	Report Title and Link 

Evaluation of the Implementation of the Rural and Low-Income School (RLIS) Program: Interim Report

	Program/Policy 

· The RLIS program is part of the Rural Education Achievement Program that is authorized under Title VI, Part B of the ESEA.  The RLIS program provides additional funds to help rural districts serving low-income students make adequate yearly progress (AYP).

· In fiscal year 2008, the RLIS program distributed almost $85 million to 40 states.  In turn, the states distributed RLIS funds to 1,486 districts.  During the associated 2008–09 school year, award amounts averaged about $57,000 per district and the award averaged $28 per pupil in RLIS funded districts. 

	

	Main Report Questions

1) What are states’ priorities for districts’ use of RLIS grant funds? How do states administer and monitor the program? What guidance and assistance do states provide? How do states enforce the statutory accountability provisions?

2) What are the characteristics of the districts served by the RLIS program in terms of rural location, poverty, race, etc.?

Other Main Study Questions for Later Report
3) What are the achievement trends in RLIS districts compared to other rural districts?  Does receipt of an RLIS grant mitigate the relationship between district poverty and student achievement?

4) What progress have states made towards achieving their RLIS goals?

5) What goals have districts identified for RLIS in their grant applications? What progress have districts made toward their goals? How have districts actually used RLIS funds?



	Findings and Implications

· Interviewed state RLIS coordinators primarily viewed RLIS as an additional funding source to help rural, low-income schools make AYP, not as a separate, stand-alone program.

· State RLIS coordinators reported that RLIS was the last of their federal grants to be allocated by the U.S. Department of Education, which may affect a district’s ability to do budget planning.

· Slightly over 70 percent of RLIS districts were located in the South in 2005–06.

· Per-pupil spending was substantially lower in RLIS districts than in all districts nationally or in other rural districts.

· Districts eligible for RLIS had more students who qualified for free or reduced-price lunches than districts overall or non-RLIS rural districts.  

· RLIS districts also had a slightly higher proportion of students who had an Individual Education Program than all U.S. districts and non-RLIS rural districts.

	Study Rationale 

Request of the Office of Elementary and Secondary Education, U.S. Department of Education

	Study Design (Interim Report)

· Interviews with RLIS state coordinators. 

· Use of administrative data to describe RLIS district characteristics.

	Data Sources (Interim Report)

· Interviews with RLIS state coordinators were conducted in the nine states that receive the most RLIS funds (62% in 2007–08). 

· Extant administrative data for the descriptive analyses was examined using the Common Core of Data (CCD) and RLIS program files from 2003–04 through 2006–07.  

	Study Limitations

· Interim report findings on state implementation are based on only nine interviews.  The final report will include findings on state implementation from surveys of all RLIS states.

· Administrative data files did not always include the same variables for all years.  For example, 2006–07 was excluded from many of the descriptive analyses because there were no data on relevant variables.

· Several districts did not report values for some of the variables and were excluded from the relevant analyses.

	Study Budget 

· $230,325

	Contractor 

Berkeley Policy Associates


