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Initial Compliance Review Process 
The Initial Compliance Review (ICR) is the first step in the compliance monitoring process.  The 
ICR is an automated review of program-specific data indicators used to evaluate LEA compliance 
with federal program requirements.  All LEAs that receive federal funds through a program 
administered by the TEA Division of NCLB Program Coordination undergo an annual ICR.  If an 
LEA does not meet one or more of the ICR indicator standards, the ICR results are combined with 
the LEA’s results in the PBMAS and a stage of intervention is determined for the LEA. 

NOTE:  For an LEA that misses only one indicator and has no performance issues based 
on results from PBMAS, the LEA will become part of a pool of LEAs from which a 

compliance validation sample will be selected. 

About this Manual 
This manual is designed as a guidance tool to assist in the process used to calculate the ICR 
indicators for NCLB. For each compliance item, the following are described. 

Compliance Item 

Describes the compliance item that is being evaluated. 

Eligible Cohort 

Describes the eligibility criteria for the compliance item. 

Data Source 

Describes the data sources used for each compliance item.  The following are the data 
sources for ICRs. 

Data Source Data as of 
2007-2008 NCLB Consolidated Application for Federal 
Funding 

May 1, 2008 

2007-2008 NCLB Consolidated Compliance Report August 19, 2008 
2007-2008 Highly Qualified Teacher Report October 22, 2007 and 

June 10, 2008 
New Generation System (NGS) July 2007 to June 2008 

Algorithm, if applicable 

Describes the calculation, if applicable, used for the compliance item. 
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Methodology 

Describes how to compare the data sources used in the compliance item. 

Process 

Screen shots from the data sources used for the compliance item. 

ICR Assignment 

ICR Assignment Description 
Met Standard Met all requirements of indicator 
Did Not Meet Standard Did not meet one or all of the requirements for the 

indicator 
Did Not Meet Standard Due To Late 
Submission 

Did not meet standard due to one or all data 
sources not submitted by due date for the indicator 

Not Applicable Not evaluated due to not being part of eligible 
cohort for the indicator 

NOTE:  If data are not available by the due date, an LEA may automatically receive a “Did 
Not Meet Standard Due to Late Submission” for the appropriate compliance item unless 

the indicator can be evaluated without using the missing data source. 

How to Read the District Reports 
The reports are outlined in three parts.  

1.	 ICR Profile 
2.	 ICR Summary 
3.	 ICR Detail 

The ICR Profile describes: 
1.	 Program Designation by program - These are from the 2007-2008 NCLB Applicant Designation 

and Certification (ADC) form as submitted by the district. 

IND = Apply on Own 

SSA = Apply as Fiscal Agent 

NA = Member of Shared Services Arrangement or Not Apply at All 


2.	 REAP and Funding Transferability percentage for applicable programs - This is the district 
aggregate of REAP and Funding Transferability as reported on the 2007-2008 NCLB 
Consolidated Compliance Report for each individual fund source. 

3.	 2007-2008 NCLB Consolidated Compliance report received date -  Consolidated Compliance 
report was due via eGrants on August 19, 2008. The data for the ICRs were frozen as of 
August 20, 2008. 
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The ICR Summary describes: 
For each compliance item an ICR assignment is determined. 

0 = Met Standard 
1 = Did Not Meet Standard or Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late Submission 
NA = Not Applicable 

A final determination is made based on the number of compliance items that were designated as a 
“1” or “Did Not Meet Standard” or “Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late Submission”.  Based on the 
final determination and the number of ICRs the district is evaluated on (NA or Not Applicable are 
not considered), a percentage of ICRs not meeting standard is calculated and an ICR Level is 
assigned. 

ICR Level Determination 

Number of ICRs not meeting standard Percentage of 
Number of ICRs evaluated = ICRs not meeting standard 

ICR Levels 

ICR Level None Low Moderate High 
% ICRs not meeting

standard 
0% 1 - 33.99% 34 – 66.99% 67 – 100% 

NOTE:  For an LEA that misses only one indicator and has no performance issues based 
on results from PBMAS, the LEA will become part of a pool of LEAs from which a 

compliance validation sample will be selected. 

Example 
Example ISD 

6 ICRs not meeting standard = 22.27%22 of ICRs evaluated 

ICR Level = Low 

The ICR Detail describes: 

For each compliance item, the ICR assignment, detail and data sources are printed on the report.  

If the compliance item has a note saying “Due to the detail, review XXXXXX”, read the 

methodology and process sections for the appropriate compliance item. 
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Compliance Item #1 

If zero percent (0%) of Title I, Part A funds were reserved or $0 of Title II, Part A or Title V, Part A funds were 
expended for assisting teachers to become highly qualified, are 100% of the classes on Title I campuses highly 
qualified? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title I, Part A • 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3101 – Program 
independent project or served as a fiscal agent Abstract: Title I, Part A 
for a shared services arrangement. • 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR3000 – Compliance 

Report: Title II, Part A 
• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR5000 – Compliance 

Report: Title V, Part A 
• 2007-2008 PR1100 – Compliance Report: Highly 

Qualified Teacher Report 

Algorithm 

% of highly qualified teachers = 

total number of classes taught by highly qualified teachers (Part 
3 – total elementary and secondary regular + total elementary 
and secondary special education) 
total number of classes (Part 3 – total elementary and 
secondary regular + total elementary and secondary special 
education) 
Methodology 

Review the percentage of Title I, Part A funds reserved or if LEA indicated 100% of teachers are highly 
qualified in all core subject area classes they teach or LEA indicated Other fund sources used in the SAS-
NCLBAA08, PS3101 (Part 1.c – Use of Funds to meet Teacher Quality and Paraprofessional Qualifications) 
and Title II, Part A program expenditures in the SAS-NCLBAA08, PR3000 (Part B.1-4 – Program Expenditures) 
and the Title V, Part A program expenditures in the SAS-NCLBAA08, PR5000 (Part B.1, column A – Funds 
Expended) in relation to the calculated percentage of highly qualified teachers in the 2007-2008 SAS-
NCLBAA08, PR1100 (Part 3 – calculated Percentage of Highly Qualified Teachers) district aggregate of Title I 
campuses. Data for the percentage of highly qualified teachers is as of June 10, 2008. 
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Process 

PS3101 - Title I, Part A (Part 1.c – Use of funds to meet Teacher Quality and Paraprofessional Qualifications) 

PR3000 – Title II, Part A (Part B.1-4 – Program Expenditures) 

PR5000 – Title V, Part A (Part B.1, Col. A – Funds Expended) 
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PR1100 – Highly Qualified Teacher Report (Part 3 – calculated Percentage of Highly Qualified Teachers) 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard 100% of the teachers are highly qualified as June 10, 2008 
OR 
less than 100% of the teachers are highly qualified as of June 10, 
2008 and a reserve greater than 0 in PS3101 or expended greater 
than $0 in the PR3000 or PR5000 
OR 
less than 100% of the teachers are highly qualified as of June 10, 
2008 and indicated 100% of teachers are highly qualified in PS3101 
and expended greater than $0 in the PR3000 or PR5000 
OR 
less than 100% of the teachers are highly qualified as of June 10, 
2008 and indicated Other funds sources used on PS3101. 

