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	Strategic Goal 1 

	Formula 

	ESEA, Title I, Part D 

	Document Year 2010 Appropriation: $ 

	CFDA 
	84.013: Title I Program for Neglected and Delinquent Children 


	Program Goal: 
	To ensure that neglected and delinquent children and youth will have the opportunity to meet the challenging state standards needed to further their education and become productive members of society. 


	



	Objective 1 of 3: 
	Neglected or delinquent (N or D) students will improve academic and vocational skills needed to further their education. 


	Measure 1.1 of 4: The percentage of neglected or delinquent students who improve mathematics skills as measured on approved and validated measures   (Desired direction: increase)   899zn 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2007 
	72.71 
	72.85 
	Target Exceeded 

	2008 
	76.35 
	72.15 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2009 
	80.18 
	70.68 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2010 
	84.17 
	(June 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	88.38 
	(June 2012) 
	Pending 

	2012 
	92.8 
	(June 2013) 
	Pending 

	2013 
	97.44 
	(June 2014) 
	Pending 

	2014 
	100 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2015 
	100 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. ED, CSPR Part II, SY 2008-2009, State Agency Programs—Subpart 1. 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. 
Data are validated by ED and its contractor, NDTAC, by checking for completeness and accuracy. SEAs that were missing data, or those with likely errors (such as reporting the number of students rather than programs for an item), were contacted between the certifications of the CSPR. As for other data quality initiatives, ED and NDTAC have jointly prepared an annually updated Federal Data Collection Guide for the Title I, Part D Program and a Webinar every Fall. Other occasions for technical assistance and review of data reporting include questions and responses to EDFacts Partner Support Center, NDTAC, and ED as well as conference presentations on Federal data reporting and performance measures. The program office also conducts on site visits of 12-18 SEAs per year and inquires about performance data of SA subgrantees and the SEA.
 For SY 2008-09, States were required for the first time to report student enrollment and mathematics and reading data via the EDFacts file specifications. These changes in reporting format may have impacted the quality of the data during this adjustment period. 

Target Context. Data collected for SY 2005-06 provided a baseline for 2006. Targets in subsequent years were set using the 2006 actual value. The Title I, Part D program goal is an annual 5% increase in the number of long-term students with complete pre-posttesting data improving in mathematics pre-post exams. 

Explanation. Each row in this table reflects data collected in the previous school year (for example, 2008 data reflect SY 2007-08). Achievement is measured on academic mathematics assessments, and the number of long-term students who are neglected or delinquent demonstrating grade-level improvement in mathematics serves as the numerator for this calculation . The student count, which serves as the denominator for each year’s calculation, is based on the sum of long-term students who had any pre and posttesting results (e.g. results across negative change, no change or improvement) reported in mathematics in the CSPR. Long-term students are those who have been enrolled in the program for 90 or more consecutive calendar days. Actual values for 2009 are based on 50 (of 52) grantees reporting mathematics achievement data; two State education agencies were unable to provide mathematics data for the SY 2008-09 collection. Comments on student counts and achievement provided in the CSPR from one State education agency were integrated into the dataset. 

	Measure 1.2 of 4: The percentage of neglected or delinquent students who improve reading skills as measured on approved and validated measures   (Desired direction: increase)   899zo 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2005 
	  
	72.53 
	Measure not in place 

	2006 
	  
	70.11 
	Measure not in place 

	2007 
	79.96 
	70.25 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2008 
	83.96 
	71.13 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2009 
	88.16 
	68.33 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2010 
	92.57 
	(June 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	97.2 
	(June 2012) 
	Pending 

	2012 
	100 
	(June 2013) 
	Pending 

	2013 
	100 
	(June 2014) 
	Pending 

	2014 
	100 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2015 
	100 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. ED, CSPR Part II, SY 2008-2009, State Agency Programs—Subpart 1 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. Data are validated by ED and its contractor, NDTAC, by checking for completeness and accuracy. SEAs that were missing data, or those with likely errors (such as reporting the number of students rather than programs for an item), were contacted between the certifications of the CSPR. As for other data quality initiatives, ED and NDTAC have jointly prepared an annually updated Federal Data Collection Guide for the Title I, Part D Program and a Webinar every Fall. Other occasions for technical assistance and review of data reporting include questions and responses to EDFacts Partner Support Center, NDTAC, and ED as well as conference presentations on Federal data reporting and performance measures. The program office also conducts on site visits of 12-18 SEAs per year and inquires about performance data of SA subgrantees and the SEA.

For SY 2008-09, States were required for the first time to report student enrollment and mathematics and reading data via the EDFacts file specifications. These changes in reporting format may have impacted the quality of the data during this adjustment period. 

Target Context. Data collected for SY 2004-05 provided a baseline for 2005. Targets for subsequent years were set using the 2005 actual value. The Title I, Part D program goal is an annual 5% increase in the number of long-term students with complete pre-posttesting data improving in reading pre-post exams. 

