FY 2012 Consolidated EGAP Checklist / Desk Review

	LEA Name
	
	Region
	
	Specialist
	

	Date Received
	
	(Applications are reviewed on a first-come, first-serve basis.)

	LEA Improvement Status:
	
	Yes
	
	No
	
	Schools in Improvement:
	
	Yes
	
	No
	

	(This will impact the set aside requirement for LEA Improvement/10%PD and limit transfers to 30%)
	(This will impact the set aside requirement for SES/Choice)


(Select 2012 Fiscal Year until after October 1) 

FUNDING APPLICATION SECTION
Validation Messages/Comment Log
	
	Comment:

	Review all validation messages (warnings).  Review Comment Log for LEA explanations.
	



ALLOCATIONS
(1) Allocations 
	Review to see which funds the LEA receives and consortium participation (if applicable).
(Non-competitive)
	Comment:



	Title I, A
	
	Title I-C
	
	Title I-D
	
	Title I-SI
	
	

	Title II-A
	
	Title III
	
	Title VI
	
	
	
	



(2) Allocation Transfer(s)
	***MAKE SURE NO TRANSFER WAS MADE INTO OR OUT OF TITLE V***
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Did the LEA transfer funds?
	
	
	

	If funds were transferred (other than to TA), are transfers allowable?  Limited to 50% of allocation and tied to Needs Assessment & System Plan
	
	
	

	Amount transferred from SW into TA
	$

	(if applicable, should match TA + TA/SW Planning total on PPA screen)

	If LEA is in improvement, transfers are limited to 30% and must be used for school improvement activities (i.e. activities to support the Improvement Plan).  If the LEA is in improvement, is the transfer appropriate?
	
	
	

	Amount transferred from SW into TA 
	$

	(if applicable, should match TA + TA/SW Planning total on PPA screen)



(3) Capitalized Equipment
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Did the LEA list capitalized equipment and have all sections been addressed? 
	
	
	

	If capitalized equipment is listed, has the pre-approval communication been received at the SDE?  (All capitalized equipment must be pre-approved by the Federal Programs Director.)
	
	
	



(4) SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION
	Consolidated Administration
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Did the LEA elect to use Consolidated Administration (i.e. box checked)?
(This is an annual decision made at the time of the original application submission.  If this is not checked, contact the LEA to make sure they did not forget to check this box as the majority of LEAs DO consolidate administrative funds and this may be an oversight.)
	
	
	



(5) LEA Superintendent Assurances Confirmation
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Did the LEA Superintendent check the assurance box?  (If this box is not checked, contact the LEA.  This box MUST be checked.)
	
	
	



(6) DESCRIPTIONS
	Building Eligibility
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Under Eligibility for Service, are only schools with 35% poverty or higher checked?  If the LEA poverty is less than 35%, then eligibility is based on LEA average and higher.  Schools are only eligible for Title I services if the school’s poverty is 35% or the LEA average (whichever is lower) and higher.
	
	
	

	Eligible by Other Factors, if checked then it must be (1) a previously served school or (2) using the feeder pattern.  Is each school checked eligible? 
	
	
	

	(1) If Previously Served is checked indicating the LEA is using the provision under Section 1119 to serve a SW school one additional year after the poverty has dropped and it is no longer eligible due to rank order, did you verify this is allowable?  (The school may be served one additional year at the poverty from the previous year.  Go back and check the FY11 application for the school and verify the recalculation listed is the same as the poverty the school had the previous year and verify the school DID operate a SW program the previous year.)
	
	
	

	(2) If a feeder pattern is used:  verify the poverty level of the feeder pattern school as correct. 
	
	
	

	NOTE:  If the LEA selects to serve a school at 35% or lower, the 125% rule will be applied and the minimum PPA requirement must be met.

	Do all TA-SW Planning schools have a letter on file requesting to do so?  (Check list provided.)
	
	
	

	Are new TA-SW Planning schools at are above 40% poverty? 
	
	
	

	Check to make sure all schools are correctly designated on the Building Eligibility Page.  For example are all SW schools listed as SW or TA listed as TA?
	
	
	

	Are all schools with poverty 75% and above served?  (If not, why?)  Review list and be able to explain “schools” with zero enrollment and/or poverty
	
	
	

	NOTE:  School improvement status is annually released on the first Monday in August; re-updated after “reconsideration” window.



