Addendum to the SIG FAQs 
3.26.2010
The following are responses to additional questions related to the implementation of School Improvement Grants authorized under section 1003(g) of Title I.

X-x.  May an SEA carry over more than 25 percent of its FY 2009 SIG funds?
Yes.  An SEA may carry over more than 25 percent of its FY 2009 SIG funds as long as the SEA is able to fund, for the full period of availability, all of the Tier I and Tier II schools its LEAs have committed to serve, and that the SEA determines they have the capacity to serve, in the 2010-2011 school year.  For example, an SEA may find that its LEAs do not apply to serve all of their Tier I and Tier II schools, perhaps because they do not have the capacity to implement a school intervention model in each such school in the 2010-2011 school year.  As a result, the SEA may find, again, by way of example, that it only needs to award 65 percent of its FY 2009 funds to fully fund interventions in each Tier I and Tier II school its LEAs do commit to serve.  Under such circumstances, the SEA may award funds to its LEAs for those Tier I and Tier II schools they commit to serve in the 2010-2011 school year and carry over the remaining FY 2009 funds (i.e., more than 25 percent) and combine those funds with its FY 2010 SIG funds.  The SEA has this flexibility even if it has funded only a portion, or none, of the Tier III schools that LEAs have applied to serve with FY 2009 SIG funds.  

X-x.  
May an LEA implement the transformation model in a high school that has grades 9-12, by assigning the current principal to grades 10-12 and hiring a new principal to lead a 9th-grade academy?
No.  The final requirements for the SIG program are intended to support interventions designed to turn around an entire school (or, in the case of the school closure model, provide better educational options to all students in a Tier I or Tier II school).  Removing a single grade from a Tier II high school to create a new school for that grade as part of a strategy to improve the performance of feeder schools would not meet this requirement for whole-school intervention.  Similarly, to meet the requirement that a principal be replaced, the new principal must serve all grades in a school, not just one particular grade.

X-x.  
The response to B-3 of the SIG guidance regarding the turnaround model states that “staff” includes “all instructional staff.”  Does “all instructional staff” mean only teachers of core academic subjects or does it also include physical education teachers and teachers of other non-core academic subjects?
“All instructional staff” includes teachers of core academic subjects as well as teachers of non-core academic subjects.  Section I.A.2(a)(1)(ii) of the final requirements requires an LEA to measure the effectiveness of “staff” who work within the turnaround environment.  As is stated in B-3 of the SIG guidance, an LEA has discretion to determine whether or not to include non-instructional staff, in addition to instructional staff, in meeting this requirement.  An LEA may decide it is appropriate to include non-instructional staff in the definition of “staff” as all members of a school’s staff contribute to the school environment and are important to the success of a turnaround model.

X-x.  
May an SEA reduce the amount it allocates each year over a three-year period to an LEA for its persistently lowest-achieving schools to ensure sustainability after the funding runs out?

Yes, an SEA may award declining amounts of funding for implementation of a school intervention model over the three-year grant period as part of a strategy to encourage sustainability of the model following the end of Federal support.  However, an SEA must award SIG funds in a manner that provides an LEA with the amount needed to support full and effective implementation of the selected intervention models throughout the period of availability of the funds; an SEA may not simply fund those activities that can be sustained following the end of the award period.  
X-x.  
Does an SEA have the flexibility to award less than $500,000 to an LEA for a Tier I or Tier II school if it believes that the amount requested is more than the school needs to implement the model selected? 

Yes, in general, an SEA has flexibility to award the amount needed to fully and effectively implement the school intervention model selected for a Tier I or Tier II school.  In addition, it should be noted that the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2010, increased the maximum award amount to $2 million per school per year, as reflected in the interim final requirements published in the Federal Register on January 21, 2010.
X-x.  
May an SEA allocate its FY 2009 ARRA SIG funds before its FY 2009 SIG regular funds or must it combine all its SIG funds and allocate them simultaneously?  If an SEA may allocate its FY 2009 ARRA SIG funds first, does the SEA need to require its LEAs to submit separate applications—one for the FY 2009 ARRA SIG funds and one for the FY 2009 SIG regular funds?

An SEA has flexibility to determine how FY 2009 regular SIG funds and ARRA SIG funds are awarded, but is required to separately track and report on the award of ARRA SIG funds.  Accordingly, the SEA may wish to structure its award procedures to facilitate meeting this requirement.  For example, it may be easier to use ARRA SIG funds primarily for awards to larger LEAs with more sophisticated accounting systems.

X-x.  
Is there a limit on the amount of SIG funds an LEA may carry over?

 No.  The provision in section 1127(a) of the ESEA that limits the amount of Title I, Part A funds an LEA may carry over to the subsequent fiscal year does not apply to SIG funds.  

X-x.  
May an EMO or CMO with which an LEA contracts to implement a restart model require students or parents to agree to certain conditions in order to attend the school?  

Yes, under the restart model, a provider may require all former students who wish to attend the restart school to sign student or parent/student agreements covering student behavior, attendance, or other commitments related to academic performance.  In other words, a decision by a student or parent not to sign such an agreement amounts to an indication that the student does not wish to attend the school implementing the restart model.  A provider may not, however, require students to meet, for example, certain academic standards prior to enrolling in the school.
X-x.  If an SEA or LEA has initiated steps to close a school, must the SEA include the school on its list of persistently lowest-achieving schools?
No.  An SEA is not required to include on its list of persistently lowest-achieving schools a school that an SEA or LEA has initiated steps to close.
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