Did Not Meet Standard Less than 100% of the teachers are highly qualified and a reserve 
equal to 0 in PS3101 and expended $0 in the PR3000 and PR5000 
OR 
less than 100% of the teachers are highly qualified as of June 10, 
2008 and indicated 100% of teachers are highly qualified in PS3101 
and expended $0 in the PR3000 or PR5000. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #2 

Do 100% of the Title I paraprofessionals meet the required qualifications? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title I, Part A 
independent project or served as a fiscal agent for a 
shared services arrangement. 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR1000 – 
Compliance Report: Title I, Part A 

Algorithm 

% of Title I paraprofessionals = 

total aggregate of Title I, Part A paraprofessionals who 
have an Associates degree or higher, who have 
completed two years of study at an institute of higher 
education or who have passed a rigorous state or local 
assessment (Part A.1.B to D) 
total number of Title I, Part A paraprofessionals who 
provide instructional support in core academic subject 
areas (Part A.1.A) 

Methodology 

Review the calculated percentage of Title I paraprofessionals in the SAS-NCLBAA08, PR1000 (Part A.1.A-D – 
Paraprofessional Qualifications). 

Process 

PR1000 – Title I, Part A (Part A.1.A-D – Paraprofessional Qualifications) 
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ICR Assignment 

Met Standard 100% of the paraprofessionals meet the required qualifications.  

Did Not Meet Standard Less than 100% of the paraprofessionals meet the required 
qualifications. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #3 

Did the LEA conduct Title I, Part A activities/services for neglected students as approved in the 2007-2008 
NCLB Consolidated Application for Federal Funding? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title I, Part A 
independent project or served as a fiscal agent for a 
shared services arrangement. 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3101 – Program 
Abstract: Title I, Part A 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR1000 – 
Compliance Report: Title I, Part A 

Methodology 

Compare data in the SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3101 (Part 1.a – Activities Conducted with Reserved Funds) with data 
in the SAS-NCLBAA08, PR1000 (Part D – Local Facilities for Neglected Participants by Grade). 

Process 

PS3101 - Title I, Part A (Part 1.a –Activities Conducted with Reserved Funds) 
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PR1000 – Title I, Part A (Part D – Local Facilities for Neglected – Participants by Grade) 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard LEA indicated reservation of funds for services to students in 
neglected facilities in the PS3101 and reported services to neglected 
facilities in the PR1000 
OR 
LEA did not indicate reservation of funds for services to students in 
neglected facilities in the PS3101 and reported no services to 
neglected facilities in the PR1000. 

Did Not Meet Standard LEA indicated reservation of funds for services to neglected facilities 
in the PS3101 but reported no services to neglected facilities in the 
PR1000 
OR 
LEA did not indicate reservation of funds for services to neglected 
facilities in the PS3101 but reported services to neglected facilities in 
the PR1000. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #4 

Did the LEA reserve funds for homeless students attending non-Title I, Part A campuses as approved in the 
2007-2008 NCLB Consolidated Application for Federal Funding? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title I, Part A 
independent project or served as a fiscal agent for a 
shared services arrangement. 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3101 – Program 
Abstract: Title I, Part A 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, SC5000 – Title I, 
Part A Campus Selection 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR1000 – 
Compliance Report: Title I, Part A 

Methodology 

Review data in the SAS-NCLBAA08, SC5000 – Campus Selection (Part 3 – Campus List) to determine if all 
campuses listed are served under Title I, Part A as schoolwide or targeted assistance.  If all campuses listed are 
not served under Title I, Part A as schoolwide or targeted assistance, review data in the SAS-NCLBAA08, 
PS3101 (Part 1.a– Activities Conducted with Reserved Funds) and compare with data in the SAS-NCLBAA08, 
PR1000 (Part C.5 – Services Provided). 

Process 

PS3101 - Title I, Part A (Part 1.a –Activities Conducted with Reserved Funds) 
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SC5000 – Campus Selection (Part 3 – Campus List) 

PR1000 – Title I, Part A (Part C.5 – Services Provided) 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard Indicated reservation of funds for homeless students in the PS3101 
and a reserve amount greater than $0 in the PR1000 
OR 
all campuses listed on the SC5000 are served under Title I, Part A 
as schoolwide or targeted assistance 
OR 
Indicated a 0 reservation of funds for homeless students in the 
PS3101 and a reserve amount of $0 in the PR1000. 

Did Not Meet Standard Indicated reservation of funds for homeless students in the PS3101 
and $0 reserve amount in the PR1000 
OR 
a reserve amount greater than $0 in the PR1000 and did not indicate 
reservation of funds for homeless students in the PS3101. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #5 

Did the Title I, Part A campuses send parent notifications informing that their child’s teachers were not highly 
qualified? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title I, Part A 
independent project, served as a fiscal agent for a 
shared services arrangement or as a member of shared 
services arrangement. 

• 2007-2008 PR1100 – Compliance Report: Highly 
Qualified Teachers Report 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, SC5000 – Title I, 
Part A Campus Selection 

Methodology 

Review the SAS-NCLBAA08, SC5000 – Campus Selection (Part 3 – Campus List) to determine campuses 
served under Title I, Part A as schoolwide or targeted assistance.  Compare campuses to the campus PR1100 
(Part 8.4a – Highly Qualified Plan) to determine if campus sent parent notifications.  NOTE: All Title I, Part A 
campuses listed on SC5000 must have a submitted PR1100 for this indicator.  Data from PR1100 is as of June 
10, 2008. 

Process 

SC5000 – Campus Selection (Part 3 – Campus List) 

PR1100 – Highly Qualified Teacher Report (Part 8.4a – Parent Notifications) 
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ICR Assignment 

Met Standard LEA indicated “Yes” or “No Notification Required” on PR1100 for all 
Title I, Part A campus reports. 

Did Not Meet Standard LEA indicated “No” on PR1100 on one or more Title I, Part A 
campus reports. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #6 

Did the LEA notify parents of students on campuses identified in need of improvement of school choice and 
supplemental educational services if applicable, before the uniform school start date as required? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title I, Part A 
program who had one or more campuses 
identified for Title I School Improvement.  
School Choice is not applicable to charter 
schools. Supplemental Educational Services 
notification is only applicable if a campus is 
identified as Stage 2 or above. 

