	ESEA: Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities Other National Programs (OSDFS)

	FY 2010 Program Performance Report (System Print Out) 

	Strategic Goal 1 

	Discretionary 

	ESEA, Title IV, Part A-2, Sections 4121, 4122, and 4125 

	Document Year 2010 Appropriation: $ 

	CFDA 
	84.184: Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities_National Programs 

	  
	84.184D: Student Drug Testing 

	  
	84.184L: Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities Safe Schools/Healthy Students Program 


	Program Goal: 
	To help ensure that schools are safe, disciplined, and drug free by promoting implementation of high-quality drug- and violence-prevention strategies. 


	



	Objective 1 of 2: 
	Safe Schools/Healthy Students Initiative grantees will demonstrate substantial progress in improving student behaviors and school environments. 


	Measure 1.1 of 27: The percentage of Safe Schools/Healthy Students grant sites that improve school attendance during the three-year grant period. (2004 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   1827 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2005 
	Set a Baseline 
	0 
	Target Met 

	2006 
	0 
	33.33 
	Target Exceeded 

	2007 
	90 
	64.7 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2008 
	90 
	66.7 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 


Source. NA 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. NA 

Target Context. NA 

Explanation. NA 

	Measure 1.2 of 27: The percentage of Safe Schools/Healthy Students grant sites that experience a decrease in substance abuse during the three-year grant period. (2004 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   1826 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2005 
	Set a Baseline 
	0 
	Target Met 

	2006 
	0 
	75 
	Target Exceeded 

	2007 
	90 
	66.7 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2008 
	90 
	83.3 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 


Source. NA 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. NA 

Target Context. NA 

Explanation. NA 

	Measure 1.3 of 27: The percentage of Safe Schools/Healthy Students grant sites that experience a decrease in the number of violent incidents at schools during the three-year grant period. (2004 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   1825 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2005 
	Set a Baseline 
	0 
	Target Met 

	2006 
	0 
	70 
	Target Exceeded 

	2007 
	90 
	55 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2008 
	90 
	76.5 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.4 of 27: The percentage of Safe Schools/Healthy Students grant sites that improve school attendance during the three-year grant period. (2005 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   2021 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2006 
	Set a Baseline 
	Not Collected 
	Pending 

	2007 
	Maintain a Baseline 
	40.5 
	Pending 

	2008 
	44.6 
	44.7 
	Target Exceeded 

	2009 
	46.6 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.5 of 27: The percentage of Safe Schools/Healthy Students grant sites that experience a decrease in substance abuse during the three-year grant period. (2005 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   2020 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2006 
	Set a Baseline 
	(December 2007) 
	Pending 

	2007 
	Maintain a Baseline 
	43.8 
	Pending 

	2008 
	48.1 
	34.2 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2009 
	50.3 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.6 of 27: The percentage of Safe Schools/Healthy Students grant sites that experience a decrease in the number of violent incidents at schools during the three-year grant period. (2005 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   2019 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2006 
	Set a Baseline 
	(December 2007) 
	Pending 

	2007 
	Maintain a Baseline 
	54.3 
	Pending 

	2008 
	62.4 
	61.5 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2009 
	65.2 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.7 of 27: The percentage of Safe Schools/Healthy Students grant sites that improve school attendance during the three-year grant period. (2006 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   2104 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2007 
	Set a Baseline 
	62.5 
	Target Met 

	2008 
	68.8 
	68.4 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2009 
	71.9 
	42.1 
	Did Not Meet Target 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.8 of 27: The percentage of Safe Schools/Healthy Students grant sites that experience a decrease in substance abuse during the three-year grant period. (2006 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   2103 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2006 
	Set a Baseline 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2007 
	Maintain a Baseline 
	66.7 
	Pending 

	2008 
	73.4 
	66.67 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2009 
	76.67 
	66.7 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2010 
	80 
	(March 2011) 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.9 of 27: The percentage of Safe Schools/Healthy Students grant sites that experience a decrease in the number of violent incidents at schools during the three-year grant period. (2006 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   2102 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2007 
	Set a Baseline 
	50 
	Target Met 