Title I Set Asides
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Administrative and Indirect Costs: Are totals for both no more than 15% of the total Title I allocation and reasonable? 
	
	
	

	Professional Development for HQ:  If LEA does not require the full 5%, is the waiver box checked?  Is the set aside reasonable (based on number of non-HQ teachers in Title I schools)?
	
	
	

	Districts identified for Improvement: Has the LEA reserved 10% for professional development if LEA is in improvement?  NOTE: The LEA may apply school professional development set-asides as part of their 10% obligation.  If so, it will be entered on the SI School Contributions for PD line on the set-asides page.  Please ensure that the LEA has not mistakenly put regular professional development funds on this line. 
	
	
	

	Regular Professional Development: Are funds set aside and strategies described in the Improvement Planning Side?
	
	
	

	Neglected Students:  (This is optional with no specified amount.)  Are strategies for serving eligible students described in the System Improvement Planning Side?
	
	
	

	Delinquent Students: (This is optional with no specified amount.)  Are strategies for serving eligible students described in the System Improvement Planning Side?
	
	
	

	LEP Students: (This is optional with no specified amount.)  Are strategies for serving eligible students described in the System Improvement Planning Side?
	
	
	

	LEAs with Title I allocations over $500,000 or more:  Should set aside 1% parental involvement requirement.  Parent involvement worksheets should be completed and posted the in the Document Library.  Are both the worksheets and the set aside correct?
	
	
	

	Migrant Students: (This is optional with no specified amount.)  Are strategies for serving eligible students described in the System Improvement Plan?
	
	
	

	Homeless Students:  Has the LEA reserved a reasonable amount of Title I funds for services to homeless children and youth who do not attend Title I Schools?  (This is a required set aside unless ALL schools in the district are Title I served schools.)
	
	
	

	SES and School Choice:  If the LEA has schools in improvement, are there appropriate set asides for School Choice and SES?  If less than 20% is set aside, the waiver box must be checked.  The LEA MUST reserve at least 10% for SES, Choice, or a combination of the two and explain in the Comment Log how it will support the funding of these interventions from other fund sources.
	
	
	

	OTHER:  Money is set aside in this space that will support district initiatives.  It must be clear that LEA Initiatives are not directly or indirectly serving schools out of rank order.  Any personnel, service, product, or equipment that can be directly attributed to a school cost center must be allocated to schools in rank order and paid for through the school base allocation.  Have initiatives been clearly explained both in the Comment Log and System Improvement Plan?  
	
	
	



School Allocation PPA List
	*Note whether the LEA is serving all schools with 75% or above poverty.
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Are schools served in rank order?
	
	
	

	If schools are NOT served in rank order, is grade span grouping used?  What are the grade spans?  Did the LEA explain its organization/rationalization for grade span grouping in the Comment Log?   (Check for notes in Comment Log.)  LEAs with less than 1,000 students or only one school per grade span are not required to rank its school attendance areas.
	
	
	

	Column F:  Are the higher poverty schools receiving the same or higher per pupil allocations than lower poverty schools?   
	
	
	

	LEAs using the 125% rule:  does each school receive the minimum PPA required? 
(This is the PPA listed at the top of the screen and Column E becomes the minimum for the school allocation.)
	
	
	

	If the allocation for a school in improvement year 3 or more has been reduced, is the reduction less than 15% from the previous year?  (Check the Title I base school allocation from FY11 to make sure the allocation this year has not been reduced by more than 15%.  This is for schools in improvement year 3 or more only.)
	
	
	

	Non-public participation:   Are the worksheets posted in the Document Library to verify the amounts listed on the PPA screen?

	
	
	

	95% of 1% Parent Involvement:  Are the amounts listed in this column correct and match the numbers on the worksheet?
	
	
	

	Amount Remaining:  Is the remaining balance as close to zero as possible and reasonable?
	
	
	

	Is the amount listed for TA the same as the amount transferred into TA on the Allocation Transfers screen?  (An LEA must first transfer funds from SW to TA to generate the application screens.)
	
	
	



Non-Public School Service – Title I
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Are non-public schools being served with Title I?  
	
	
	

	Are the non-public school worksheets for Title I uploaded and correctly calculated in the Document Library?  If yes, review for correctness.
	
