Consolidated State Applications  

Changes in Final Requirements from Those Published for comment in the Federal Register on March 6, 2002

In response to our request for public comment, we received 53 written letters of comments and recommendations.  On March 28, 2002, the Department also conducted a listening session where State officials from nine States discussed our proposal.  After reviewing all of these comments and recommendations, we have made a number of changes to our proposal.  The principal changes include the following:


ESEA Accountability System:  Appendix A


We have reduced the number of Goals from six to five, and the number of indicators from 17 to ten.  The ESEA Goals are now:

1. By 2013-2014, all students will reach high standards, at a minimum attaining proficiency or better in reading and mathematics.
2. All limited English proficient students will become proficient in English and reach high academic standards, at a minimum attaining proficiency or better in reading/language arts and mathematics.
3. By 2005-2006, all students will be taught by highly qualified teachers.  
4. All students will be educated in learning environments that are safe, drug free, and conducive to learning.  
5. All students will graduate from high school.
The changes in goals and indicators reflect the following:

Goal 1 

· Modification of Indicators 1.1 and 1.2 to focus on the percentage of students in all schools, rather than in Title I schools, in each subgroup and in the aggregate who gain proficiency in reading and mathematics.
· Change of definition of subgroups from those identified in section 1111(b)(2)(C)(v) for adequate yearly progress, to those identified in section 1111(h)(1)(C)(i) for reporting State assessment results – and so bringing in reporting by migrant status and gender.
· Withdrawal of proposed Indicators 1.4 and 1.5:  “The percentage of migrant students who are enrolled in schools in need of improvement,” and “The percentage of students that meet or exceed State standards for student literacy in technology.”


Proposed Goal 2

· Revision of statement of Goal 2 to include goal of reaching high academic standards, at a minimum attaining proficiency in reading/language arts and mathematics.

· Withdrawal of proposed Goal 2: “By 2013-2014, all students will be proficient in reading and mathematics by the end of the third grade,” and Indicator 2.1 “The percentage of students in third grade reading at grade level or above.


Goal 2 (proposed Goal 3)

· Revision of Indicator 2.1 (proposed 3.1) to clarify that the percentage of limited English proficient students who have attained English language proficiency by the end of the year is to be determine on a cohort basis.


Goal 3 (proposed Goal 4)

· Inclusion of a new Indictor 3.3 that focuses on having all paraprofessionals become qualified consistent with meet the requirements of section 1119 (c)-(e) he ESEA.

· Withdrawal of proposed Indicator 4.3:  “The percentage of teachers qualified to use technology for instruction.”


Goal 4 (proposed Goal 5)

· Withdrawal of all indicators except Indicator 5.4 (now 4.1):  “The number of persistently dangerous schools, as defined by the State.”


Goal 5 (proposed Goal 6)

· Clarification of the two performance indicators, 5.1 and 5.2. 

In addition, we have clarified for which indicator States must submit baseline data relative to their performance targets by May 2003, and for which indicators they may do so no later than early September 2003.


State Activities to Implement ESEA Programs:  Appendix B

· Item 1 (state system of standards, assessments, and accountability):   Clarification of information the SEAs must submit consistent with section 1111 of the ESEA, and, for each item, whether the SEA must do so in June of 2002, no later than May of 2003, or at some other time.

· Item 2 (non-formula subgranting):  Inclusion of a description of definition of key ESEA terms that the SEA adopts for each program.

· Item 5a (assistance for schoolwide programs): Inclusion of a description of the SEA’s actions to modify or eliminate State fiscal and accounting barriers so that schools can easily consolidate Federal, State, and local funds for schoolwide programs. 

· Item 5 (teacher quality):  Inclusion in a new item 5c of the State’s need to describe how it will ensure that all paraprofessionals (excluding those working with parents or as translators) attain the qualifications in section 1119(c) and (d) by the 2005-2006 school year.

· Item 6 (state coordination),: Inclusion of the State’s need to describe briefly how SEA officials and staff consulted with the Governor’s office in the development of the State application.

Key Programmatic and Fiscal Information:  Appendix C

· Improving Basic Programs Operated by Local Educational Agencies, Title I, Part A:  Clarification that, for purposes of funds that LEAs distribute to schools for supplemental services under ESEA section 1167(e)(7), States will describe how they will inform LEAs of the procedures LEAs must use to distribute these funds, rather than describe how the State will distribute these funds.
· Teacher and Principal Training and Recruitment Fund, Title II, Part A:  Clarification that of the one percent available to the State for administration and planning, absent an agreement between the SEA and the State agency for higher education (SAHE) to the contrary, the Department will provide the SAHE the greater of--

1. The amount of FY 2001 funds it had received for administration under the predecessor Title II, ESEA Eisenhower Professional Development Program, or 

2.  
Five percent of the amount available each year for subgrants to partnerships under section 2113(a)(2) of the ESEA, as amended by NCLB.

· Enhancing Education Through Technology, Title II, Part D:  Addition of a new item 5a that SEAs describe program goals, performance indicators, performance objectives, and data sources for use in assessing program effectiveness in improving access to and use of educational technology by students and teachers in support of academic achievement.

· English Language Acquisition and Language Enhancement, Title III, Part A:  Addition of a new item 6c that SEAs describe the process for making subgrants under section 3114(d) to eligible entities that have experienced a significant increase in the percentage or number of immigrant children and youth.

· Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities:  Reservation of State Funds for the Governor, Title IV, Part A, Subpart 1, section 4112(a):  Addition of new items 8b and 8c that SEAs describe (1) performance measures, performance indicators, timelines, and baseline data for drug and violence prevention programs and activities to be funded under this program, and (2) steps the State will use to implement the Uniform Management Information and Reporting System (UMIRS) required by section 4112(c)(3) of the ESEA. 
· Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities:Community Service Grants, Title IV, Part A, Subpart 2, section 4126:  Adoption of the proposed rule that the Department will award grants only to SEAs, after they have consulted with their Governors.
· 21st Century Community Learning Centers, Title IV, Part B:  Addition of requirement that the SEA, no later than early September 2003 –
1. Identify the percentage of students who participate in the 21st Century Community Learning Centers program who meet or exceed the proficient level of performance on State assessments in reading/language arts and mathematics; 

2. Collect baseline data for the 2002-2003 school year; and 

3. Submit all of these data to the Department.

· Rural and Low-Income Schools, Title VI, Part B, Subpart 2:  Inclusion of a description identifying specific measurable goals and objectives, and how program funds will help the SEA to meet them.

These changes are reflected in the specific requirements for consolidated State applications that are contained in parts 1-4 of the application package (appendices A-D of the Federal Register notice announcing final requirements). 
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