	2008 
	57.5 
	68.8 
	Target Exceeded 

	2009 
	60 
	58.8 
	Did Not Meet Target 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.10 of 27: Percentage of grantees that report a decrease in students who report current (30-day) alcohol use. (2007 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   89a1g3 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2008 
	  
	71.4 
	Measure not in place 

	2009 
	72.8 
	47.8 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2010 
	75 
	(January 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	79.5 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2012 
	85 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.11 of 27: Percentage of grantees that report a decrease in students who report current (30-day) marijuana use. (2007 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   89a1g0 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2008 
	  
	53.8 
	Measure not in place 

	2009 
	54.9 
	42.9 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2010 
	56.5 
	(January 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	59.9 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2012 
	65.3 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.12 of 27: Percentage of grantees that experience a decrease in students who have been in a physical fight on school property in the 12 months prior to the survey. (2007 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   89a1gx 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2008 
	  
	75.5 
	Measure not in place 

	2009 
	77 
	54.5 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2010 
	79.3 
	(January 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	84.1 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2012 
	85 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.13 of 27: Percentage of grantees that report an increase in the percentage of mental health referrals for students which result in mental health services being provided in the community. (2007 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   89a1g9 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2008 
	  
	75 
	Measure not in place 

	2009 
	78.75 
	75 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2010 
	86.6 
	(January 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	90 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2012 
	90 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.14 of 27: Percentage of grantees that report an increase in the number of students receiving school-based mental health services. (2007 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   89a1g6 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2008 
	  
	66.7 
	Measure not in place 

	2009 
	70 
	90 
	Target Exceeded 

	2010 
	90 
	(January 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	90 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2012 
	90 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.15 of 27: Percentage of grantees that experience a decrease in students who did not go to school on 1 or more days during the past 30 days because they felt unsafe at school or on their way to and from school. (2007 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   89a1fu 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2008 
	  
	75 
	Measure not in place 

	2009 
	76.5 
	37.5 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2010 
	78.8 
	(January 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	83.3 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2012 
	85 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.16 of 27: Percentage of grantees that report a decrease in students who report current (30-day) alcohol use. (2008 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   89a1g4 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2009 
	  
	56 
	Measure not in place 

	2010 
	57.1 
	(February 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	58.8 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2012 
	62.3 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2013 
	67.9 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.17 of 27: Percentage of grantees that report a decrease in students who report current (30-day) marijuana use.(2008 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   89a1g1 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2009 
	  
	50 
	Measure not in place 

	2010 
	51 
	(February 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	52.5 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2012 
	55.6 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2013 
	60.6 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.18 of 27: Percentage of grantees that experience a decrease in students who have been in a physical fight on school property in the 12 months prior to the survey. (2008 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   89a1fy 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2009 
	  
	66.7 
	Measure not in place 

	2010 
	68 
	(February 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	70 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2012 
	74.2 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2013 
	80.9 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.19 of 27: Percentage of grantees that report an increase in the percentage of mental health referrals for students which result in mental health services being provided in the community. (2008 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   89a1ga 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2009 
	  
	60 
	Measure not in place 

	2010 
	63 
	(February 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	69.3 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2012 
	79.7 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2013 
	90 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.20 of 27: Percentage of grantees that report an increase in the number of students receiving school-based mental health services. (2008 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   89a1g7 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2009 
	  
	83.3 
	Measure not in place 

	2010 
	87.5 
	(February 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	90 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2012 
	90 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2013 
	90 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.21 of 27: Percentage of grantees that experience a decrease in students who did not go to school on 1 or more days during the past 30 days because they felt unsafe at school or on their way to and from school. (2008 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   89a1fv 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2009 
	  
