	ESEA: English Language Acquisition (OELA)

	FY 2010 Program Performance Plan (System Print Out) 

	Strategic Goal 1 

	Formula 

	ESEA, Title III, Part A 

	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 2: 
	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 a Baseline 
	55 
	Target Met 

	2007 
	52 
	67 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2008 
	46 
	62 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2009 
	46 
	(May 2010) 
	Pending 

	2010 
	45 
	(May 2011) 
	Pending 


Source. 
EDFacts/EDEN
Frequency of Data Collection. Annual 

Data Quality. State reported data. 

Target Context. 
The majority of the states indicate that LEA access to funds is dependent on established state budgetary procedure and/or legislative approval therefore shortening the process in some way would in most cases require a year or more for approval and another fiscal year for implementation on average. 
In the prior year there 8 fewer number of states that responded to this measure which has an effect on the average number of days. 
Explanation. This is a long-term measure. 
	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 a Baseline 
	785 
	Target Met 

	2007 
	783 
	772 
	Did Better Than Target 

	2008 
	782 
	771 
	Did Better Than Target 

	2009 
	780 
	(May 2010) 
	Pending 

	2010 
	775 
	(May 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	770 
	(May 2012) 
	Pending 


Source. EDFacts/EDEN and Congressional Appropriations for State Formula Grants.  
Frequency of Data Collection. Annual 

Data Quality. 
1. State reported data provides the number of LEP students who have achieved English proficiency according to state definitions/standards for "attainment" in accordance with NCLB.
2. Congressional Appropriations determines the amount of funds provided the state formula grants.

3. Calculations are made based on these data

Target Context. Target results are expressed in dollars expended per student in the year the student achieved "proficient" status according to state and federal criteria. 

Explanation. This is a long-term measure. 

	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 a Baseline 
	54 
	Target Met 

	2009 
	57 
	(May 2010) 
	Pending 

	2010 
	59 
	(May 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	61 
	(May 2012) 
	Pending 

	2012 
	63 
	(May 2013) 
	Pending 

	2013 
	65 
	(May 2014) 
	Pending 


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 a Baseline 
	45 
	Target Met 

	2007 
	50 
	41 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2008 
	55 
	43 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2009 
	60 
	(May 2010) 
	Pending 

	2010 
	65 
	(May 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	67 
	(May 2012) 
	Pending 

	2012 
	69 
	(May 2013) 
	Pending 


Source. 
EDFacts/EDEN
Frequency of Data Collection. Annual 

Data Quality. State reported data. 

Target Context. Measure is in accordance with statutory reporting requirements. 

The data currently exists to set the baseline and there are sufficient years of data to establish realistic/ambitious targets. 
Targets are ambitious based on multiple year data and comparative analysis between results of the NAEP and AYP results. NAEP over a ten year period increased by less than 1% per year for all students, including LEP students. In addition, the targets are set in considerations of the fact that Title I allows for two 3-year periods, flat AYP targets vs. annual increases. 
Explanation. This measure is student outcome based and addresses the goal of the Title III program to help LEP student achieve high standards in academic content. 
This measure also addresses the requirement in the OELA strategic plan, established by ED. 
	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 
	19 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2007 
	20 
	21 
	Target Exceeded 

	2008 
	25 
	23 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2009 
	30 
	(May 2010) 
	Pending 

	2010 
	35 
	(May 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	40 
	(May 2012) 
	Pending 

	2012 
	45 
	(May 2013) 
	Pending 


Source.  EDEN/EDFacts. 
Frequency of Data Collection. Annual 

Data Quality. State reported data. 

Target Context. Measure is in accordance with statutory reporting requirements. 

Explanation. 44 States reported this data by final submission deadline for the prior report year. 
	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 a Baseline 
	33 
	Target Met 

	2009 
	34 
	(May 2010) 
	Pending 

	2010 
	35 
	(May 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	36 
	(May 2012) 
	Pending 

	2012 
	37 
	(May 2013) 
	Pending 

	2013 
	38 
	(May 2014) 
	Pending 


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 a Baseline 
	52 
	Target Met 

	2009 
	62 
	(May 2010) 
	Pending 

	2010 
	64 
	(May 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	66 
	(May 2012) 
	Pending 

	2012 
	68 
	(May 2013) 
	Pending 

	2013 
	70 
	(May 2014) 
	Pending 


Source. EDFacts/EDEN 

Frequency of Data Collection. Annual 

Data Quality. State reported data. 

Target Context. This measure provides academic achievement results for former Title III students who have met the state criteria for moving into a classroom not designed for LEP students and who no longer receive Title III services. 

Explanation. This measure provides academic achievement results for former Title III students who have met the state criteria for moving into a classroom not designed for LEP students and who no longer receive Title III services.  

	



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


	Measure 2.1 of 2: 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 a Baseline 
	(January 2014) 
	Pending 

	2014 
	BL+1 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. U.S. Department of Education, Office of English Language Acquisition program performance reports. 

Frequency of Data Collection. Annual 

Data Quality. 
Data are self reported by grantees.
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 2.2 of 2: 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 a Baseline 
	(January 2009) 
	Pending 

	2009 
	BL+1% 
	(January 2010) 
	Pending 

	2010 
	BL+2% 
	(January 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	BL+3% 
	(January 2012) 
	Pending 


Source. U.S. Department of Education, Office of Engish Language Acquisition program performance reports. 

Frequency of Data Collection. Annual 

Data Quality. Data are self reported by grantees. 

Explanation. Grantees are insitutions of higher education that receive funding for 5 years.  This measure does not apply to any currently funded grant.  The majority of grants under the National Professional Development Program serves either in-service teacher completers, or pre-service teacher completers or both. 
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