommendations

We recommend that management exercise more cate and take corrective action, as approptiate, to ensure that:
(1) all transported students are reported in accordance with Student Transportation General Instructions; (2) only those
students who were in membership and were transported during a survey period are reported with a survey’s
results; (3) the number of students to be reported in each ridership category is in agreement with the supporting
records for that survey; (4) only ESE students who are properly classified and documented as disabled are
reported in IDEA ridership categories, especially with regards to PK students; (5) ESE students who received
special transportation services have their needs for such services clearly specified on their IEPs; and (6) the
distance from home to school, for students classified in the Two Miles or More ridership category, is veritied

prior to those students being reported.

The absence of statements in this report regarding practices and procedures followed by the District should not
be construed as acceptance, approval, or endorsement of those practices and procedures. Additionally, the
specific nature of this report does not limit or lessen the District's obligation to comply with all State requirements

governing student transportation.

Regulatory Citations

Chapter 1006, Part I, E., F.S. ........ Transportation of Public K-12 Students
Section 1011.68, F.S. .coeeiieee. Funds for Student Transportation
Chapter 6A-3, FAC. ..., Transportation

Student Transportation General Instructions

The accompanying notes are an integral part of this schedule.
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St. Lucie County District School Board
Student Transportation
NOTES TO SCHEDULES
For the Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 2008

NOTE A - SUMMARY

A summary discussion of the significant features of student transportation and related areas follows:

1. Student Eligibility

Any student who is transported by bus must meet one or more of the following conditions in order to be eligible
for State transportation funding: live two or more miles from school, be physically handicapped, be a Career
Education or Exceptional student who is transported from one school center to another where appropriate

programs are provided, or meet the criteria for hazardous walking specified in Section 1006.23(4), Florida Statutes.

2. Transportation in St. Lucie County

For the fiscal year ended June 30, 2008, the District received approximately $11 million in State transportation

funding. The District’s transportation reporting by survey was as follows:

Survey No. of No. of
Period Vehicles Students
July 2007 17 1
October 2007 399 24.196
February 2008 398 25,081
June 2008 44 630
Total 858 49,908
3. Statutes and Rules

The following statutes and rules are of significance to the District’s administration of student transportation:

Chapter 1006, Part I, E., F.S. ... Transportation of Public K-12 Students
Section 1011.68, F.S. .oveeiinee Funds for Student Transportation
Chapter 6A-3, FA.C. oovveenes Transportation
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St. Lucie County District School Board

Student Transportation
NOTES TO SCHEDULES
For the Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 2008

NOTE B - SAMPLING

Our examination procedures provided for the selection of samples of buses and students, using statistical and
judgmental methods, for testing the number of students transported as reported to the Department of Education
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2008. Our sampling process was designed to facilitate the performance of
approptiate examination procedures to test the District's compliance with State requirements governing students

transported.
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EXHIBIT - A
MANAGEMENT’S RESPONSE

/\ Board Members
_s"’:;.-a;.g:} Excellence in Education o Dr. Judi Miller, Chairman
F \ . oy Ingersoll, Vice Chairman
fff 5! %_8'! The School Board of St. Lucie County Kaihyn Hensiey
S‘t-iL'J-Cie County 4204 Okeechobee Road Carol A Hilson
public Schools Fort Pierce, Florida 34947 - (772) 429-3600 Superintendent

Michael J Lannon

July 16, 2009

David W. Martin, CPA

Auditor General

Room 476A

Claude Pepper Building

I 11 West Madison Street
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1450
Attention: Joc Williams, Section 321

Dear Mr. Martin:

We have reviewed the preliminary and tentative report on the examination of full-time
equivalent students and student transportation for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2008.

