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ESEA, Title III, Part A

Document Year 2014 Appropriation: $

CFDA
84.195N: ELA National Activities


84.365A: English Language Acquisition Formula Grant Program

Program Goal:
To help limited English proficient students learn English and reach high academic standards.

Objective 1 of 3:
To improve the English proficiency and academic achievement of students served by the Language Acquisition State Grants program.

Measure 1.1 of 7: The average number of days States receiving Title III funds take to make subgrants to subgrantees.   (Desired direction: decrease)   89a03n 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2006 
	Set Baseline 
	55 
	Baseline 

	2007 
	52.0 
	67 
	Target Not Met 

	2008 
	46.0 
	62 
	Target Not Met but Improved 

	2009 
	46.0 
	60 
	Target Not Met but Improved 

	2010 
	45.0 
	51.7 
	Target Not Met but Improved 

	2011 
	45.0 
	51.1 
	Target Not Met but Improved 

	2012 
	45.0 
	52.6 
	Target Not Met 

	2013 
	45.0 
	45 
	Target Met 

	2014 
	45.0 
	
	Not Collected 


Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Measure 1.2 of 7: The annual cost per LEP student attaining English language proficiency.   (Desired direction: decrease)   89a03p 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2006 
	Set Baseline 
	785 
	Baseline 

	2007 
	783.0 
	772 
	Target Exceeded 

	2008 
	782.0 
	771 
	Target Exceeded 

	2009 
	780.0 
	832.1 
	Target Not Met 

	2010 
	775.0 
	638 
	Target Exceeded 

	2011 
	770.0 
	668.9 
	Target Exceeded 

	2012 
	668.0 
	620.3 
	Target Exceeded 

	2013 
	668.0 
	621.8 
	Target Exceeded 

	2014 
	668.0 
	
	Not Collected 


Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Measure 1.3 of 7: The percentage of LEAs receiving Title III funding meeting all three AMAOs for limited English proficient students.   (Desired direction: increase)   2051 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2008 
	Set Baseline 
	54 
	Baseline 

	2009 
	57.0 
	54.9 
	Target Not Met but Improved 

	2010 
	59.0 
	55.5 
	Target Not Met but Improved 

	2011 
	59.0 
	48 
	Target Not Met 

	2012 
	59.0 
	47 
	Target Not Met 

	2013 
	59.0 
	40 
	Target Not Met 

	2014 
	59.0 
	
	Not Collected 


Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Measure 1.4 of 7: The percentage of limited English proficient students receiving Title III services who are making progress in learning English.   (Desired direction: increase)   2052 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2006 
	Set Baseline 
	45 
	Baseline 

	2007 
	50.0 
	41 
	Target Not Met 

	2008 
	55.0 
	43 
	Target Not Met but Improved 

	2009 
	60.0 
	59 
	Target Not Met but Improved 

	2010 
	65.0 
	59 
	Target Not Met 

	2011 
	65.0 
	58 
	Target Not Met 

	2012 
	65.0 
	53.9 
	Target Not Met 

	2013 
	65.0 
	48.6 
	Target Not Met 

	2014 
	65.0 
	
	Not Collected 


Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Measure 1.5 of 7: The percentage of limited English proficient students receiving Title III services who have attained English language proficiency.   (Desired direction: increase)   1830 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2006 
	29.0 
	19 
	Target Not Met 

	2007 
	20.0 
	21 
	Target Exceeded 

	2008 
	25.0 
	23 
	Target Not Met but Improved 

	2009 
	30.0 
	23.5 
	Target Not Met but Improved 

	2010 
	35.0 
	26 
	Target Not Met but Improved 

	2011 
	35.0 
	26 
	Target Not Met 

	2012 
	35.0 
	27.1 
	Target Not Met but Improved 

	2013 
	35.0 
	28 
	Target Not Met but Improved 

	2014 
	35.0 
	
	Not Collected 


Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Measure 1.6 of 7: The percentage of limited English proficient students who score proficient or above on State reading assessments   (Desired direction: increase)   89a0wi 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2008 
	Set Baseline 
	33 
	Baseline 