• 2007-2008 Letters submitted with SAS-NCLBAB08 – 
Title I School Improvement Program Application for 
Funding 

Methodology 

Review date of letters submitted with SAS-NCLBAB08 – Title I School Improvement Program Application for 
Funding. 

Process 

• Verify the LEA operated a Title I, Part A program who had one or more campuses identified for Title I 
School Improvement. 

• Verify the date on the parent notification letters to campuses in need of improvement. 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard All campus letters within the district submitted with the SAS-
NCLBAB08 indicate a date and/or LEA notification on or before the 
uniform start date of August 27, 2007. 

Did Not Meet Standard One or all campus letters within the district submitted with the SAS-
NCLBAB08 indicated a date after August 27, 2007. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #7 

Did the LEA review Migrant Priority for Services student reports at least 9 months out of the year? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title I, Part C 
independent project or served as a fiscal agent 
for a shared services arrangement. 

New Generation System (NGS), NGS Priority for Services 
Report 

Methodology 

Review access of the Priority for Services student reports during the months of July 2007 to June 2008. 

Process 

• Verify district operated a Title I, Part C independent project or served as fiscal agent for a shared 
services arrangement in 2007-2008. 

• Verify district accessed migrant priority for services reports at least 9 months out of the year from July 
2007 to June 2008. 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard Accessed the reports in NGS at least 9 months out of the year 
from July 2007 to June 2008. 

Did Not Meet Standard Did not access the reports on NGS at least 9 months out of the 
year from July 2007 to June 2008. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #8 

Did the LEA that operated a Migrant-funded summer/intercession program encode summer/intercession 
enrollments in NGS? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title I, Part C 
independent project or served as a fiscal agent 
for a shared services arrangement. 

• New Generation System (NGS) 
• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR1200 – Compliance 

Report: Title I, Part C Migrant Education 

Methodology 

If LEA operated a Migrant-funded summer/intercession program as reported on PR1200 (Part B or C), 
compare that LEA encoded summer/intercession enrollments in NGS as of August 15, 2008. 

Process 

PR1200 – Title I, Part C (Part B – Math Plus) 

PR1200 – Title I, Part C (Part C – Other Migrant Summer Programs) 
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ICR Assignment 

Met Standard LEA indicated having a MEP funded summer/intersession 
program reported in Part B or Part C of the PR1200 and one or 
more summer/intercession enrollments encoded in NGS as of 
August 15, 2008 
OR 
LEA did not indicate having a MEP funded 
summer/intersession program in Part B or Part C of the 
PR1200 and did not encode summer/intercession enrollments 
in NGS. 

Did Not Meet Standard LEA indicated having a MEP funded summer/intersession 
program reported in Part B or Part C of the PR1200 and no 
summer/intercession enrollment encoded in NGS as of August 
15, 2008 
OR 
LEA encoded summer/intercession enrollments in NGS as of 
August 15, 2008 and did not report having a MEP funded 
summer/intersession program on the PR1200. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #9 

Did the LEA ensure PEIMS identification numbers are reported on NGS for every enrolled Migrant student? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title I, Part C 
independent project or served as a fiscal agent 
for a shared services arrangement. 

New Generation System (NGS) 

Methodology 

Review NGS for migrant students enrolled in grades K-12 to ensure that PEIMS identification numbers are 
reported and not left blank as of August 15, 2008. 

Process 

NGS - Alternate Student ID: 
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NGS - Alternate Student ID Number Report: 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard All migrant students with an “R” enrollment type have a PEIMS 
identification numbers in NGS as of August 15, 2008. 

Did Not Meet Standard Not all migrant students with an “R” enrollment type have a PEIMS 
identification numbers in NGS as of August 15, 2008. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #10 

Did the LEA have Migrant ID&R and NGS staff trained annually by the regional ESC? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title I, Part C 
independent project or served as a fiscal agent 
for a shared services arrangement. 

2007-2008 Regional ESC training participation lists 
reported to TEA 

Methodology 

Review the data reported to TEA to ensure that each LEA has at least one person on each list for ID&R and 
NGS trainings conducted at the regional ESC.  Data provided by ESCs will be for training received in the 
2007-2008 project year. 

Process 

• Verify district operated a Title I, Part C independent project or served as fiscal agent for a shared 
services arrangement in 2007-2008. 

• Verify district had staff trained by regional ESC in ID&R and NGS. 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard LEA is represented on both ID&R and NGS training participation 
lists. 

Did Not Meet Standard LEA is not represented on both ID&R and NGS training 
participation lists. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #11 

Did the LEA encode Graduation Plans for Migrant students in grades 9-12 in NGS? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title I, Part C 
independent project or served as a fiscal agent 
for a shared services arrangement. Only LEAs 
with identified migrant students at grades 9-12 
are applicable. 

New Generation System (NGS) 

Methodology 

Review graduation plans encoded in NGS for grades 9-12 migrant students as of August 15, 2008.    

Process 

NGS – Student Graduation Plans: 
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NGS - Student Graduation Plan and year Report: 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard LEA encoded graduation plans for all eligible migrant students 
in grades 9-12 with an “R” enrollment type in NGS as of August 
15, 2008. 

Did Not Meet Standard LEA did not encode graduation plans for all eligible migrant 
students in grades 9-12 with an “R” enrollment type in NGS as 
of August 15, 2008. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #12 

Did the LEA conduct Title I, Part D, Subpart 2 activities/services for Mathematics, Reading, Science, Social 
Studies, and/or Career Orientation/Training as approved in the 2007-2008 NCLB Consolidated Application 
for Federal Funding? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title I, Part D, 
Subpart 2 independent project or served as a 
fiscal agent for a shared services arrangement. 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3102 – Program 
Abstract: Title I, Part A Neglected and Title I, Part D, 
Subpart 2 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR2000 – Compliance 
Report: Title I, Part D, Subpart 2 

Methodology 

Compare SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3102 (Part 2 – Planned Activities to be Implemented with Title I, Part D 
Subpart 2 Funds) to activities in the SAS-NCLBAA08, PR2000 (Part D – Instructional Services). 

Process 

PS3102 – Title I, Part A Neglected & Title I, Part D, Sub 2 Delinquent (Part 2 – Planned Activities) 
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PR2000 – Title I, Part D (Part D – Instructional Services) 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard LEA indicated Mathematics, Reading, Science, Social Studies 
and/or Career Orientation/Training in the PS3102 and reported 
matching activities/strategies in the PR2000 
OR 
LEA did not indicate Mathematics, Reading, Science, Social 
Studies and/or Career Orientation/Training in the PS3102 and did 
not report these activities/strategies in the PR2000. 