	
	

	If no non-public school participation, are there schools listed with no participation or marked as “declined” to verify private schools were notified?
	
	
	



Title I Related Documents
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Is the Program Evaluation Plan for the current year posted?
	
	
	

	Is the Program Evaluation Plan Results from the previous year posted?
	
	
	



Parental Involvement
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Is there a current LEA Parental Involvement Plan posted in Document Library? 
	
	
	

	Is there an Annual Evaluation of the Parental Involvement Plan/Program, on the required template, posted in the Document Library?
	
	
	



Title I, Schoolwide Budget
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Do the expenditures in the budget match the activities listed in the System Improvement Plan?  
	
	
	

	Do the expenditures appear reasonable and necessary?
	
	
	

	NOTE:  SW budget will include all SW expenditures on the PPA Page and set-aside/admin funds (except LEAs only serving TA programs and all expenditures will be on the TA budget in this case).




Title I, Schoolwide Budget Details:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Are subject areas served related to the areas checked on the Needs Assessment?
	
	
	

	Are grades served related to the areas checked on the Needs Assessment?
	
	
	

	Are delivery methods checked and consistent with vocabulary in the System Improvement Plan?
	
	
	

	Does the System Improvement Plan clearly describe how Title I SW funds are being used?
	
	
	

	Are personnel listed in the Budget Detail clearly described in the System Improvement Plan and reflected in Grant Relationships?
	
	
	

	Are the positions listed related to the Needs Assessment?
	
	
	

	Are current job descriptions posted in the Document Library?
	
	
	



Title I, Targeted Assistance Budget:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Do the expenditures in the budget match the activities listed in the System Improvement Plan?
	
	
	

	Do the expenditures appear reasonable?  Expenditures should be large enough to provide a reasonable assurance that a school could operate a program of sufficient quality to achieve its purpose.
	
	
	

	NOTE: For LEAs serving only TA programs (no SW programs) - all funds will be budgeted on the TA Budget and must be transferred on the Allocation Transfer screen, including set aside/admin funds.



Title I, Targeted Assistance Budget Details:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Are subject areas served related to the areas checked on the Needs Assessment?
	
	
	

	Are grades served related to the areas checked on the Needs Assessment?
	
	
	

	Are delivery methods checked and consistent with System Improvement Plan?
NOTE: If “replacement” is checked, contact the LEA to determine that it has been preapproved.
	
	
	

	Are personnel listed in the Budget Detail clearly described in the System Improvement Plan?
	
	
	

	Are the positions listed related to the Needs Assessment?
	
	
	

	Are job descriptions for Title I paid personnel posted in the Document Library?
	
	
	

	Did the LEA list the estimated number of students to be served?
	
	
	

	Non-public participation:  Are appropriate boxes checked?  Are services to non-public schools described in the System Improvement Plan?
	
	
	

	Does the System Improvement Plan clearly describe how eligible students will be served and how funds will be used?
	
	
	



Title I-C, Migrant Education Budget:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Do the expenditures in the budget match the activities listed in the System Plan?
	
	
	

	Do the expenditures appear reasonable and necessary?
	
	
	



Title I-C, Migrant Education Budget Details:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Is there a Needs Assessment description that clearly describes the process used to determine the needs and a summary of the needs for the migrant program? 
	
	
	

	Are personnel listed in the Budget Detail clearly described in the System Plan?
	
	
	

	Are the positions listed related to the Needs Assessment?
	
	
	

	Are job descriptions for Title I, C paid personnel posted in the Document Library?
	
	
	

	Is there at least one box checked under Core Areas?
	
	
	

	Is there at least one box checked under Grade Grouping Served?
	
	
	

	Is the Projected Enrollment included and reasonable?  (for example, N = 50 or more)
	
	
	

	Is there at least one box checked under Type of Program?  (Only one of the boxes under Fall should be checked for Fall programs.  Make sure not more than one Fall box is checked.)
	
	
	

	Title I-C, Migrant Education Budget Details, continued: 
	
	
	

	Is the projected student participation included for each program selected under Type of Program?  (The checked programs under Type of Program should have a corresponding student participation number.)
	
	
	

	Is the Program Management Information assurance box checked?  (The application should not be approved if this box is not checked.)
	