	2009 
	34.0 
	35.5 
	Target Exceeded 

	2010 
	35.0 
	39 
	Target Exceeded 

	2011 
	35.0 
	39 
	Target Exceeded 

	2012 
	36.0 
	38 
	Target Exceeded 

	2013 
	38.0 
	36 
	Target Not Met 

	2014 
	38.0 
	
	Not Collected 


Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Measure 1.7 of 7: The percentage of monitored former limited English proficient students (MFLEP) who score proficient or above on State reading assessments   (Desired direction: increase)   89a0wn 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2008 
	Set Baseline 
	52 
	Baseline 

	2009 
	62.0 
	72.9 
	Target Exceeded 

	2010 
	64.0 
	71 
	Target Exceeded 

	2011 
	64.0 
	72 
	Target Exceeded 

	2012 
	66.0 
	72 
	Target Exceeded 

	2013 
	66.0 
	67 
	Target Exceeded 

	2014 
	66.0 
	
	Not Collected 


Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Objective 2 of 3:
To improve the quality of teachers of LEP students.

Measure 2.1 of 6: The percentage of pre-service program graduates who are certified, licensed, or endorsed in LEP instruction.   (Desired direction: increase)   89a0lj 
	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2008 
	Set Baseline 
	99 
	Baseline 

	2009 
	99.0 
	72.1 
	Target Not Met 

	2010 
	72.1 
	57.9 
	Target Not Met 

	2011 
	72.1 
	42.9 
	Target Not Met 

	2012 
	72.1 
	38.1 
	Target Not Met 

	2013 
	72.1 
	63.4 
	Target Not Met but Improved 

	2014 
	72.1 
	(August, 2015) 
	Pending 

	2015 
	72.1 
	(August, 2016) 
	Pending 


Source. U.S. Department of Education, Office of English Language Acquisition, NPD Grant Performance Report. 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. Data are self-reported by grantees. 

Target Context. The target for the 2013 report was based on actual data from the 2009 report. 
Explanation. Grantees are institutions of higher education that receive funding for 5 years.

Data for the 2013 program year are reported in 2014. To calculate the percentage required for this measure, NCELA counted the number of pre-service graduates that the 61 grantees from the 2011 and 2012 cohorts which served pre-service teachers reported during the 2012-13 project year as a result of the training provided by the grantee. That number, 440, is the denominator (297 in 2011 cohort, 143 in 2012 cohort). The numerator is the number of participants that actually became certified, licensed, or endorsed in LEP instruction during the 2012-13project year, as result of the training provided by the grantees. That number is 279 (228 in 2011 cohort, 51 in 2012 cohort). Therefore, the percentage of completers who became certified, licensed, or endorsed is 63.4%.  Grantees did not meet original target for this measure because the target was based on the target of a previous cohort.  For the 2014 report the program will use targets for this measure that are based on targets established for the 2011 and 2012 cohort.
 
Measure 2.2 of 6: The precentage of pre-service program graduates who are placed in instructional settings serving LEP students within one year of graduation.   (Desired direction: increase)   1831

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2005 
	Set Baseline 
	93 
	Baseline 

	2006 
	94.0 
	91.3 
	Target Not Met 

	2007 
	95.0 
	89.2 
	Target Not Met 

	2008 
	95.0 
	0 
	Target Not Met 

	2009 
	95.0 
	84.1 
	Target Not Met but Improved 

	2010 
	84.1 
	81.4 
	Target Not Met 

	2011 
	84.1 
	81.3 
	Target Not Met 

	2012 
	84.1 
	0 
	Target Not Met 

	2013 
	84.1 
	71 
	Target Not Met but Improved 

	2014 
	84.1 
	(August, 2015) 
	Pending 

	2015 
	84.1 
	(August, 2016) 
	Pending 


Source. U.S. Department of Education, Office of English Language Acquisition, NPD Grantee Performance Report. 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. Data are self-reported by grantees. 

Target Context. The target for the 2013 report was based on actual data from the 2009 report.
Explanation. Grantees are institutions of higher education that receive funding for 5 years

These data are taken from the 22 projects in the 2011 cohort that are in their second funding year. Since it is the first funding year for the 2012 cohort, there are no data from those 39 grantees as they had no completers who graduated the program in the previous year.
To calculate the percentage required for this measure, NCELA counted the number of pre-service completers from the year prior to the reporting year. That number, 107, is the denominator. The numerator is the number of completers from the prior year that were placed in instructional settings serving LEP students; that number is 76, resulting in a 71.0% placement rate. 