Did Not Meet Standard LEA indicated Mathematics, Reading, Science, Social Studies 
and/or Career Orientation/Training in the PS3102 and reported 
different activities/strategies in the PR2000 
OR 
LEA indicated Mathematics, Reading, Science, Social Studies 
and/or Career Orientation/Training in the PR2000 and indicated 
different activities/strategies in the PS3102. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #13 

Did the LEA conduct Title I, Part D, Subpart 2 transitional activities/services as approved in the 2007-2008 
NCLB Consolidated Application for Federal Funding? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title I, Part D, 
Subpart 2 independent project or served as a 
fiscal agent for a shared services arrangement. 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3102 – Program 
Abstract: Title I, Part A Neglected and Title I, Part D, 
Subpart 2 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR2000 – Compliance 
Report: Title I, Part D Subpart 2 

Methodology 

Compare SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3102 (Part 2 – Planned Activities to be Implemented with Title I, Part D, 
Subpart 2 funds (Transitional Services)) to the SAS-NCLBAA08, PR2000 (Part F.1 – Performance Measures, 
Objective 3; Part F.2 – Program Performance Data Sources, Objective 3 ). 

Process 

PS3102 – Title I, Part A Neglected & Title I, Part D, Sub 2 Delinquent (Part 2 – Planned Activities) 

PR2000 – Title I, Part D, Subpart 2 (Part F.1, Objective 3) 
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PR2000 – Title I, Part D, Subpart 2 (Part F.2, Objective 3) 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard LEA indicated transitional services in the PS3102 and reported 
transitional services in the PR2000 
OR 
LEA did not indicate transitional services in the PS3102 and did 
not report transitional services in the PR2000. 

Did Not Meet Standard LEA indicated transitional services in the PS3102 and did not 
report transitional services in the PR2000  
OR 
LEA did not indicate transitional services in the PS3102 and 
reported transitional services in the PR2000. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #14 

Did the LEA meet the state’s target (100%) for the number of teachers participating in high quality 
professional development in 2007-2008? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title II, Part A independent 
project or served as a fiscal agent for a shared services 
arrangement. LEAs that REAP/Funding Transferability 
100% of Title II, Part A funds into another applicable 
fund source are not included. (For this item, an LEA 
needed to have submitted a SAS-NCLBAA08, PR1000.) 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR1000 -
Compliance Report: Title I, Part A 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR3000 – 
Compliance Report: Title II, Part A 

• 2007-2008 State Targets submitted to USDE 

Algorithm 

% of teachers participating in high quality 
professional development = 

total the total number of teachers who participated in 
high-quality professional development activities 
(Part B.2) 
total number of teachers in the LEA 
 (Part B.1) 

Methodology 

Compare the state target for the number of teacher participating in high quality professional development 
(100%) to the calculated percentage of teachers participating in high quality professional development 
reported in the SAS-NCLBAA08, PR1000 (Part B – High Quality Professional Development). 

Process 

PR3000 – Title II, Part A (Part A.1-2 – REAP/Funding Transferability) 
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PR1000 – Title I, Part A (Part B – High Quality Professional Development) 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard Percentage of teachers participating in high quality professional 
development in the PR1000 equals 100%. 

Did Not Meet Standard Percentage of teachers participating in high quality professional 
development in the PR1000 is less than 100%. 

Required data sources not submitted by 
due date 

Required data sources not submitted by due date. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #15 

Did the LEA conduct Title II, Part A activities in the statutorily required priority areas of services to 1) 
campuses with the lowest proportion of highly qualified teachers, 2) campuses with the largest average class 
size, or 3) campuses identified for Title I School Improvement? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title II, Part A 
independent project or served as a fiscal agent of 
a shared services arrangement. LEAs that 
REAP/Funding Transferability 100% of Title II, 
Part A funds into another applicable fund source 
are not included. LEAs that combined Title II, 
Part A funds on schoolwide are not included. 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3104 – Program 
Abstract: Title II, Part A 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR3000 - Compliance 
Report: Title II, Part A 

Methodology 

Review the SAS-NCLBAA08, PR3000 (Part B.1—B.5 – Program Expenditures) to ensure that expenditure 
amounts exceed 0 in the statutorily required priority area.  All expenditures cannot be reported in “Other 
Allowable Activities” (Part B.6 – Program Expenditures). 

Process 

PS3104 – Title II, Part A (Part 2: Planned Expenditures) 
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PR3000 – Title II, Part A (Part A.1-2 – REAP/Funding Transferability) 

PR3000 – Title II, Part A (Part B.1-6 – Program Expenditures) 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard LEA reported program expenditures greater than $0 in at least 
one of the statutorily required priority areas, except “Other 
Allowable Activities”, in the PR3000. 

Did Not Meet Standard LEA reported $0 program expenditures in all of the statutorily 
required priority areas in the PR3000 
OR 
reported all program expenditures in “Other Allowable Activities” 
in the PR3000. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #16 

Did the LEA expend less than the required 25% of Title II, Part D current year (maximum) entitlement for 
professional development without an approved waiver? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title II, Part D 
independent project or served as a fiscal agent of a 
shared services arrangement. LEAs that 
REAP/Funding Transferability 100% of Title II, Part D 
funds into another applicable fund source are not 
included. LEAs that combined Title II, Part D funds on 
schoolwide are not included. 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3106 – 
Program Abstract: Title II, Part D 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, WV4002 – 
Waiver Request: Title II, Part D Professional 
Development 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR8000 – 
Compliance Report: Title II, Part D 

Algorithm 

% of funds expended for professional development =  
Total funds expended on professional development 
(Part B.2) 
Current Formula Funding Funds received (Part B.1) 

Methodology 

Verify if the LEAs calculated percentage of funds expended for professional development in SAS-
NCLBAA08, PR8000 (Part C – Professional Development) is less than 25% and compare to the SAS-
NCLBAA08, WV4002 to ensure the LEA has an approved waiver. 

Process 

PS3105 – Title II, Part D (Part 2: Planned Expenditures) 
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PR8000 – Title II, Part D (Part A.1-2 – REAP/Funding Transferability) 

WV4002 – Title II, Part D Professional Development Waiver Request 

PR8000 – Title II, Part D (Part C.1-2 – Calculated percentage expended for professional development) 
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ICR Assignment 

Met Standard LEA is expending more than or equal to the statutory 
requirement of 25% in the PR8000 
OR 
LEA has submitted an approved WV4002. 

Did Not Meet Standard LEA is expending less than the statutory requirement of 25% in 
the PR8000 and does not have an approved WV4002. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #17 

Did the LEA have an approved technology plan for 2007-2008? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title II, Part D 
independent project or served as a fiscal agent of a 
shared services arrangement. 