	
	

	Is there a summary of the Service Delivery Plan that clearly describes the services being provided to the migrant students?  (These services must be supplemental to the core academic program and must address the needs identified on the Needs Assessment listed in this section.)
	
	
	

	Is there at least one box checked under Activities to Increase Migrant Academic Achievement and related to the Service Delivery Plan listed in this section?
	
	
	

	Under Allowable Programs, Professional Development for Migrant Personnel, Staff, and Migrant Student Support Program:  Are all Title I-C funds accounted for and does the Service Delivery Section and System Plan match?
	
	
	

	Do the System Plan and Budget Details of Title I-C describe and identify a Migrant Home School Liaison/Recruiter? 
	
	
	

	Does the System Improvement Plan clearly describe how Title I-C funds are being used?
	
	
	



Title I-C, Migrant Education Non-public School Service:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Are non-public schools being served with Title I-C?  (If yes, private school worksheets must be posted in Document Library and reviewed.)
	
	
	

	Are the private school worksheets for Title I-C uploaded and correctly calculated?
	
	
	



Title I-C, Migrant Education Related Documents:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Is the Program Evaluation Plan posted?
	
	
	

	Is the Program Evaluation Plan Results posted?
	
	
	



Title I-D, Delinquent Budget:
(Note: Members of a consortium will not have a budget and application details page in eGAP; therefore, their application and formal agreements must be uploaded and reviewed from the eGAP document library.)
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Do the expenditures in the budget match the activities listed in the System Plan?
	
	
	

	Do the expenditures appear reasonable and necessary?
	
	
	



Title I-D, Delinquent Budget Details:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Are personnel listed in the Budget Detail clearly described in the System Improvement Plan?
	
	
	

	Are the positions listed related to the Needs Assessment?
	
	
	

	Are job descriptions posted in the Document Library?
	
	
	

	Are core areas served related to the areas checked on the Needs Assessment?
	
	
	

	Are grades grouping served related to the areas checked on the Needs Assessment?
	
	
	

	Are delivery methods checked and consistent with System Improvement Plan?
	
	
	

	Is there at least one box checked under allowable activities? 
	
	
	

	Does the LEA identify the average daily number of participants served? 
	
	
	

	Does the application describe how the program will involve parents in efforts to improve the educational achievement of their children, assist in dropout prevention activities, and prevent the involvement of their children in delinquent activities, as appropriate?
	
	
	

	Does the application describe how the program under this subpart will be coordinated with other Federal, State, and local programs, such as programs under title I of Public Law 105-220 and vocational and technical education programs serving at-risk children and youth?
	
	
	

	Does the application describe how the program will be coordinated with programs operated under the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 and other comparable programs, if applicable?
	
	
	

	Does the application describe how schools will work with probation officers to assist in meeting the needs of children and youth returning from correctional facilities, as appropriate?
	
	
	

	Does the application describe how schools will work with probation officers to assist in meeting the needs of children and youth returning from correctional facilities, as appropriate?
	
	
	

	Does the application describe the steps participating schools will take to find alternative placements for children and youth interested in continuing their education but unable to participate in a regular public school program, as appropriate?
	
	
	

	Does the System Plan clearly describe how Title I-D funds are being used?
	
	
	



Title I-D, Delinquent Related Documents:
(For each facility LEA funds are used as support, the following items must be addressed in an uploaded document.)
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	1. Does the signed formal agreement with the institution list services provided and the funding for each service?
	
	
	

	2. Does each agreement include the following 11 assurances for the correctional facility entering into an agreement with a LEA?
	
	
	

	· Where feasible, ensure that educational programs in the correctional facility are coordinated with the student’s home school, particularly with respect to a student with an individualized education program under part B of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act?

	· If the child or youth is identified as in need of special education services while in the correctional facility, the facility will notify the local school of the child or youth of such need?

	· Provide transition assistance to help the child or youth stay in school, including coordination of services for the family, counseling, assistance in assessing drug and alcohol abuse prevention programs, tutoring, and family counseling?

	· Provide support programs that encourage children and youth who have dropped out of school to reenter school once their term at the correctional facility has been completed, or provide such children and youth with the skills necessary to gain employment or seek a secondary school diploma or its recognized equivalent?