Grantees did not meet original target for this measure because the target was based on the target of a previous cohort.  For the 2014 Report the program will use targets for this measure that are based on targets established for the 2011 and 2012 cohorts.
Measure 2.3 of 6: The percentage of pre-service program graduates who are providing instructional services to LEP students three years after graduation.   (Desired direction: increase)   89a0ll 
	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2013 
	Set Baseline 
	(August, 2015) 
	Pending 


Source. U.S. Department of Education, Office of English Language Acquisition, NPD Grantee Performance Report.
Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. Data are self-reported by grantees. 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. Grantees are institutions of higher education that receive funding for 5 years.

This measure applies to grants awarded 2009 onward. This grant will report data on this measure no earlier than 2014.

Measure 2.4 of 6: The percentage of paraprofessional program completers who meet State qualifications for paraprofessionals working with LEP students.   (Desired direction: increase) 89a0lk 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2008 
	Set Baseline 
	100 
	Baseline 

	2009 
	100.0 
	100 
	Target Met 

	2010 
	100.0 
	100 
	Target Met 

	2011 
	100.0 
	50 
	Target Not Met 

	2012 
	100.0 
	100 
	Target Met 

	2013 
	100.0 
	63.6 
	Target Not Met 

	2014 
	100.0 
	(August, 2015) 
	Pending 

	2015 
	100.0 
	(August, 2016) 
	Pending 


Source. U.S. Department of Education, Office of English Language Acquisition, NPD Grantee Performance Report.
Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. Data are self-reported by grantees. 

Target Context. The target for the 2013 report was based on actual data from the 2009 report. 
Explanation. Grantees are institutions of higher education that receive funding for 5 years.
This measure combines data from the 2011 and 2012 NPD cohorts. To calculate the percentage required for this measure, NCELA counted the number of paraprofessional completers that the 14 grantees which served paraprofessionals reported for the 2012-13 academic year.
Grantees in both cohorts reported 55 completers (24 in 2011 cohort, 31 in 2012 cohort). That number, 55, is the denominator. The numerator is the number of completers that actually met State qualifications for paraprofessionals working with LEP students. Thirty-five (35) completers met qualifications (4 in the 2011 cohort, 31 in the 2012 cohort), for a percentage of 63.6%.
 

Measure 2.5 of 6: The percentage of in-service teacher completers who complete certification, licensure or endorsement requirements in LEP instruction as a result of the program.   (Desired direction: increase)   89a0lm 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2008 
	Set Baseline 
	77 
	Baseline 

	2009 
	77.8 
	56.8 
	Target Not Met 

	2010 
	56.8 
	27 
	Target Not Met 

	2011 
	56.8 
	27 
	Target Not Met 

	2012 
	56.8 
	19.8 
	Target Not Met 

	2013 
	56.8 
	71.1 
	Target Exceeded 

	2014 
	56.8 
	(August, 2015) 
	Pending 

	2015 
	56.8 
	(August, 2016) 
	Pending 


Source. U.S. Department of Education, Office of English Language Acquisition, NPD Grantee Performance Report. 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. Data are self reported by grantees. 

Target Context. The target for the 2013 report was based on actual data from the 2009 report. 
Explanation. Grantees are institutions of higher education that receive funding for 5 years.

This measure combines data from the 2011 and 2012 NPD cohorts. To calculate the percentage required for this measure, NCELA counted the number of in-service teacher completers in service programs designed to lead to state and/or local certification, endorsement, or licensure that 76 grantees in both cohorts offered in the 2012-13 academic year.

Grantees reported 450 completers (380 in 2011 cohort, 70 in 2012 cohort). That number, 450, is the denominator. The numerator is the number of completers in programs designed to lead to certification, of which there were 320 (269 in 2011 cohort, 51 in 2012 cohort), resulting in a 71.1% rate.

