Excerpts from California’s SIG Application
Part I – Section D, # 4: Describe how the SEA will monitor each LEA that receives a School Improvement Grant to ensure that it is implementing a school intervention model fully and effectively in the Tier I and Tier II schools the LEA is approved to serve.
To fulfill its monitoring responsibilities, the CDE will require participating LEAs to submit appropriate fiscal and program information annually (see below). The CDE will review the reported information in addition to annual LEA and school academic performance data to determine whether schools are making appropriate progress in the implementation of the identified school intervention model(s) and in meeting student achievement goals. The SBE will consider a school’s progress and performance on these measures when determining whether to make a reduction equivalent to the annual award for the non-performing school(s) with the intent that the school(s) no longer receive(s) funds.
In addition, representatives of the state and/or the regional consortia may conduct site visits to a selected representative sample of participating LEAs and their participating schools. The purpose of these visits would be to validate information submitting by LEAs and gather additional information from interviews and observations for technical assistance, monitoring, and evaluation purposes.
Annual Reports

The CDE will annually review the following information that is to be submitted by each SIG sub-grantee:

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

a. Fiscal information on the use of sub-grant funds provided under ESEA Section 1003 (a) and (g) and the Consolidated Appropriations Act. All audits of financial statements must and will be conducted in accordance with Government Auditing Standards (GAS0 and with policies, procedures, and guidelines established by the Education Department General Administrative Regulations (EDGAR), Single Audit Act Amendments, and Office of Management and Budget Circular A-133.

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

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

d. Whether the LEA has made AYP and exited out of Program Improvement (PI) status, and whether any of the schools receiving funds through this application have made AYP and exited from PI status.

ii. Respond to any specific data request from ED.

iii. Utilize actions and activities identified in the LEA’s implementation chart for each school and their respective implementation timelines to determine implementation progress. Also, review student achievement data and performance benchmarks to evaluate the effectiveness of improvement strategies identified in the SIG sub-grant application for purposes of local monitoring and continuous improvement efforts.

The CDE will review each LEA’s progress in meeting its established improvement goals and make a recommendation to the SBE on whether to renew an LEA’s SIG when one or more schools are not meeting their goals. When it has been determined that an LEA has not made sufficient progress toward reaching its goals, the sub-grant will be considered for a reduction equivalent to the annual award for the non-performing school(s) with the intent that the school(s) no longer receive funding.

Leading Indicators

The SEA will also review the performance of participating schools on the nine leading indicators identified by ED in its January 20, 2010 SIG Guidance, and will consider progress on the these indicators when determining whether to adjust an LEA’s sub-grant. For these 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.

Site Visits

When selected as part of a site visit sample, LEAs and their participating schools will be visited by representatives of the regional consortia and/or state staff, which will validate information provided in expenditure and program evaluation reports and gather more detailed information on implementation efforts and challenges.
Part I – Section F: The SEA must briefly describe the activities related to administration, evaluation, and technical assistance that the SEA plans to conduct with the State-level funds it has received from its School Improvement Grant.
The CDE will reserve no more than five percent for its administration, evaluation, and technical assistance expenses.

The CDE will use these funds to conduct annual data collection and analysis activities, provide general technical assistance activities related to the application submission and acceptable uses of funds, and coordinate direct technical assistance to schools to be provided by the Statewide System of Support. In addition, a small portion of the state reservation will be used to facilitate the random site visits to funded schools as part of California’s plan for SIG program monitoring and technical assistance. The SEA will conduct a series of webinars and conference calls relating to the SIG LEA RFA application process, expanded Statewide System of Support meetings to inform regional directors on the application and implementation processes, ongoing one-on-one technical assistance from CDE staff to eligible applicants, and CDE web page postings of frequently asked questions and answers and other pertinent information concerning SIG implementation.
LEAs receiving SIG grant awards must participate in a statewide evaluation process and provide all required information on a timely basis. In addition, LEAs must respond to any additional surveys or other methods of data collection that may be required by CDE or ED throughout the life of the sub-grant.
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