	30 
	Measure not in place 

	2010 
	50 
	(February 2011) 
	Pending 

	2011 
	51.5 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2012 
	54.6 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2013 
	59.5 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.22 of 27: Percentage of grantees that report a decrease in students who report current (30-day) alcohol use. (2009 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   89a1g5 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2010 
	Set a Baseline 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2011 
	BL+2% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2012 
	BL+3% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2013 
	BL+6% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2014 
	BL+9% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.23 of 27: Percentage of grantees that report a decrease in students who report current (30-day) marijuana use. (2009 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   89a1g2 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2010 
	Set a Baseline 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2011 
	BL+2% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2012 
	BL+3% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2013 
	BL+6% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2014 
	BL+9% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.24 of 27: Percentage of grantees that experience a decrease in students who have been in a physical fight on school property in the 12 months prior to the survey. (2009 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   89a1fz 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2010 
	Set a Baseline 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2011 
	BL+2% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2012 
	BL+3% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2013 
	BL+6% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2014 
	BL+9% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.25 of 27: Percentage of grantees that report an increase in the percentage of mental health referrals for students which result in mental health services being provided in the community. (2009 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   89a1gb 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2010 
	Set a Baseline 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2011 
	BL+2% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2012 
	BL+3% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2013 
	BL+6% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2014 
	BL+9% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.26 of 27: Percentage of grantees that report an increase in the number of students receiving school-based mental health services. (2009 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   89a1g8 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2010 
	Set a Baseline 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2011 
	BL+5% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2012 
	BL+10% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2013 
	BL+15% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2014 
	BL+20% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 1.27 of 27: Percentage of grantees that experience a decrease in students who did not go to school on 1 or more days during the past 30 days because they felt unsafe at school or on their way to and from school. (2009 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   89a1fw 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2010 
	Set a Baseline 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2011 
	BL+2% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2012 
	BL+3% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2013 
	BL+6% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 

	2014 
	BL+9% 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	



	Objective 2 of 2: 
	Student drug testing grantees will make substantial progress in reducing substance abuse incidence among target students. 


	Measure 2.1 of 8: The percentage of Student Drug Testing grantees that experience a five percent annual reduction in the incidence of past-month drug use by students in the target population: 2005 cohort.   (Desired direction: increase)   2105 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2007 
	33 
	(December 2008) 
	Pending 

	2008 
	50 
	(March 2010) 
	Pending 


Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

	Measure 2.2 of 8: The peercentage of Student Drug Testing grantees that experience a 5 percent annual reduction in the incidence of past-month drug use by students in the target population. (2006 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   89a0ay 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2008 
	50 
	66.7 
	Target Exceeded 

	2009 
	70 
	12.5 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2010 
	70 
	57 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. N/A 

	Measure 2.3 of 8: The percentage of Student Drug Testing grantees that experience a five percent annual reduction in the incidence of past-month drug use by students in the target population: 2007 cohort.   (Desired direction: increase)   89a0b0 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2008 
	Set a Baseline 
	33 
	Target Met 

	2009 
	50 
	41.7 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2010 
	60 
	50 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 


Source. Data for this measure is provided by grantees as part of their annual performance reports and final performance report. Measures are reported by grantee cohort; latest data provided is from the most recent annual performance report received, or from the final report if the cohort of grants is completed.

Grantees provide data for the measure near the end of each project year. Generally, grantees did not have available or did not collect baseline data before they began to implement their student drug testing projects. Year one data is used as the baseline data. Some project sites made significant progress in implementing their planned activities in project year one, others experienced implementation delays. If data is not available when performance reports are due, grantees provide a date in their performance report by which data will be available and supplied to ED. 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. All grantees are asked to provide data containing results from each year of grant performance, and individual grantee level data is posted on the program’s home page on the Department of Education’s website at www.ed.gov. . 

ED provided guidance in the application requesting grantees use survey items for drug use. In subsequent guidance to grantees ED requested grantees use survey items for marijuana to address the two GPRA measures for the Student Drug Testing grant competition, but did not require that all grantees use the same survey questions to collect data for the measure. Grantees interpreted the guidance differently. Some provided data on marijuana use; others provided data concerning use of another illegal drug, or data for a composite measure (for example, any illegal drug use).
Target Context. Targets for this cohort were established based on results from the FY 2003 cohort, and are final. 

Explanation. ED determines the percentage of grantees that have experienced a five percent decrease by dividing the number of grantees that have experienced a change (the numerator) by the number of grantees submitting valid data for the measure (the denominator). Grantees that provide invalid data (for example data reported for a survey question not consistent with the measure) are excluded from the aggregate results for the cohort.