Measure 2.6 of 6: The percentage of in-service teacher completers under the National Professional Development Program who are providing instructional services to limited English proficient students.   (Desired direction: increase)   89a04q 
	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2006 
	Set Baseline 
	90.4 
	Baseline 

	2007 
	95.0 
	94.6 
	Target Not Met but Improved 

	2008 
	95.0 
	85 
	Target Not Met 

	2009 
	95.0 
	88 
	Target Not Met but Improved 

	2010 
	88.0 
	83 
	Target Not Met 

	2011 
	88.0 
	91.4 
	Target Exceeded 

	2012 
	Not available. 
	
	Not Collected 

	2013 
	88.0 
	81 
	Target Not Met 

	2014 
	88.0 
	(August, 2015) 
	Pending 

	2015 
	88.0 
	(August, 2016) 
	Pending 


Source. U.S. Department of Education, Office of English Language Acquisition, NPD Grantee Performance Report. 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. Data are self-reported by grantees. 

Target Context. The target for the 2013 report was based on actual data from the 2009 report. 
Explanation. Grantees are institutions of higher education that receive funding for 5 years.

To calculate the percentage required for this measure, NCELA counted the number of in-service completers that the 98 grantees who served in-service teachers in both programs designed and not designed to lead to state and/or local certification, licensure or endorsement in LEP instruction reported during the 2012-13 project year. That number, 1,696, is the denominator. The numerator is the number of completers that actually are providing instructional services to LEP students. That number is 1,373.  Therefore, 81.0% of the completers are providing instructional services to the target population of students. 
Objective 3 of 3:
To improve English proficiency and academic achievement of students served by the Native American and Alaska Native Children in School Program.

Measure 3.1 of 3: The percentage of limited English proficient students served by the Native American and Alaska Native Children in School Program who score proficient or above on the state reading assessment.   (Desired direction: increase)   89a0lu 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2008 
	Set Baseline 
	45.3 
	Baseline 

	2009 
	45.8 
	56 
	Target Exceeded 

	2010 
	56.0 
	35 
	Target Not Met 

	2011 
	56.0 
	40 
	Target Not Met but Improved 

	2012 
	56.0 
	32.7 
	Target Not Met 

	2013 
	56.0 
	32.1 
	Target Not Met 

	2014 
	56.0 
	(August, 2015) 
	Pending 

	2015 
	56.0 
	(August, 2016) 
	Pending 


Source. U.S. Department of Education, Office of English Language Acquisition, Annual Performance Report (APR) (ED524B).

APR – Each grantee is required to submit data on the overall number students who: (a) are expected to score proficient or above on the State reading assessment, and (b) who actually score proficient or above on the State reading assessment in its APR (OMB 1894-0003; http://www2.ed.gov/fund/grant/apply/appforms/appforms.html).  The program office reviews the reports and resolves any data quality issues with the grantees, and then the National Clearinghouse for English Language Acquisition (NCELA) aggregates the data from the APRs and supplies the aggregated data and calculated percentage for this measure to the program office.  

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. Data are self-reported by grantees.
Thirteen grantees received funding in 2012-13, all originally funded in 2011 (2013 cohort has an additional 11 grantees and will complete their first APR in October 2014). Of these grants, two grants with tribal colleges are not included in the report. Complete data from one grantee is still pending, and another grantee had a data quality issue that resulted in a loss of data. Thus, the following GPRA measure includes data from nine grantees. 

Target Context. This is the second cohort of grantees that designed their programs to report on the measure. The Department used data from 2009 to establish targets for future years for this measure. 
Explanation. The project period is 5 years for this program. Actual data for 2013 are based on data provided by nine grantees that reported on this measure. Data for the 2012-13 program year are reported in 2013. 

Nine grantees reported a total of 1,239 LEP students served by NAM in GPRA measure 1.1, of which 1,195 participated in State or local district reading assessments. Nine grantees reported a total of 384 LEP students (32.1%) scoring proficient or above on State or local district local reading assessments in SY 2012-13.

The program did not meet its target. 

