	ESRA: Comprehensive Centers (OESE)

	FY 2010 Program Performance Plan (System Print Out) 

	Strategic Goal 1 

	Other 

	ESRA, Title II, Section 203 


	Program Goal: 
	To improve student achievement in low-performing schools under the No Child Left Behind Act. 


	



	Objective 1 of 3: 
	Improve the quality of technical assistance. 


	Measure 1.1 of 2: The percentage of all Comprehensive Centers' products and services that are deemed to be of high quality by an independent review panel of qualified experts or individuals with appropriate expertise to review the substantive content of the products and services.   (Desired direction: increase)   2058 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2006 
	Set a Baseline 
	Not Collected 
	Not Collected 

	2007 
	Set a Baseline 
	34 
	Target Met 

	2008 
	40 
	Not Collected 
	Not Collected 

	2009 
	46 
	(July 2010) 
	Pending 

	2010 
	52 
	(July 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	999 
	(October 2012) 
	Pending 

	2012 
	66 
	(July 2013) 
	Pending 

	2013 
	73 
	(July 2014) 
	Pending 

	2014 
	80 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. 
U.S. Department of Education, Office of Elementary and Secondary Education, Comprehensive Centers, independent review panel. 
Frequency of Data Collection. Annual 

Target Context. 
The goal of 80% is consistent across the three GPRA measures for quality, relevance, and usefulness. The interim targets represent annual increases from the 2007 baseline to reach 80% by 2014. 
Explanation. 
This is a long-term performance measure and an annual performance measure. Independent review panels will assess quality as a component of the national evaluation conducted by an independent firm. 
	Measure 1.2 of 2: The percentage of all Comprehensive Centers' products and services that are deemed to be of high relevance to educational policy or practice by target audiences.   (Desired direction: increase)   2059 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2006 
	Set a Baseline 
	Not Collected 
	Not Collected 

	2007 
	Set a Baseline 
	74 
	Target Met 

	2008 
	75 
	83 
	Target Exceeded 

	2009 
	76 
	(July 2010) 
	Pending 

	2010 
	77 
	(July 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	78 
	(July 2012) 
	Pending 

	2012 
	79 
	(July 2013) 
	Pending 

	2013 
	80 
	(July 2014) 
	Pending 

	2014 
	80 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. 
 U.S. Department of Education, Office of Elementary and Secondary Education, Comprehensive Centers, surveys of target audiences. 
Frequency of Data Collection. Annual 

Target Context. 
The goal of 80% is consistent across the three GPRA measures for quality, relevance, and usefulness. The interim targets represent annual increases from the 2007 baseline to reach 80% by 2014. 
Explanation. 
This is a long-term performance measure and an annual performance measure. As a component of the national evaluation, an independent firm will collect survey data from a random sample of State Education Agency (SEA) staff and intermediate education agency staff who participated in Regional Centers’ projects and Regional Center staff who participated in Content Centers’ projects. 
	



	Objective 2 of 3: 
	Technical assistance products and services will be used to improve results for children in the target areas. 


	Measure 2.1 of 1: The percentage of all Comprehensive Centers' products and services that are deemed to be of high usefulness to educational policy or practice by target audiences.   (Desired direction: increase)   2061 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2006 
	Set a Baseline 
	Not Collected 
	Not Collected 

	2007 
	Set a Baseline 
	48 
	Target Met 

	2008 
	52 
	64 
	Target Exceeded 

	2009 
	56 
	(July 2010) 
	Pending 

	2010 
	60 
	(July 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	65 
	(July 2012) 
	Pending 

	2012 
	70 
	(July 2013) 
	Pending 

	2013 
	75 
	(July 2014) 
	Pending 

	2014 
	80 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. 
U.S. Department of Education, Office of Elementary and Secondary Education, Comprehensive Centers, surveys of target audiences. 
Frequency of Data Collection. Annual 

Target Context. 
The goal of 80% is consistent across the three GPRA measures for quality, relevance, and usefulness. The interim targets represent annual increases from the 2007 baseline to reach 80% by 2014. 
Explanation. 
This is a long-term performance measure and an annual performance measure. As a component of the national evaluation, an independent firm will collect survey data from a random sample of State Education Agency (SEA) staff and intermediate education agency staff who participated in Regional Centers’ projects and Regional Center staff who participated in Content Centers’ projects. 
	



	Objective 3 of 3: 
	Improve the operational efficiency of the program. 


	Measure 3.1 of 2: The percentage of Comprehensive Center grant funds carried over in each year of the project . (Desired direction: decrease)   (Desired direction: decrease)   00000y 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2006 
	  
	40 
	Measure not in place 

	2007 
	30 
	15 
	Did Better Than Target 

	2008 
	20 
	6 
	Did Better Than Target 

	2009 
	10 
	4 
	Did Better Than Target 

	2010 
	10 
	(July 2010) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	10 
	(July 2011) 
	Pending 

	2012 
	10 
	(July 2012) 
	Pending 

	2013 
	10 
	(July 2013) 
	Pending 

	2014 
	10 
	(July 2014) 
	Pending 


Source. 
U.S. Department of Education, Office of Elementary and Secondary Education, grantee submission of their proposed budgets for carryover funds as part of their annual performance reports. 
Frequency of Data Collection. Annual 

Target Context. 
The long-range carry-over target is less than or equal to 10% of the funds awarded. Based on the baseline data from 2006 (40 percent carryover from Year 1 to Year 2 of the grants), the Department proposes a decrease of 10 percentage points in the target each year, in order to reach 10 percent carry-over by 2009 (10 percent carry-over from Year 4 to Year 5 of the grants). 
Explanation. This is a long-term performance measure and an annual performance measure. The percentage of funds carried over is calculated as the expected carryover from Year X reported by grantees in the budget proposed for the next year, divided by the total funds awarded for Year 1 through Year X. 

	Measure 3.2 of 2: The number of working days it takes the Department to send a monitoring report to grantees after monitoring visits (both virtual and on-site).   (Desired direction: decrease)   89a0tb 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2009 
	45 
	81 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2010 
	45 
	(September 2010) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	45 
	(September 2011) 
	Pending 

	2012 
	45 
	(September 2012) 
	Pending 

	2013 
	45 
	(September 2013) 
	Pending 

	2014 
	45 
	(September 2014) 
	Pending 


Source. U.S. Department of Education, Office of Elementary and Secondary Education, program office records. 

Frequency of Data Collection. Annual 

Target Context. In order for the feedback to the Centers to be valuable, the reports should be provided to the Centers in a timely manner. The program office will use the standard of 45 working days as the target for 2009 and future years. 

Explanation. This is a new measure. 
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