The preliminary and tentative report indicated instances of noncompliance that are
dctailed in the findings. We acknowledge the findings presentcd in the report, except as
noted below:

Findings #1 (Ref 3101), #5-#7 (Ref 3105/06/07), #10-#11 (Ref 4002/03), #13 (Ref 4005),
#15 (Ref 7101), #16 (Ref 7102), #18 (Ref 7104), #19 (Ref 7105), #22 (Ref 9101), #23
(Ref 9102), #25-#26 (Refs 9104/05), #29-#30 (10101), #31-#33 (Ref 10103/05), #35 (Ref
10107), #41 (Ref 11103), #43-#44 (Ref 11105/06), #48 (Ref 13101), #51-#53 (Ref
13104/06), #55-#56 (Ref 13108/09), #62 (Ret 16101), #64 (Ref 16103), #76 (Ref 23101),
#78-#81 (Ret 23103/07), #89 (Ref 25102). #94 (Ref 30101), #100 (Ref 31103), #104
(Ref 32101), #107-108( Ref 34101/02), #113-#115 (Ref 36102/04), #119 (Ref 38101),
#121-123 (Ref 40101/03), #126-129 (Ref 40106/09), #133-#135 (Ref 42101/03), and
#144 (Ret 500106): These findings were based on a specific document unavailable for
review, specific documents missing initials and/or a date to indicate periodic review, or
documents not prepared/approved in the time required by audit guidelines. Wc
understand the documentation requirements but disagree with the substantive effects of
these tindings, as we provided ESE, ESOL and/or Carcer Education services to the
students throughout the survey, and have documentation on file, albeit not the specific
item(s) requested by the audit team, to substantiate those services,

(continued)

ACCREDITED SYSTEM-WIDE BY THE SOUTHERN ASSOCIATION OF COLLEGES AND SCHOOLS
The School Board of St. Lucie County 1s an Equal Opportunity Agency
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David W. Martin, CPA
Page 2

Findings #14 (Ref 4079), #21 (Ref 9177), #24 (Ref 9103), #27 (Ref 9171/72/74/78), #28
(Ref 9173/76), #29-#30 (Ref 10101/02), #32 (Ref 10104), #34 (Ref 10106), #36 (Ref
10171/72/73/74/78), #45 (11171/72/73/75), #47 (Ref 13180), #49-#50 (Ref 13102/03),
#54 (Ref 13107), #60 (Ref 13176/82), #62 (Ref 16101), #92 (Ref 25173/75), #95 (Ref
30102), #101 (Ref 31171/72/76), #102 (Ref 31173), #105 (Ref 32171 & 32175), #109-
#111 (Ref 34171-34174), #116 (Ref 36183), #119 (Ref 38101), #134 (Ref 42102), #136
(Ref 42171/78/80), and #147 (Ref 500171): These findings were based on notifications
not provided to parents regarding teachers’ out-of-field statuses. We understand the
notification requirements but disagree with the substantive effects of these findings, as
we nonetheless provided ESOL and/or ESE servicces to the students.

Finding #16 (Ref 7102): For one of the students listed in this finding, ASID #17760,
based on the student’s date of entry into the ESOL program, the student was due for re-
evaluation for ESOL placement between 10/20/07 — 10/20/08, and the student was re-
evaluated in April 2008,

Finding #30 (Ref 10102): The finding states that the English language proficiency was
not assessed to support continued placement in ESOL for ASID #11494. We provided
Cella testing documentation to the audit team, howcver, to support that this student was
assessed.

General Comments: We have noted the auditors’ findings of noncompliance as well as
their recommendations. We will strengthen our procedures over FTE recordkeeping and
teacher certification by:

e Preparing parent notification for out-of-field teachers at the District level and
provide the notification letters to the schools with specific instructions for sending
those notifications home with students within a prescribed time period

e Increasing the number of ESOL inservice training opportunities provided to
employees

s Implementing additional procedures to ensure more accurate Transportation FTE
recordkeeping and communication with ESE department for up-to-date matrix
information
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David W. Martin, CPA
Page 3

e Requiring personnel to update Matrix of Service forms for new or changed
student IEPs and to document review of Matrix forms

e Conducting periodic internal reviews for FTE and teacher certification
As the legal determination of the District’s compliance with FTE requirements rests
ultimately with the Florida Department of Education, we plan to appeal these findings to
them for their further consideration.
We thank the audit team for their professionalism, guidance, and assistance during the

review.

Sincerely, =
— ‘45%? ._ﬂ: s

Michael Lanno
Superintendent

ML/tch

Cc:  Sandy Wolfe
Tim Bargeron
Camille Hooper
Sue Ranew
Marty Sanders
Barbara Slaga
Bill Tomlinson
Don Carter
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