Explanation. Each row in this table reflects data collected in the previous school year (for example, 2005 data reflect SY 2004-05). This is a revised measure that uses a more appropriate student population than the previous version of the measure. Achievement is measured on academic reading assessments and the number of long-term students who are neglected or delinquent demonstrating grade-level improvement in reading serves as the numerator for this calculation. The student count, which serves as the denominator for each year’s calculation, is based on the sum of long-term students who had any pre and posttesting results (e.g. results across negative change, no change or improvement) reported in reading in the CSPR.. Long-term students are those who have been enrolled in the program for 90 or more consecutive calendar days. Actual values for 2009 are based on 51 (of 52) grantees reporting reading achievement data. One State education agency was unable to provide reading data for the SY 2008-09 collection. Comments on student counts and achievement data provided in the CSPR from one State education agency were integrated into the dataset. 

	Measure 1.3 of 4: The percentage of neglected or delinquent students obtaining a diploma or diploma equivalent.   (Desired direction: increase)   1098 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2003 
	Set a Baseline 
	8 
	Target Met 

	2004 
	8.4 
	Not Collected 
	Not Collected 

	2005 
	8.8 
	10.5 
	Target Exceeded 

	2006 
	11.03 
	11.23 
	Target Exceeded 

	2007 
	11.58 
	10.27 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2008 
	12.16 
	11.78 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2009 
	12.76 
	10.62 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2010 
	13.4 
	(June 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	14.07 
	(June 2012) 
	Pending 

	2012 
	14.77 
	(June 2013) 
	Pending 

	2013 
	15.51 
	(June 2014) 
	Pending 

	2014 
	16.29 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2015 
	17.1 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. ED, CSPR Part II, SY 2008-2009, State Agency Programs—Subpart 1 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. Data are validated by ED and its contractor, NDTAC, by checking for completeness and accuracy. SEAs that were missing data, or those with likely errors (such as reporting the number of students rather than programs for an item), were contacted between the certifications of the CSPR. As for other data quality initiatives, ED and NDTAC have jointly prepared an annually updated Federal Data Collection Guide for the Title I, Part D Program and a Webinar every Fall. Other occasions for technical assistance and review of data reporting include questions and responses to EDFacts Partner Support Center, NDTAC, and ED as well as conference presentations on Federal data reporting and performance measures. The program office also conducts on site visits of 12-18 SEAs per year and inquires about performance data of SA subgrantees and the SEA. 

Target Context. Current target values are based on actual data from 2005. Targets for subsequent years were set using the 2005 actual value. The baseline and target were reset in 2005 to reflect data collected from all grantees; previous actual values and targets were based on sample data. The Title I, Part D program goal is an annual 5% increase in the number of students, aged 16 to 21, earning a high school diploma or equivalent. 

Explanation. Each row in this table reflects data collected in the previous school year (for example, 2005 data reflect SY 2004-05). The 2009 data represent 52 (of 52) grantees reporting both age data and at a minimum one of two outcomes—receiving a GED or diploma. The student count, which serves as the denominator in each year’s calculation, is based on the subset of students in the 16-21 year old age range. 

	Measure 1.4 of 4: The percentage of neglected or delinquent students earning high school course credits.   (Desired direction: increase)   1861 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2005 
	  
	55.95 
	Measure not in place 

	2006 
	Set a Baseline 
	47.68 
	Target Met 

	2007 
	61.68 
	50.06 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2008 
	64.77 
	50.46 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2009 
	55.19 
	47.89 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2010 
	57.95 
	(June 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	60.85 
	(June 2012) 
	Pending 

	2012 
	63.89 
	(June 2013) 
	Pending 

	2013 
	67.09 
	(June 2014) 
	Pending 

	2014 
	70.44 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2015 
	73.96 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. ED, CSPR Part II, SY 2008-2009, State Agency Programs—Subpart 1 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. Data are validated by ED and its contractor, NDTAC, by checking for completeness and accuracy. SEAs that were missing data, or those with likely errors (such as reporting the number of students rather than programs for an item), were contacted between the certifications of the CSPR. As for other data quality initiatives, ED and NDTAC have jointly prepared an annually updated Federal Data Collection Guide for the Title I, Part D Program and a Webinar every Fall. Other occasions for technical assistance and review of data reporting include questions and responses to EDFacts Partner Support Center, NDTAC, and ED as well as conference presentations on Federal data reporting and performance measures. The program office also conducts on site visits of 12-18 SEAs per year and inquires about performance data of SA subgrantees and the SEA. 

Target Context. Target values were updated in FY 2007 to reflect the more detailed age data collected through the CSPR for SY 2006-07. Targets for subsequent years were reset using the 2007 actual value. The Title I, Part D program goal is an annual 5% increase in the number of students (aged 13 to 21) earning high school course credits. 

