FY 2011 Recovery Act Work Plan
	TITLE
	DESCRIPTION
	OBJECTIVES
	ESTIMATEDQUARTER START
	IF ARRA, INCLUDED IN PRIOR ARRA WORK PLAN (Y/N)
	EXPECTED NUMBER OF

 REPORTS



	Recipient and Subrecipient Use of ARRA Funds to Meet Program Objectives
	Since passage of the ARRA in February 2009, OIG has reviewed or is reviewing implementation of the program and use of ARRA funds at 15 SEAs, including reviews at LEAs within each SEA.  We have reviewed internal controls, cash management, subrecipient monitoring, data quality, and use of funds.  

In FY 2011, we plan to continue this work, focusing on whether the ARRA funds were used to meet program objectives.  These audits will continue to examine the use of funds in three major programs – Title I, IDEA, and SFSF – and may include review of additional programs, including the recent additional funding provided under the Education Jobs Fund (P.L. 111-226).  

Reports will be issued periodically during this process as appropriate.

Using ARRA funds, beginning in FY 2011, we plan to engage independent public accounting firms to conduct additional fiscal and compliance-related audits of LEAs.


	Conduct additional audits of ARRA recipients and subrecipients to determine whether ARRA funds were used to meet program objectives.  Anticipated areas under this project include:

(1)  Whether funds are being used in ways that meet the objectives of the ARRA and the specific programs;

(2) What additional services are being provided with ARRA funding;

(3) What progress has been made in meeting program objectives; and

(4) Effectiveness of the Department’s oversight and monitoring of recipient’s progress in meeting program objectives.


	Q1
	Y
(Related audits)
	5-8 

	SEA Award and Monitoring of

School Improvement Grants


	School Improvement Grants (SIG) are awarded by SEAs to LEAs.  The program is intended to transform the nation’s lowest performing schools.  In selecting the SEAs to receive funding, SEAs must use specific criteria established by the Department.  SEAs must identify and prioritize the use of these funds for the lowest-achieving schools as categorized in three tiers.  These audits will look at the SIG award process and the use of SIG funds.


	Determine whether SIG funds were appropriately awarded and effectively monitored by SEAs to ensure program objectives are being met


	Q1/Q2
	N
	2-4

	Review of the Department's Race to the Top Fund Grant Monitoring Process
	The Department plans to use a least $4.35 billion in State Fiscal Stabilization Funds (SFSF) to make competitive grants under the Race to the Top (RTT) program.  The RTT program intends to help States drive significant improvement in student achievement.  Specific goals include: (1) making progress toward rigorous college- and career-ready standards and high-quality assessments that are valid and reliable for all students, including English language learners and students with disabilities; (2) establishing pre-K to college and career data systems that track progress and foster continuous improvement; (3) making improvements in teacher effectiveness and in the equitable distribution of qualified teachers for all students, particularly students who are most in need; and (4) providing intensive support and effective interventions for the lowest-performing schools.


	GAO has been mandated to conduct a review in this area and we are coordinating so as not to duplicate effort.  We anticipate we will review the adequacy and effectiveness of the Department’s monitoring of grantees to ensure RTT program goals and objectives are met.  Work may also include reviews at one or more grantees.


	Q4
	Y 

(related audit)
	1-3

	Review of the Department's Discretionary Grant Monitoring Process for Investing in Innovation Funds
	The Recovery Act allows the Secretary to reserve up to $650 Million in SFSF to establish an innovation fund.  Investing in Innovation (i3) program funds are to be awarded to eligible entities that have:  significantly closed achievement gaps; made improvements in areas such as graduation rates and recruitment of high quality teachers; and demonstrated partnerships with the private sector to include provision of matching funds.
	GAO has been mandated to conduct a review in this area and we are coordinating so as not to duplicate effort.  We anticipate we will review the adequacy and effectiveness of the Department’s plans for monitoring performance to ensure i3 program goals and objectives are met. Work may also include reviews at one or more grantees.


	Q4
	N
	1-3 

	Review of the Department’s Oversight of SFSF Fund Usage
	The overall goals of ARRA are to stimulate the economy in the short term and invest in education and other essential public services to ensure the long-term economic health of our nation.  In March 2009, the Department identified four principles for the distribution and use of ARRA funds.  This included investing one-time ARRA funds thoughtfully to minimize the "funding cliff."  Overall, the intent is for these funds to be invested in ways that do not result in unsustainable continuing commitments after the funding expires.

Beginning in January 2011, States must provide the Department with annual reports regarding the use of SFSF funds.


	To determine whether the Department is conducting appropriate monitoring of SFSF funds to ensure program objectives are met and to limit use of the funds in support of activities that may be unsustainable after ARRA funds expire.


	Q3
	Y

(related audit)
	1
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