Generally, Student Drug Testing grants have a three-year project period. Grantees may also receive a one-time no-cost extension of one to 12 months in order to completed activities included in their statement of work with grant funds awarded for the first three project periods. Year three data represents the data furnished in the final report, whether the final report was received at the end of the three-year project period, or at the end of any no-cost extension period. 

	Measure 2.4 of 8: The percentage of Student Drug Testing grantees that experience a five percent annual reduction in the incidence of past-month drug use students in the target population:  2008 cohort.   (Desired direction: increase)   89a1gy 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2009 
	33 
	49 
	Target Exceeded 

	2010 
	50 
	65 
	Target Exceeded 

	2011 
	70 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source.  Data for this measure is provided by grantees as part of their annual performance reports and final performance report. Measures are reported by grantee cohort; latest data provided is from the most recent annual performance report received, or from the final report if the cohort of grants is completed.

Grantees provide data for the measure near the end of each project year. Generally, grantees did not have available or did not collect baseline data before they began to implement their student drug testing projects. Year one data is used as the baseline data. Some project sites made significant progress in implementing their planned activities in project year one, others experienced implementation delays. If data is not available when performance reports are due, grantees provide a date in their performance report by which data will be available and supplied to ED. 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality.  All grantees are asked to provide data containing results from each year of grant performance, and individual grantee level data is posted on the program's home page on the Department of Education's website at www.ed.gov.

ED provided guidance in the application requesting grantees use survey items for drug use. In subsequent guidance to grantees ED requested grantees use survey items for marijuana to address the two GPRA measures for the Student Drug Testing grant competition, but did not require that all grantees use the same survey questions to collect data for the measure. Grantees interpreted the guidance differently. Some provided data on marijuana; others provided data about use of another illegal drug, or data about a composite measure of drug use (for example any illegal drug use). 

Target Context.  Targets for this cohort were established based on results from the FY 2003 cohort, and are final. 

Explanation.  ED determines the percentage of grantees that have experienced a five percent decrease by dividing the number of grantees that have experienced a change (the numerator) by the number of grantees submitting valid data for the measure (the denominator). Grantees that provide invalid data (for example data reported for a survey question not consistent with the measure) are excluded from the aggregate results for the cohort.

Generally, Student Drug Testing grants have a three-year project period. Grantees may also receive a one-time no-cost extension of one to 12 months in order to completed activities included in their statement of work with grant funds awarded for the first three project periods. Year three data represents the data furnished in the final report, whether the final report was received at the end of the three-year project period, or at the end of any no-cost extension period. 

	Measure 2.5 of 8: The percentage of Student Drug Testing grantees that experience a five percent annual reduction in the incidence of past-year drug use by students in the target population: 2005 cohort.   (Desired direction: increase)   2106 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2007 
	25 
	(October 2008) 
	Pending 

	2008 
	50 
	(March 2010) 
	Pending 


Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

	Measure 2.6 of 8: The peercentage of Student Drug Testing grantees that experience a 5 percent annual reduction in the incidence of past-year drug use by students in the target population. (2006 Cohort)   (Desired direction: increase)   89a0az 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2008 
	50 
	55.5 
	Target Exceeded 

	2009 
	60 
	12.5 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2010 
	60 
	57 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 


Source. N/A 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. N/A 

Target Context. N/A 

Explanation. Although this measure as entered into ED's system to track program on GPRA performance measures is for past year drug use, data for the FY 2006 cohort was collected as part of the national evaluation being conducted under contract for the U.S. Department of Education's Institute for Education Sciences,.  The survey instrument for the evaluation collected data about student drug use for the past six months, rather than for the past year.  The data reported here for this measure for this cohort (FY 2006) is the percentage of grantees that experience a five percent reduction in the incidence of past six month drug use by students in the target population. 

	Measure 2.7 of 8: The percentage of Student Drug Testing grantees that experience a five percent annual reduction in the incidence of past-year drug use by students in the target population: 2007 cohort.   (Desired direction: increase)   89a0b1 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2008 
	Set a Baseline 
	33 
	Target Met 

	2009 
	50 
	33.3 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 

	2010 
	60 
	54 
	Made Progress From Prior Year 


Source. Data for this measure is provided by grantees as part of their annual performance reports and final performance report. Measures are reported by grantee cohort; latest data provided is from the most recent annual performance report received, or from the final report if the cohort of grants is completed. 