Explanation. Each row in the table reflects data collected in the previous school year (for example, 2005 data reflect SY 2004-05). Baseline data and targets were reset in FY 2007 in order to reflect a new calculation methodology. The student count, which serves as the denominator for each year’s calculation, uses the more appropriate subset of students in the 13-21 year old age range in neglect, juvenile detention, and juvenile corrections. Due to the format in which age data was reported in prior collections, previous calculations included students in the broader 11-21 year old age range. Students in adult corrections are not included in the calculation. The 2009 actual values represent 51 grantees (of 52) reporting age and outcome data. For SY2008-09, data from two States were adjusted from the values in the CSPR and included in the calculations for the number of students earning high school course credits due to the fact that students under age 13 were allowed to earn high school course credits. 

	



	Objective 2 of 3: 
	Improve the operational efficiency of the program. 


	Measure 2.1 of 1: The cost per high school diploma or equivalent.   (Desired direction: decrease)   89a0tr 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2005 
	  
	5,095 
	Measure not in place 

	2006 
	4,789 
	4,421 
	Did Better Than Target 

	2007 
	4,502 
	4,974 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2008 
	4,232 
	4,418 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2009 
	3,978 
	5,013 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2010 
	3,739 
	(June 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	3,515 
	(June 2012) 
	Pending 

	2012 
	3,304 
	(June 2013) 
	Pending 

	2013 
	3,106 
	(June 2014) 
	Pending 

	2014 
	2,919 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2015 
	2,094 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. ED, CSPR Part II, SY 2008-2009, State Agency Programs—Subpart 1. US Department of Education, State Title I, Part D, Subpart 1 Allocations. 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. Data are validated by ED and its contractor, NDTAC, by checking for completeness and accuracy. SEAs that were missing data, or those with likely errors (such as reporting the number of students rather than programs for an item), were contacted between the certifications of the CSPR. As for other data quality initiatives, ED and NDTAC have jointly prepared an annually updated Federal Data Collection Guide for the Title I, Part D Program and a Webinar every Fall. Other occasions for technical assistance and review of data reporting include questions and responses to EDFacts Partner Support Center, NDTAC, and ED as well as conference presentations on Federal data reporting and performance measures. The program office also conducts on site visits of 12-18 SEAs per year and inquires about performance data of SA subgrantees and the SEA. 

Target Context. Data collected for SY 2004-05 provided the 2005 baseline. Targets for subsequent years were set using the 2005 actual value. The Title I, Part D program goal is an annual 6% decrease in the per student cost of obtaining a high school diploma or equivalent. 

Explanation. Each row in this table reflects data collected in the previous school year (for example, 2005 data reflect SY 2004-05). This was a new measure as of 2007, although the data were collected and calculations were made for other Federal purposes in previous years. Actual values for 2009 are based on 52 (of 52) grantees providing outcome data. 

	



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


	Measure 3.1 of 1: The cost per high school diploma or equivalent.   (Desired direction: decrease)   89a0tr 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2005 
	  
	5,095 
	Measure not in place 

	2006 
	4,789 
	4,421 
	Did Better Than Target 

	2007 
	4,502 
	4,974 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2008 
	4,232 
	4,418 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2009 
	3,978 
	5,013 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2010 
	3,739 
	(June 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	3,515 
	(June 2012) 
	Pending 

	2012 
	3,304 
	(June 2013) 
	Pending 

	2013 
	3,106 
	(June 2014) 
	Pending 

	2014 
	2,919 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2015 
	2,094 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. ED, CSPR Part II, SY 2008-2009, State Agency Programs—Subpart 1. US Department of Education, State Title I, Part D, Subpart 1 Allocations. 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. Data are validated by ED and its contractor, NDTAC, by checking for completeness and accuracy. SEAs that were missing data, or those with likely errors (such as reporting the number of students rather than programs for an item), were contacted between the certifications of the CSPR. As for other data quality initiatives, ED and NDTAC have jointly prepared an annually updated Federal Data Collection Guide for the Title I, Part D Program and a Webinar every Fall. Other occasions for technical assistance and review of data reporting include questions and responses to EDFacts Partner Support Center, NDTAC, and ED as well as conference presentations on Federal data reporting and performance measures. The program office also conducts on site visits of 12-18 SEAs per year and inquires about performance data of SA subgrantees and the SEA. 

Target Context. Data collected for SY 2004-05 provided the 2005 baseline. Targets for subsequent years were set using the 2005 actual value. The Title I, Part D program goal is an annual 6% decrease in the per student cost of obtaining a high school diploma or equivalent. 

Explanation. Each row in this table reflects data collected in the previous school year (for example, 2005 data reflect SY 2004-05). This was a new measure as of 2007, although the data were collected and calculations were made for other Federal purposes in previous years. Actual values for 2009 are based on 52 (of 52) grantees providing outcome data. 
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