	· Work to ensure that the correctional facility is staffed with teachers and other qualified staff trained to work with children and youth with disabilities taking into consideration the unique needs of such children and youth?

	· Ensure that educational programs in the correctional facility are related to assisting students to meet high academic achievement standards?

	· To the extent possible, use technology to assist in coordinating educational programs between the correctional facility and the community school?

	· Where feasible, involve parents in efforts to improve the educational achievement of their children and prevent the further involvement of such children in delinquent activities?

	· Coordinate funds received with other local, state, and federal funds available to provide services to participating children and youth, such as funds made available under Title I of Public Law 105-220, and vocational and technical education funds?

	· Coordinate programs operated with activities funded under the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 and other comparable programs, if applicable?

	· If appropriate, work with local businesses to develop training, curriculum-based youth entrepreneurship education, and mentoring programs for children and youth?












Title I – School Improvement Budget:
Check the SDE website for a list of Title I School improvement Schools (you will also need to check the List of “ALL Schools in Improvement” because LEAs sometimes add schools as Title I and we won’t be able to check until after they submit their Consolidated Applications).  Schools NEW to Title I status and listed as School Improvement Schools must apply sanctions – either school choice or SES or both.  Again, look for schools the LEA has added – the state list is not always updated in a timely manner.
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Do the expenditures in the budget match the activities listed in the System Improvement Plan?
	
	
	

	Do the expenditures appear reasonable and necessary?
	
	
	

	If the LEA is in improvement, have they reserved 10% for professional development? (Note: Each Title I school in improvement must set aside 10% of the school allocation for professional development.  The LEA may apply school professional development set asides to contribute to the 10% requirement.)  
	
	
	



Title I – School Improvement Budget Details:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Are personnel listed in the Budget Detail clearly described in the System Improvement Plan?
	
	
	

	Are the positions listed reasonable and related to the Needs Assessment?
	
	
	

	Are job descriptions posted in the LEA Document Library?
	
	
	

	Are subject areas served related to the areas checked on the Needs Assessment?
	
	
	

	Does each checked allowable activity have an action step/grant relationship on the System Improvement Plan that matches?  Only Title I schools identified for improvement are eligible beneficiaries of this particular fund source.
	
	
	

	Do Action Steps related to the fund source delineate the Grant Relationships so that activities can clearly be tied to components on the Budget Grid?
	
	
	



Title I – School Improvement Related Documents:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Is the Program Evaluation Plan for the current year posted?
	
	
	

	Is the Program Evaluation Plan Results from last year posted?  (if applicable)
	
	
	






Title II-A Budget:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Did the LEA identify by school and grade/subject the number of CSR units?  (This could be listed in the System Plan or attached in the Document Library)
	
	
	

	Do the expenditures in the budget match the activities listed in the System Plan?
	
	
	



Title II-A Budget Details:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Are personnel listed in the Budget Detail clearly described in the System Plan?
	
	
	

	Are the positions listed related to the Needs Assessment? Is CSR checked for the grade spans being served?
	
	
	

	Are job descriptions posted in the Document Library?
	
	
	

	Is the School Improvement Specialist (SIS) job description posted in the Document Library, if applicable?
	
	
	

	Does the System Plan clearly describe how Title II-A funds are being used?
	
	
	

	Does each checked allowable activity have an action step/grant relationship that matches?
	
	
	



Title II-A Non-public School Service: 
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Are non-public schools being served with Title II-A?  
(If yes, private school worksheets must be uploaded and reviewed.)
	
	
	

	Are the private school worksheets for Title II-A uploaded and correctly calculated?
	
	
	

	If no non-public school participation, are there schools listed with no participation or declined to verify private schools were notified?
	
	
	



Title II-A, Related Documents:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Is the Program Evaluation Plan posted?
	
	
	

	Is the Program Evaluation Plan Results posted?
	
	
	





Title III –ELL Budget:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Do the expenditures in the budget match the activities listed in the System Plan?
	
	
	

	Do the expenditures appear reasonable and necessary?
	
	
	



Title III – ELL Budget Details:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Are personnel listed in the Budget Detail clearly described in the System Plan?
	
	
	

	Are the positions listed related to the Needs Assessment?
	
	
	

	Are job descriptions for Title III paid personnel posted in the Document Library?
	
