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C. Renewal of Funding

The SEA will consider the following factors annually in determining whether to recommend to the SBE that the LEA’s SIG sub-grant, in whole or in part, will be renewed:

· LEA Progress on Annual School Achievement Goals 

Each participating LEA must establish clear, measurable, and challenging goals for student achievement on the state’s assessments in reading/language arts and mathematics, Standardized Testing and Reporting Program data, AYP, and API for each school. The SEA will use annual results from these assessment and accountability systems to determine progress made and compare them with LEA applicant goals for each funded school in reading/language arts and mathematics for all students and subgroup. In cases in which one or more of the schools served in an LEA are not meeting their improvement goals, the LEA’s sub-grant will be considered for a reduction equivalent to the annual award for the non-achieving school(s) with the intent that the school(s) no longer receive(s) funding.

· LEA Progress on SIG Plan Implementation

For each participating school, the LEA must describe the actions and activities required to implement the selected intervention model, including a timeline with specific dates of implementation. The LEA must annually report progress on these actions and activities. The SEA will annually evaluate whether the LEA has made sufficient progress on the implementation of each school’s plan. In cases in which the LEA has not made sufficient progress, the LEA’s sub-grant will be considered for a reduction equivalent to the annual award for the non-achieving school(s) with the intent that the school(s) no longer receive(s) funding. 

D. Program Evaluation

All SIG recipients will be responsible for fulfilling the following program evaluation requirements: 

i. Report annual accountability data to the CDE including, but not limited to:

a. Fiscal information on the use of grant funds provided under ESEA Section 1003(g)

b. Measures to demonstrate implementation of the research- and evidence-based strategies identified in the sub-grant application

c. The number and percentage of students who score proficient in reading/language arts and mathematics, as measured by the state’s annual assessments, both overall in the LEA and for each school receiving funds through this application

d. Whether the LEA has made Annual Yearly Progress (AYP) and moved out of PI status, and whether any of the schools receiving funds through this application have made AYP and moved out of PI status 

ii. Respond to any specific data requests from the ED

iii. Utilize annual student achievement goals and student achievement data to evaluate the effectiveness of improvement strategies identified in the SIG sub-grant application for purposes of local monitoring and continuous improvement efforts

iv. In addition, the CDE will review the performance of participating schools on the nine leading indicators identified by ED in its January 20, 2010, SIG guidance:

(1) Number of instructional minutes within the school year (school)
(2) Student participation rate on state assessments in reading/language arts and in mathematics, and by student subgroup (CDE)
(3) Dropout rate where applicable (CDE)
(4) Student attendance rate (MyData)
(5) Number and percentage of students completing advanced coursework (e.g., where applicable, AP/IB), early-college high schools, and dual enrollment classes (MyData for AP, School)
(6) Discipline incidents (MyData)
(7) Truants (MyData)
(8) Distribution of teachers by performance level on an LEA’s teacher evaluation systems (Waived?)
(9) Teacher attendance rate (school)
For those indicators for which the CDE does not currently collect data, the CDE will require that funded LEAs include this information in their annual reports for this program if applicable. Refer to page 17 of Appendix A of the SIG Application from ED (outside source) for a complete listing of metrics and indicators.

SIG APPLICATION FROM ED: Appendix A

III.  Reporting and Evaluation:

A.  Reporting metrics.
To inform and evaluate the effectiveness of the interventions identified in these requirements, the Secretary will collect data on the metrics in the following chart.  The Department already collects most of these data through EDFacts and will collect data on two metrics through SFSF reporting.  Accordingly, an SEA must only report the following new data with respect to school improvement funds:

1. A list of the LEAs, including their NCES identification numbers, that received a School Improvement Grant under section 1003(g) of the ESEA and the amount of the grant.

2. For each LEA that received a School Improvement Grant, a list of the schools that were served, their NCES identification numbers, and the amount of funds or value of services each school received.

3. For any Tier I or Tier II school, school-level data on the metrics designated on the following chart as “SIG” (School Improvement Grant):

	Metric
	Source
	Achievement

Indicators
	Leading Indicators

	
	SCHOOL DATA

	Which intervention the school used (i.e., turnaround, restart, closure, or transformation ) 
	NEW SIG

(office)
	
	

	AYP status
	EDFacts
	(
	

	Which AYP targets the school met and missed
	EDFacts
	(
	

	School improvement status
	EDFacts
	(
	

	Number of minutes within the school year
	NEW SIG

(school)
	
	(

	
	STUDENT OUTCOME/ACADEMIC PROGRESS DATA

	Percentage of students at or above each proficiency level on State assessments in reading/language arts and mathematics (e.g., Basic, Proficient, Advanced), by grade and by student subgroup
	EDFacts
	(
	

	Student participation rate on State assessments in reading/language arts and in mathematics, by student subgroup
	EDFacts
	
	(

	Average scale scores on State assessments in reading/language arts and in mathematics, by grade, for the “all students” group, for each achievement quartile, and for each subgroup
	NEW SIG

(mydata)
	(
	

	Percentage of limited English proficient students who attain English language proficiency 
	EDFacts
	(
	

	Graduation rate
	EDFacts
	(
	

	Dropout rate
	EDFacts
	
	(

	Student attendance rate
	EDFacts
	
	(

	Number and percentage of students completing advanced coursework (e.g., AP/IB), early-college high schools, or dual enrollment classes
	NEW SIG

HS only

(school)
	
	(

	College enrollment rates
	NEW

SFSF Phase II HS only
	(
	

	
	STUDENT CONNECTION AND SCHOOL CLIMATE

	Discipline incidents
	EDFacts
	
	(

	Truants
	EDFacts
	
	(

	
	TALENT

	Distribution of teachers by performance level on LEA’s teacher evaluation system
	NEW

SFSF Phase II
	
	(

	Teacher attendance rate
	NEW SIG

(school)
	
	(


4. An SEA must report these metrics for the school year prior to implementing the intervention, if the data are available, to serve as a baseline, and for each year thereafter for which the SEA allocates school improvement funds under section 1003(g) of the ESEA.  With respect to a school that is closed, the SEA need report only the identity of the school and the intervention taken--i.e., school closure.
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