List of LEAs with an approved technology plan 
from TEAs Division of Instructional Materials and 
Educational Technology 

Methodology 

Verify LEA submitted a technology plan and was approved by TEAs Division of Instructional Materials and 
Educational Technology. 

Process 

• Verify LEA was eligible and applied for Title II, Part D in 2007-2008 
• Verify TEA approved LEAs current technology plan 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard LEA has a current approved technology plan with TEA. 

Did Not Meet Standard LEA does not have a current approved technology plan with TEA. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #18 

Did the LEA implement the supplemental Title III, Part A (LEP) instructional activities as approved in the 
2007-2008 NCLB Consolidated Application for Federal Funding? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title III, Part A - LEP 
independent project or served as a fiscal agent for a 
shared services arrangement. 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3106 – 
Program Abstract: Title III, Part A English 
Language Acquisition 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR3002 – 
Compliance Report: Title III, Part A 

Methodology 

Compare the supplemental instructional activities in the SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3106 (Part 4A – Supplemental 
Instructional Activities) with the supplemental instructional activities in the SAS-NCLBAA08, PR3002 (Part B1 
– Supplemental Instructional Activities Implemented). 

Process 

PS3106 – Title III, Part A English Language Acquisition (Part 4A – Supplemental Instructional Activities) 

PR3002 – Title III, Part A (Part B1 – Supplemental Instructional Activities Implemented) 
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ICR Assignment 

Met Standard The supplemental instructional activities indicated in the 
PS3106 match the supplemental instructional activities reported 
in the PR3002. 

Did Not Meet Standard The supplemental instructional activities indicated in the 
PS3106 do not match the supplemental instructional activities 
reported in the PR3002. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #19 

Did the LEA implement the supplemental Title III, Part A (LEP) professional development activities as approved 
in the 2007-2008 NCLB Consolidated Application for Federal Funding? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title III, Part A - LEP 
independent project or served as a fiscal agent for a 
shared services arrangement. 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3106 – 
Program Abstract: Title III, Part A English 
Language Acquisition 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR3002 -
Compliance Report: Title III, Part A 

Methodology 

Compare the supplemental professional development activities in the SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3106 (Part 4B – 
Supplemental High Quality Professional Development) with the supplemental professional development 
activities in the SAS-NCLBAA08, PR3002 (Part B2 – Supplemental Professional Development Activities 
Implemented). 

Process 

PS3106 – Title III, Part A English Language Acquisition (Part 4B – Supplemental, High Quality Professional 
Development) 

PR3002 – Title III, Part A (Part B2 – Supplemental Professional Development Activities Implemented) 
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ICR Assignment 

Met Standard The supplemental professional development activities indicated in 
the PS3106 match the supplemental professional development 
activities reported in the PR3002. 

Did Not Meet Standard The supplemental professional development activities indicated in 
the PS3106 do not match the supplemental professional 
development activities report in the PR3002. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #20 

Did the LEA implement the supplemental Title III, Part A (Immigrant) activities as approved in the 2007-2008 
NCLB Consolidated Application for Federal Funding?  

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title III, Part A -
Immigrant independent project or served as a 
fiscal agent for a shared services arrangement. 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3106 – Program 
Abstract: Title III, Part A English Language 
Acquisition 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR3002 – Compliance 
Report: Title III, Part A 

Methodology 

Compare the supplemental immigrant activities indicated in the SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3106 (Part 5 – Planned 
Use of Title III, Part A Immigrant Children/Youth Funds) with the supplemental immigrant activities in the 
SAS-NCLBAA08, PR3002 (Part B3 – Supplemental Activities with Title III – Immigrant Funds). 

Process 

PS3106 – Title III, Part A English Language Acquisition (Part 5 – Planned Use of Title III, Part A Immigrant 
Children/Youth Funds) 
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PR3002 – Title III, Part A (Part B3 – Supplemental Activities With Title III Immigrant Funds) 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard The supplemental immigrant activities indicated in the PS3106 
match the supplemental immigrant activities in the PR3002. 

Did Not Meet Standard The supplemental immigrant activities indicated in the PS3106 do 
not match the supplemental immigrant activities in the PR3002. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #21 

Did the LEA conduct SDFSC activities as approved in the 2007-2008 NCLB Consolidated Application for 
Federal Funding? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title IV, Part A 
independent project or served as a fiscal agent 
for a shared services arrangement. LEAs that 
REAP/Funding Transferability 100% of Title IV, 
Part A funds into another applicable fund source 
are not included. 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3107 – Program 
Abstract: Title IV, Part A SDFSC 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR4000 – Compliance 
Report: Title IV, Part A (SDFSC) 

Methodology 

Compare the planned activities indicated in the SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3107 (Part 4 – Planned Activities) to the 
program expenditures in the SAS-NCLBAA08, PR4000 (Part D – Program Expenditures). 

Process 

PR4000 – Title IV, Part A (Part A.1-2 – REAP/Funding Transferability) 
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PS3107 – Title IV, Part A SDFSC (Part 4 – Planned Activities) 

PR4000 – Title IV, Part A SDFSC (Part D – Program Expenditures) 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard LEA indicated planned activities in the PS3107 and reported 
program expenditures greater than $0 for the same activities in 
the PR4000. 

Did Not Meet Standard LEA indicated planned activities in the PS3107 and reported $0 
program expenditures for the same activities in the PR4000 
OR 
LEA did not indicate planned activities in the PS3107 and 
reported program expenditures greater than $0 in the PR4000. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort 
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Compliance Item #22 

Did the LEA include parents, students and community in the assessment, delivery and/or planning of the 
SDFSC program? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title IV, Part A 
independent project or served as a fiscal agent 
for a shared services arrangement. LEAs that 
REAP/Funding Transferability 100% of Title IV, 
Part A funds into another applicable fund source 
are not included. 

2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR4000 – Compliance 
Report: Title IV, Part A (SDFSC) 

Methodology 

Review if LEA reported the following in the SAS-NCLBAA08, PR4000: 
Part G.1 – Parent Involvement 
A – at least one source of information must be indicated 
B – at least one activity must have a value greater than zero indicating number of parents involved 
Part G.2 – Community Involvement 
LEA must have reported yes for involvement of community agencies/organizations

 Part G.3 – Student Involvement 
LEA must have reported yes on Students participation 

Process 

PR4000 – Title IV, Part A (Part A.1-2 – REAP/Funding Transferability) 
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PR4000 – Title IV, Part A (Part G.1 –G.3 – Program Effectiveness) 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard LEA reported participation of parents, students, and community 
organizations in the PR4000. 