	
	

	Does the System Plan clearly demonstrate that personnel funded with Title III are supplemental?  There must be a core English language acquisition program in place, including personnel.
	
	
	

	Does the section regarding high quality, scientifically research-based English language instructional programs have at least one box checked and include a reasonable cost? (Instruction is required)
	
	
	

	Does the section regarding professional development have at least one box checked and include a reasonable cost?  (PD is required)
	
	
	

	Does the required Professional Development described in the System Plan indicate it is designed for classroom teachers (including teachers in classroom settings that are not the settings of language instruction educational programs), principals, administrators, and other school personnel, or community-based organizational personnel?
	
	
	

	Does the required Professional Development described in the System Plan meet the following criteria?  (A) designed to improve the instruction and assessment of limited English proficient children; (B) designed to enhance the ability of teachers to understand and use curricula, assessment measures, and instruction strategies for limited English proficient children; (C) based on scientifically based research demonstrating the effectiveness of the professional development in increasing children's English proficiency or substantially increasing the subject matter knowledge, teaching knowledge, and teaching skills of such teachers; and (D) of sufficient intensity and duration (which shall not include activities such as one-day or short-term workshops and conferences)
	
	
	

	If the LEA receives an Immigrant Grant, is at least one box checked, the amount reflected in the immigrant Student Support Program section and is the program described in the System Plan?  (Check the list of LEAs that received an Immigrant Grant from Dely.)
	
	
	

	Does the immigrant grant section include the immigrant grant amount?
	
	
	

	Is the Title III allocation accounted for under Total Cost?
	
	
	

	Does each checked box in the three sections have an action step/grant relationship that matches?
	
	
	

	Is there at least one box checked under Instruction to Promote English Language Acquisition?
	
	
	

	Is there at least one box checked under Core Subject Areas addressed?
	
	
	

	Is there at least one box checked under Instructional Delivery Method?
	
	
	

	Does the System Plan clearly describe how Title III funds are being used?
	
	
	



Title III – ELL Related Documents:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Is the ELL Plan posted?
	
	
	

	Is the Program Evaluation Plan posted?
	
	
	

	Is the Program Evaluation Plan Results posted?
	
	
	



Title VI – Rural, Low-Income School Program Budget:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Do the expenditures in the budget match the activities listed in the System Plan?
	
	
	

	Do the expenditures appear reasonable and necessary?
	
	
	



Title VI – Rural, Low-Income School Program Budget Details:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Are personnel listed in the Budget Detail clearly described in the System Plan?
	
	
	

	Are the activities/positions listed related to the Needs Assessment?
	
	
	

	Are job descriptions for Title VI paid personnel posted in the Document Library?
	
	
	

	Does the System Improvement Plan clearly describe how Title VI funds are being used?
	
	
	

	Does each checked activity have an action step/grant relationship that matches?
	
	
	

	NOTE: If the LEA has not made AYP (and received funds for 3 years), RLIS funds may ONLY be used to support School Improvement-like Activities.



Title VI – Related Documents:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Is the Program Evaluation Plan for the current year posted?
	
	
	

	Is the Program Evaluation Plan Results from the previous year posted?
	
	
	



System Improvement Plan Review:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Did the LEA complete the Needs Assessment and check the appropriate box?
	
	
	

	Did the LEA complete the System Plan and check the appropriate box?
	
	
	

	Are the strategies, action steps, and performance indicators SMART and related to the Needs Assessment?
	
	
	

	Are appropriate resources allocated to each goal?
	
	
	

	Are the goals, strategies, and action steps reasonable/logical?
	
	
	

	Are action steps written with adequate detail?
	
	
	

	Are you able to follow the money?
	
	
	



Warnings/Validation Messages:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Have all warnings been explained in the Comment Log?
	
	
	



Miscellaneous:
	
	YES
	NO
	Comment:

	Are appropriate entries in the LEA Address Book?  (Note any discrepancies and/or duplications)
	
	
	



SDE Education Specialist Signature and Date:
	Electronic Ed. Specialist Signature:
	
	Date
	


(The electronic signature is in the form of John S. Doe)

SDE Education Administrator Signature and Date:
	Electronic Ed. Administrator Signature:
	
	Date
	


(The electronic signature is in the form of John S. Doe)



1