Grantees provide data for the measure near the end of each project year. Generally, grantees did not have available or did not collect baseline data before they began to implement their student drug testing projects. Year one data is used as the baseline data. Some project sites made significant progress in implementing their planned activities in project year one, others experienced implementation delays. If data is not available when performance reports are due, grantees provide a date in their performance report by which data will be available and supplied to ED. 
Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality. All grantees are asked to provide data containing results from each year of grant performance, and individual grantee level data is posted on the program’s home page on the Department of Education’s website at www.ed.gov. . 

ED provided guidance in the application requesting grantees use survey items for drug use. In subsequent guidance to grantees ED requested grantees use survey items for marijuana to address the two GPRA measures for the Student Drug Testing grant competition, but did not require that all grantees use the same survey questions to collect data for the measure. Grantees interpreted the guidance differently. Some provided data on marijuana; others provided data about use of another illegal drug, or data about a composite measure of drug use (for example any illegal drug use).
Target Context. Targets for this cohort were established based on results from the FY 2003 cohort, and are final. 

Explanation. ED determines the percentage of grantees that have experienced a five percent decrease by dividing the number of grantees that have experienced a change (the numerator) by the number of grantees submitting valid data for the measure (the denominator). Grantees that provide invalid data (for example data reported for a survey question not consistent with the measure) are excluded from the aggregate results for the cohort.

Generally, Student Drug Testing grants have a three-year project period. Grantees may also receive a one-time no-cost extension of one to 12 months in order to completed activities included in their statement of work with grant funds awarded for the first three project periods. Year three data represents the data furnished in the final report, whether the final report was received at the end of the three-year project period, or at the end of any no-cost extension period. 

	Measure 2.8 of 8: The percentage of Student Drug Testing grantees that experience a five percent annual reduction in the incidence of past-year drug use by students in the target population:  2008 cohort.   (Desired direction: increase)   89a1gz 

	Year 
	Target 
	Actual
(or date expected) 
	Status 

	2009 
	33 
	58 
	Target Exceeded 

	2010 
	60 
	58 
	Did Not Meet Target 

	2011 
	65 
	Undefined 
	Pending 


Source.  Data for this measure is provided by grantees as part of their annual performance reports and final performance report. Measures are reported by grantee cohort; latest data provided is from the most recent annual performance report received, or from the final report if the cohort of grants is completed.

Grantees provide data for the measure near the end of each project year. Generally, grantees did not have available or did not collect baseline data before they began to implement their student drug testing projects. Year one data is used as the baseline data. Some project sites made significant progress in implementing their planned activities in project year one, others experienced implementation delays. If data is not available when performance reports are due, grantees provide a date in their performance report by which data will be available and supplied to ED. 

Frequency of Data Collection: Annual 

Data Quality.  All grantees are asked to provide data containing results from each year of grant performance, and individual grantee level data is posted on the program's home page on the Department of Education's website at www.ed.gov.

ED provided guidance in the application requesting grantees use survey items for drug use. In subsequent guidance to grantees ED requested grantees use survey items for marijuana to address the two GPRA measures for the Student Drug Testing grant competition, but did not require that all grantees use the same survey questions to collect data for the measure. Grantees interpreted the guidance differently. Some provided data on marijuana; others provided data about use of another illegal drug, or data about a composite measure of drug use (for example any illegal drug use). 

Target Context. Targets for this cohort were established based on results from the FY 2003 cohort, and are final. 

Explanation.  ED determines the percentage of grantees that have experienced a five percent decrease by dividing the number of grantees that have experienced a change (the numerator) by the number of grantees submitting valid data for the measure (the denominator). Grantees that provide invalid data (for example data reported for a survey question not consistent with the measure) are excluded from the aggregate results for the cohort. For this measure, 9 of 14 grantees in the cohort (or about 64 percent) provided valid data.

Generally, Student Drug Testing grants have a three-year project period. Grantees may also receive a one-time no-cost extension of one to 12 months in order to completed activities included in their statement of work with grant funds awarded for the first three project periods. Year three data represents the data furnished in the final report, whether the final report was received at the end of the three-year project period, or at the end of any no-cost extension period. 
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