Did Not Meet Standard LEA did not report participation of parents, students, and /or 
community organizations in the PR4000. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #23 

Did the district conduct a current assessment of objective data regarding local violence and illegal drug 
incidents according to the Principles of Effectiveness within the 2006-2007 or 2007-2008 grant year? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title IV, Part A 
independent project or served as a fiscal agent 
for a shared services arrangement. LEAs that 
REAP/Funding Transferability 100% of Title IV, 
Part A funds into another applicable fund source 
are not included. 

2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR4000 – Compliance 
Report: Title IV, Part A (SDFSC) 

Methodology 

Review the data in SAS-NCLBAA08, PR4000 (Part F – Principles of Effectiveness – Assessment of Local 
Incidents) for date entered of latest assessment regarding incidents of violence and illegal drug. 

Process 

PR4000 – Title IV, Part A (Part A.1-2 – REAP/Funding Transferability) 
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PR4000 – Title IV, Part A (Part F – Principles of Effectiveness – Assessment of Local Incidents) 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard Indicated date of latest assessment was on or after July 1, 2006. 

Did Not Meet Standard Indicated date of latest assessment was on or before June 30, 
2006. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #24 

Did the LEA conduct Title V, Part A activities/services which were approved in the 2007-2008 NCLB 
Consolidated Application for Federal Funding? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title V, Part A 
independent project or served as a fiscal agent of 
a shared services arrangement. LEAs that 
REAP/Funding Transferability 100% of Title V, 
Part A funds into another applicable fund source 
are not included. 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3108 – Program 
Abstract: Title V, Part A Innovative Programs 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR5000 – Compliance 
Report: Title V, Part A 

Methodology 

Compare the innovative areas in the SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3108, (Part 2 – Planned Expenditures) to the fund 
expenditures, number of student participants, and number of staff trainers in the SAS-NCLBAA08, PR5000 
(Part B – Participation and Expenditure of Funds, columns A-F) to determine whether the LEA expended 
funds for activities that were approved in the application for funding.  Note:  All activities approved in the 
SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3108 are not required to have been reported as conducted in the SAS-NCLBAA08, 
PR5000.  To meet the indicator the activities reported must have been approved in the SAS-NCLBAA08, 
PS3108. 

Process 

PR5000 – Title V, Part A (Part A.1-2 – REAP/Funding Transferability) 
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PS3108 – Part 2 (Planned Expenditures) 

PR5000 – Title V, Part A (Part B, Cols. A-F – Participation and Expenditures) 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard LEA reported fund expenditures and/or participation on innovative 
activities in the PR5000 and same planned activities for LEA 
were approved in the PS3108. 

Did Not Meet Standard LEA reported fund expenditures and/or participation on innovative 
activities in the PR5000 and same planned activities for LEA 
were not approved in the PS3108. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #25 

Did the LEA only transfer the allowable 30% of applicable fund sources if the LEA had been identified as in 
need of improvement? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title II, Part A, • 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3109 – 
Title II, Part D, Title IV, Part A and/or Title V, REAP/Funding Transferability 
Part A independent project or served as a fiscal • 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR3000 – Compliance 
agent for shared services arrangement having Report: Title II, Part A
a district identified for Title I School • 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR8000 – Compliance 
Improvement and applied for flexibility under Report: Title II, Part D
the Funding Transferability authority. • 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR4000 – Compliance 

Report: Title IV, Part A 
• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR5000 – Compliance 

Report: Title V, Part A 
Methodology 

Review SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3109 (Part 2 – Funding Transferability) to ensure the LEA amended the 
application to indicate LEA being identified as in need of improvement and transferring only 30% of the 
applicable fund sources and compare to each applicable compliance report to ensure the percentage is 
equal to or less than 30%. 

Process 

PS3109 – (Part 2 – Funding Transferability) 
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PR3000 – Title II, Part A (Part A1 – Funding Transferability) 

PR8000 – Title II, Part D (Part A1 – Funding Transferability) 
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PR4000 – Title IV, Part A (Part A1 – Funding Transferability) 

PR5000 – Title V, Part A (Part A1 – Funding Transferability) 
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ICR Assignment 

Met Standard LEA indicated being in need of improvement in the PS3109 and 
only transferring 30% or less in one or more applicable fund 
source and reported 30% or less on the matching applicable fund 
source on the compliance report. 

Did Not Meet Standard LEA indicated being in need of improvement in the PS3109 and 
transferred 30% or less in one or more applicable fund source 
and greater than 30% on the matching applicable fund source on 
the compliance report 
OR 
LEA did not amend application to indicate being in need of 
improvement in the PS3109 and transferred over 30% in one or 
more applicable fund sources and greater than 30% on the 
matching applicable fund source on the compliance report. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #26 

Did the LEA transfer the allowable percentage of applicable fund sources if implemented Funding 
Transferability and/or REAP flexibility? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title II, Part A, • 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3109 – REAP/Funding 
Title II, Part D, Title IV, Part A and/or Title V, Transferability 
Part A independent project or served as a fiscal • 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR3000 – Compliance 
agent for shared services arrangement and Report: Title II, Part A
applied for flexibility under the Funding • 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR8000 – Compliance 
Transferability authority and/or REAP flexibility. Report: Title II, Part D 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR4000 – Compliance 
Report: Title IV, Part A 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR5000 – Compliance 
Report: Title V, Part A 

Methodology 

For each fund source, compare the SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3109 and the applicable compliance reports to ensure 
the percentage approved in the PS3109 is greater than or equal to the percentage reported as transferred in 
the applicable compliance report. 

Process 

PS3109 – (Part 1 and 2 – REAP/Funding Transferability) 
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PR3000 – Title II, Part A (Part A1-2 – REAP/Funding Transferability) 

PR8000 – Title II, Part D (Part A1-2 – REAP/Funding Transferability) 
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PR4000 – Title IV, Part A (Part A1-2 – REAP/Funding Transferability) 

PR5000 – Title V, Part A (Part A1-2 – REAP/Funding Transferability) 
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ICR Assignment 

Met Standard For each fund source, the percentages in the PS3109 and the 
NCLB Consolidated Compliance report match 
OR 
the percentages in the PS3109 are greater than the percentages on 
the NCLB Consolidated Compliance report. 

