	ESEA: Title I Grants to Local Educational Agencies (OESE)

	FY 2010 Program Performance Plan (System Print Out) 

	Strategic Goal 1 

	Formula 

	ESEA, Title I, Part A 

	CFDA 
	84.010: Title I Grants to Local Educational Agencies 


	Program Goal: 
	At-risk students improve their achievement to meet challenging standards. 


	



	Objective 1 of 2: 
	The performance of economically disadvantaged students will increase substantially in reading and mathematics. 


	Measure 1.1 of 4: The difference between the percentage of economically disadvantaged students in grades 3-8 scoring at the proficient or advanced levels on State reading assessments and the percentage of all students in grades 3-8 scoring at the proficient or advanced levels on State reading assessments.   (Desired direction: decrease)   899w 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2004 
	  
	13.9 
	Measure not in place 

	2005 
	  
	13.2 
	Measure not in place 

	2006 
	Set a Baseline 
	13 
	Target Met 

	2007 
	11.4 
	12.8 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2008 
	9.8 
	12.5 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2009 
	8.1 
	(September 2010) 
	Pending 

	2010 
	6.5 
	(September 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	4.9 
	(September 2012) 
	Pending 


Frequency of Data Collection. Annual 

Explanation. Notes: 
1) Year refers to school year. For example, 2006 refers to school year 2005-06. 

2) For 2004 and 2005 the targets for the measures were not in place because the measures were not developed until 2006 for the Program Assessment Rating Tool (PART) review of Title I, Part A. 

3) SY 2005-06 data now represent the baseline because this was the first year that States were required to test all students in grades 3-8. 

	Measure 1.2 of 4: The difference between the percentage of economically disadvantaged students in grades 3-8 scoring at the proficient or advanced levels on State math assessments and the percentage of all students in grades 3-8 scoring at the proficient or advanced levels on State math assessments   (Desired direction: decrease)   899x 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2004 
	  
	13.3 
	Measure not in place 

	2005 
	  
	12.8 
	Measure not in place 

	2006 
	Set a Baseline 
	12.7 
	Target Met 

	2007 
	11.1 
	12.2 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2008 
	9.5 
	11.8 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2009 
	7.9 
	(September 2010) 
	Pending 

	2010 
	6.4 
	(September 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	4.8 
	(September 2012) 
	Pending 


Frequency of Data Collection. Annual 

Explanation. Notes: 
1) Year refers to school year. For example, 2006 refers to school year 2005-06. 

2) For 2004 and 2005 the targets for the measures were not in place because the measures were not developed until 2006 for the Program Assessment Rating Tool (PART) review of Title I, Part A. 

3) SY 2005-06 data now represent the baseline because this was the first year that States were required to test all students in grades 3-8. 

	Measure 1.3 of 4: The percentage of economically disadvantaged students in grades 3-8 scoring at the proficient or advanced levels on State reading assessments.   (Desired direction: increase)   89a04b 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2004 
	  
	49.7 
	Measure not in place 

	2005 
	  
	52.6 
	Measure not in place 

	2006 
	Set a Baseline 
	55.3 
	Target Met 

	2007 
	60.9 
	57.4 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2008 
	66.5 
	58.1 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2009 
	72.1 
	(September 2010) 
	Pending 

	2010 
	77.7 
	(September 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	83.2 
	(September 2012) 
	Pending 


Frequency of Data Collection. Annual 

Explanation. Notes: 
1) Year refers to school year. For example, 2006 refers to school year 2005-06. 

2) For 2004 and 2005 the targets for the measures were not in place because the measures were not developed until 2006 for the Program Assessment Rating Tool (PART) review of Title I, Part A. 

3) SY 2005-06 data now represent the baseline because this was the first year that States were required to test all students in grades 3-8. 

	Measure 1.4 of 4: The percentage of economically disadvantaged students in grades 3-8 scoring at the proficient or advanced levels on State math assessments.   (Desired direction: increase)   89a04c 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2004 
	  
	47.6 
	Measure not in place 

	2005 
	  
	50.7 
	Measure not in place 

	2006 
	Set a Baseline 
	52.3 
	Target Met 

	2007 
	58.3 
	55.9 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2008 
	64.2 
	57.8 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2009 
	70.2 
	(September 2010) 
	Pending 

	2010 
	76.2 
	(September 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	82.1 
	(September 2012) 
	Pending 


Explanation. Notes: 
1) Year refers to school year. For example, 2006 refers to school year 2005-06. 

2) For 2004 and 2005 the targets for the measures were not in place because the measures were not developed until 2006 for the Program Assessment Rating Tool (PART) review of Title I, Part A. 

3) SY 2005-06 data now represent the baseline because this was the first year that States were required to test all students in grades 3-8. 

	



	Objective 2 of 2: 
	Monitoring States to ensure implementation of Title I, Part A at the State, school district, and school levels with policies and procedures that comply with and meet the purposes of the provisions of Title I, Part A 


	Measure 2.1 of 1: The average number of business days used to complete State monitoring reports.   (Desired direction: decrease)   899y 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2005 
	  
	46.3 
	Measure not in place 

	2006 
	  
	43.3 
	Measure not in place 

	2007 
	40 
	59.9 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2008 
	40 
	41.3 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2009 
	40 
	25.5 
	Did Better Than Target 

	2010 
	40 
	(September 2010) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	40 
	(September 2011) 
	Pending 


Frequency of Data Collection. Annual 

Explanation. 
The figure for the 2008 reporting year is preliminary.  The 2007-08 monitoring cycle year does not end until September 2008 when the last two States during this year will be monitored.  The figure will be updated.   
 

For the 2007 reporting year the completion time rose to 59.9 days due to several changes in fiscal year 2007 monitoring cycle. First, 2007 monitoring occurred on a compressed cycle, from January 2007 to September 2007, instead of the usual 12-month October to September monitoring schedule. This meant that the percentage of time that staff spent in the field was significantly higher, reducing the time in the office needed to compile, review, and complete monitoring reports. Second, the 2007 cycle included targeted monitoring of public school choice and SES implementation in seven additional States, as well as expanded of choice and SES during regularly scheduled monitoring visits. This expanded monitoring further increased the amount of time spent in the field by monitoring staff and slowed turnaround time on the production of monitoring reports. The Department expects to reduce this turnaround time by returning to a 12-month cycle in 2008, but may have to revisit its efficiency targets due to the increased complexity of the monitoring process in general, and in particular because of increased attention to choice and SES implementation, which requires additional LEA visits in each State monitored. 
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