Measure 3.2 of 3: The percentage of LEP students served by the Native American and Alaska Native Children in School Program who are making progress in English as measured by the State English language proficiency assessment.   (Desired direction: increase)   89a0lw 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2008 
	Set Baseline 
	56.6 
	Baseline 

	2009 
	57.2 
	73 
	Target Exceeded 

	2010 
	73.0 
	59 
	Target Not Met 

	2011 
	73.0 
	59 
	Target Not Met 

	2012 
	73.0 
	46.2 
	Target Not Met 

	2013 
	73.0 
	82.8 
	Target Exceeded 

	2014 
	73.0 
	(August, 2015) 
	Pending 

	2015 
	73.0 
	(August, 2016) 
	Pending 


Source. U.S. Department of Education, Office of English Language Acquisition;Annual Performance Report (APR) (ED524B)

APR-Each grantee is required to submit data on the overall number of students who: (a) are expected to make progress in English as measured by the State-approved English language proficiency (ELP) assessment, and (b) who actually made progress in English as measured by the State-approved English language proficiency (ELP) assessment in its APR (OMB 1894-0003); http://www2.ed.gov/fund/grant/apply/appforms/appforms.html  The program office reviews the reports and resolves any data quality issues with the grantees, and then the aggregates the data from the APRs and supplies the aggregated data and calculated percentage for this measure to the program office.
Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. Data are self-reported by grantees.
Thirteen grantees received funding in 2012-13, all originally funded in 2011 (2013 cohort has an additional 11 grantees and will complete their first APR in October 2014). Of these grants, two grants with tribal colleges are not included in the report. Complete data from one grantee is still pending, and four other grantees had data quality or student privacy concerns that resulted in a lack of data.  Thus, the following GPRA measure includes data from six grantees. 

Target Context. This is the second cohort of grantees that provided plans for data collection on this measure. The Department used data from 2009 to establish the target for future years for this measure. 
Explanation. The project period is 5 years for this program. Actual data for 2013 are based on data provided by six grantees that reported on this measure. Data for the 2012-13 program year are reported in 2013. 
Six grantees reported that there were two data points available (to measure progress) for 489 students that were tested for English language proficiency (the denominator).  The numerator is the number of LEP students served by the program that made progress in English as measured by the State English language proficiency assessment, or 405 students, resulting in 82.8% of LEP students making progress (this includes students who made progress only and those who made enough progress to also attain proficiency). 

The program exceeded its target. 

Measure 3.3 of 3: The percentage of LEP students served by the Native American and Alaska Native Children in School Program who are attaining proficiency in English as measured by the State English language proficiency assessment.   (Desired direction: increase)   89a0lz 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2008 
	Set Baseline 
	32.6 
	Baseline 

	2009 
	32.9 
	12 
	Target Not Met 

	2010 
	12.0 
	25 
	Target Exceeded 

	2011 
	12.0 
	12 
	Target Met 

	2012 
	12.0 
	49.1 
	Target Exceeded 

	2013 
	12.0 
	7.9 
	Target Not Met 

	2014 
	12.0 
	(August, 2015) 
	Pending 

	2015 
	12.0 
	(August, 2016) 
	Pending 


Source. U.S. Department of Education, Office of English Language Acquisition, Annual Performance Report (ED524B).

APR – Each grantee is required to submit data on the overall number of students who: (a) are expected to attain proficiency in English as measured by the State-approved English language proficiency (ELP) assessment and (b) who actually attained proficiency in English as measured by the State-approved English language proficiency (ELP) assessment in its APR (OMB 1894-0003; http://www2.ed.gov/fund/grant/apply/appforms/appforms.html) The program office reviews the reports and resolves any data quality issues with the grantees, and then the National Clearinghouse for English Language Acquisition (NCELA) aggregates the data from the APRs and supplies the aggregated data and calculated percentage for this measure to the program office. 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. Data are self-reported by grantees.
Thirteen grantees received funding in 2012-13, all originally funded in 2011 (2013 cohort has an additional 11 grantees and will complete their first APR in October 2014).  Of these grants, two grants with tribal colleges are not included in the report. Complete data from one grantee is still pending, and two other grantees had data quality or student privacy concerns that resulted in a lack of data. Thus, the following report includes data from eight grantees. 

Target Context. This is the second cohort of grantees that provided plans for data collection on this measure. The Department used data from 2009 to establish the target for future years for this measure. 
Explanation. The project period is 5 years for this program. Actual data for 2013 are based on data provided by eight grantees that reported on this measure. Data for the 2012-13 program year are reported in 2013. 
Six grantees reported that 750 students were tested at least once for English language proficiency (the denominator). The numerator is the number of LEP students served by the program that attained proficiency as measured by the State English language proficiency assessment, or 59 students, resulting in 7.9% of LEP students attaining proficiency in English. 

The program did not meet its target. 
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