Did Not Meet Standard For one or all applicable fund sources, the percentage in the 
PS3109 and the percentage in the NCLB Consolidated Compliance 
report do not match and the percentage in the NCLB Consolidated 
Compliance report is greater than the percentage on the PS3109. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #27 

Did the LEA report private nonprofit participation for applicable fund sources as approved in the 2007-2008 
NCLB Consolidated Application for Federal Funding? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title I, Part A, Title 
I, Part C, Title II, Part A, Title II, Part D, Title III, 
Part A, Title IV, Part A and/or Title V, Part A 
independent project or served as a fiscal agent 
for shared services arrangement. LEAs that 
REAP/Funding Transferability 100% of any fund 
source into another applicable fund source are 
not included. Note: Not applicable to charter 
schools. 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3101 – Program 
Abstract: Title I, Part A 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR1000 – Compliance 
Report: Title I, Part A 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3103 – Program 
Abstract: Title I, Part C 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR1200 – Compliance 
Report: Title I, Part C 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3104 – Program 
Abstract: Title II, Part A 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR3000 – Compliance 
Report: Title II, Part A 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3105 – Program 
Abstract: Title II, Part D 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR8000 – Compliance 
Report: Title II, Part D 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3106 – Program 
Abstract: Title III, Part A 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR3002 – Compliance 
Report: Title III, Part A 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3107 – Program 
Abstract: Title IV, Part A 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR4000 – Compliance 
Report: Title IV, Part A 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PS3108 – Program 
Abstract: Title V, Part A 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, PR5000 – Compliance 
Report: Title V, Part A 
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Methodology 

Review SAS-NCLBAA08 Consolidated Application for Federal Funding program abstracts for all applicable 
fund sources and compare to the SAS-NCLBAA08 Consolidated Compliance Report for matching applicable 
fund sources. 

Process 

PS3101 – Title I, Part A (Part 6 – Private Nonprofit Schools) 

PR1000 – Title I, Part A (Part D - Participants) 

PS3103 – Title I, Part C (Part 5 – Private Nonprofit Schools) 

PR1200 – Title I, Part C (Part E – Private Nonprofit Schools) 
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PR3000 – Title II, Part A (Part A1-2 – REAP/Funding Transferability) 

PS3104 – Title II, Part A (Part 3 – Private Nonprofit Schools) 

PR3000 – Title II, Part A (Part D – Private Nonprofit Schools) 
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PR8000 – Title II, Part D (Part A1-2 – REAP/Funding Transferability) 

PS3105 – Title II, Part D (Part 3 – Private Nonprofit Schools) 

PR8000 – Title II, Part D (Part D – Private Nonprofit Schools) 

PS3106 – Title III, Part A (Parts 6 and 7 – Private Nonprofit Schools) 
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PR3002 – Title III, Part A (Parts E and F – Private Nonprofit Schools) 

PR4000 – Title IV, Part A (Part A1-2 – REAP/Funding Transferability) 

PS3107 – Title IV, Part A (Part 5 – Private Nonprofit Schools) 
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PR4000 – Title IV, Part A (Part C – Program Participants) 

PR5000 – Title V, Part A (Part A1-2 – REAP/Funding Transferability) 

PS3108 – Title V, Part A (Part 3 – Private Nonprofit Schools) 

PR5000 – Title V, Part A (Part B – Participation and Expenditure of Funds for Title V, Part A) 
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ICR Assignment 

Met Standard LEA reported private nonprofit school participation in the SAS-
NCLBAA08 and reported private nonprofit school participation in 
the NCLB Consolidated Compliance Report 
OR 
LEA reported no private nonprofit school participation in the SAS-
NCLBAA08 and reported no private nonprofit school participation 
in the NCLB Consolidated Compliance Report. 

Did Not Meet Standard LEA reported private nonprofit school participation in the SAS-
NCLBAA08 but reported no private nonprofit school participation 
in the NCLB Consolidated Compliance Report 
OR 
LEA did not report private nonprofit school participation in the 
SAS-NCLBAA08 and reported private nonprofit school 
participation in the NCLB Consolidated Compliance Report. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #28 

Did the district publicly report highly qualified teacher status by 12/15/2007? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title I, Part A 
independent project, served as a fiscal agent for 
a shared services arrangement or as a member 
of shared services arrangement. 

• 2007-2008 PR1100 – Compliance Report: Highly 
Qualified Teachers Report 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, SC5000 – Title I, Part 
A Campus Selection 

Methodology 

Review the SAS-NCLBAA08, SC5000 – Campus Selection (Part 3 – Campus List) to determine campuses 
served under Title I, Part A as schoolwide or targeted assistance.  Compare campuses to the campus 
PR1100 (Part 8.6 – Highly Qualified Plan). NOTE: All Title I, Part A campuses listed on SC5000 must have 
a submitted PR1100 for this indicator. Data from PR1100 is as of June 10, 2008. 

Process 

SC5000 – Campus Selection (Part 3 – Campus List) 
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PR1100 – Highly Qualified Teachers Report (Part 8.6 – Highly Qualified Plan) 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard LEA indicated a date on or before 12/15/2007 in the PR1100 for 
all Title I, Part A campuses. 

Did Not Meet Standard LEA did not indicate a date on or before 12/15/2007 in the 
PR1100 for all Title I, Part A campuses. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #29 

Did the district ensure that the campus highly qualified teacher plan included strategies to ensure teachers, 
who are not highly qualified in all core academic subject areas taught, become highly qualified in a 
reasonable timeframe? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title I, Part A 
independent project, served as a fiscal agent for 
a shared services arrangement or as a member 
of shared services arrangement. 

• 2007-2008 PR1100 – Compliance Report: Highly 
Qualified Teachers Report 

• 2007-2008 SAS-NCLBAA08, SC5000 – Title I, Part 
A Campus Selection 

Methodology 

Review the SAS-NCLBAA08, SC5000 – Campus Selection (Part 3 – Campus List) to determine campuses 
served under Title I, Part A as schoolwide or targeted assistance.  Compare campuses to the campus 
PR1100 (Part 8.3 – Highly Qualified Plan). NOTE: All Title I, Part A campuses listed on SC5000 must have 
a submitted PR1100 for this indicator. Data from PR1100 is as of June 10, 2008. 

Process 

SC5000 – Campus Selection (Part 3 – Campus List) 
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PR1100 – Highly Qualified Teachers Report (Part 8.3 – Highly Qualified Plan) 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard LEA indicated “Yes” or “NA, Campus is 100% HQT all year” for all 
Title I, Part A campuses in the PR1100. 

Did Not Meet Standard LEA indicated “No” in one or more Title I, Part A campus in the 
PR1100. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #30 

Were all campus highly qualified reports submitted by 10/22/07 deadline? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that applied for Title I, Part A 
through the NCLB Consolidated Application for 
Federal Funding. 

2007-2008 PR1100 – Compliance Report: Highly 
Qualified Teachers Report 

Methodology 

Review all campus PR1100 to determine if all campus reports were submitted by October 22, 2007. 

Process 

PR1100 – Highly Qualified Teachers Report (Part 10 – Certification and Incorporation) 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard LEA submitted all campus highly qualified reports on or before 
10/22/07. 

Did Not Meet Standard LEA did not submit all campus highly qualified reports on or 
before 10/22/07. 

Did Not Meet Standard Due to Late 
Submission 

Required data sources not submitted by due date. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #31 (NEW) 

Did the SIP campus principal attend the required SIP Introductory Meeting and campus staff attend the 
Texas School Improvement Conference provided by the School Improvement Resource Center? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title I, Part A 
program who had one or more campuses 
identified for Title I School Improvement.   

School Improvement Resource Center (SIRC) sign-in 
sheets 

Methodology 

Ensure that each LEA with a campus identified for Title I School Improvement had the campus principal 
attend all days of the SIP Introductory Meeting and campus staff attend all days of the Texas School 
Improvement Conference. Data provided by SIRC will be for the 2007-2008 project year. 

Process 

• Verify LEA had one or more campuses identified for Title I School Improvement in 2007-2008. 
• Verify LEA had appropriate staff attend the SIP Introductory Meeting and/or the Texas School 

Improvement Conference on all given days and signed in with SIRC. 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard The appropriate staff attended the SIP Introductory Meeting 
and/or the Texas School Improvement Conference on all the 
scheduled days and signed in with SIRC. 

Did Not Meet Standard The appropriate staff did not attend the SIP Introductory Meeting 
and/or the Texas School Improvement Conference on any 
scheduled day 
OR 
Staff attended the SIP Introductory Meeting and/or the Texas 
School Improvement Conference but did not attend all the 
scheduled days. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #32 (NEW) 

Did the SIP campus disseminate a copy of the parent notification letter for school choice and SES, within 10 
days from the date of the letter to the Texas Education Agency’s School Improvement Unit? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that operated a Title I, Part A 
program who had one or more campuses 
identified for Title I School Improvement.   

TEA receipt date of notification letter 

Methodology 

Ensure the date the LEA submitted a copy of the parent notification letter for school choice and SES to the 
Texas Education Agency School Improvement Unit by September 6, 2007. 

Process 

• Verify LEA had one or more campuses identified for Title I School Improvement in 2007-2008. 
• Verify the date the LEA submitted a copy of the parent notification letter for school choice and SES to 

the Texas Education Agency School Improvement Unit by September 6, 2007. 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard TEA received a copy of the notification letter within 10 days of the 
TEA designated date as specified in instructions (September 6, 
2007). 

Did Not Meet Standard TEA received a copy of the notification letter after the 10 days of 
the TEA designated date as specified in instructions (September 
6, 2007) 
OR 
TEA did not receive a copy of the notification letter. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #33 (NEW) 

Did the LEA indicate use of grant funds to carry out the requirements of section 1116 if the LEA has been 
eligible for Rural and Low Income Schools Program Grant for 3 consecutive years and did not meet AYP 
as approved on the Rural and Low Income Schools Program (RLISAA08) Application? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that have applied for Rural and Low 
Income Schools Program in 2005-2006, 2006-2007 
and 2007-2008. 

• 2005-2006 District AYP List 
• 2006-2007 District AYP List 
• 2007-2008 District AYP List 
• 2007-2008 SAS-RLISAA08, PS3020 - Program 

Description 

Methodology 

Review if the LEA was eligible and applied for Rural and Low Income Schools Program in 2005-2006, 2006-
2007 and 2007-2008 and review the LEA AYP status for 2005-2006, 2006-2007 and 2007-2008. 

Process 

2005-2006 District AYP List 

2006-2007 District AYP List 

2007-2008 District AYP List 
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PS3020 – Rural and Low Income Program Description (Part 3: Continue Grant Participation) 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard The LEA applied for Rural and Low Income Schools Program 
all 3 consecutive years and did not meet AYP all 3 consecutive 
years and indicated the use of grant funds to meet the 
requirements of section 1116 in 2007-2008. 
OR 
LEA met AYP one or all 3 consecutive years. 

Did Not Meet Standard LEA did not meet AYP all 3 consecutive years and did not 
indicate the use of grant funds to meet the requirements of 
section 1116 in 2007-2008. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #34 (NEW) 

Did the LEA submit the requested highly qualified plans to TEA on time? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that applied for Title I, Part A 
through the NCLB Consolidated Application for 
Federal Funding. 

Highly Qualified Teacher Plan Review 

Methodology 

LEA was requested by TEA to submit a highly qualified plan due to LEA not being 100% highly qualified. 

Process 

Review the date the LEA submitted the requested highly qualified plan to TEA. 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard TEA received the requested highly qualified plan by 12/15/2007. 

Did Not Meet Standard TEA did not receive the requested highly qualified plan by 
12/15/2007. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Compliance Item #35 (NEW) 

Did the LEA submit the requested teacher data validations to TEA on time? 

Eligible Cohort Data Source 

Eligible LEAs that applied for Title I, Part A 
through the NCLB Consolidated Application for 
Federal Funding. 

Teacher Data Validation Review 

Methodology 

LEA was requested by TEA to submit teacher data for validation. 

Process 

Review the date the LEA submitted the requested teacher data for validation to TEA. 

ICR Assignment 

Met Standard TEA received the requested teacher data for validation by 
10/12/2007. 

Did Not Meet Standard TEA did not receive the requested teacher data for validation by 
10/12/2007. 

Not Applicable Not part of eligible cohort. 
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Report Only Indicators will be distributed under separate cover at a later date 

and will be an addendum to this manual. 


87 



Copyright © Notice The materials are copyrighted © and trademarked ™ as the property of the Texas 
Education Agency (TEA) and may not be reproduced without the express written permission of TEA, except 
under the following conditions: 

1) Texas public school districts, charter schools, and Education Service Centers may reproduce and use copies 
of the Materials and Related Materials for the districts’ and schools’ educational use without obtaining 
permission from TEA. 

2) Residents of the state of Texas may reproduce and use copies of the Materials and Related Materials for 
individual personal use only without obtaining written permission of TEA. 

3) Any portion reproduced must be reproduced in its entirety and remain unedited, unaltered and unchanged in 
any way. 

4) No monetary charge can be made for the reproduced materials or any document containing them; however, 
a reasonable charge to cover only the cost of reproduction and distribution may be charged. 

Private entities or persons located in Texas that are not Texas public school districts, Texas Education Service 
Centers, or Texas charter schools or any entity, whether public or private, educational or non-educational, 
located outside the state of Texas MUST obtain written approval from TEA and will be required to enter into a 
license agreement that may involve the payment of a licensing fee or a royalty. 

For information contact: Office of Copyrights, Trademarks, License Agreements, and Royalties, Texas 
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