
Appendix B
Reviewers Rating and Checklist

District Name ________________			
County/District Number ________________		
Reviewer _________________			                  Reviewer  _________________		
Date:  ___________

Section 1.        DISTRICT LEVEL INFORMATION
	Cover Page Complete and Signed
	☐  Completed
☐  Not Completed

	Part A.1 – List of Schools identified for each
	☐  Completed
☐  Not Completed

	Part A.2 – Optional – Tier I or Tier II schools already started

	☐  Completed
☐  Not Completed
☐  Not Applicable



Part B       Descriptive Information District Level

 B.1 The applicant described the district’s contribution to assist schools in their analysis of need and selection of an intervention model.  The district must demonstrate that it has analyzed the needs of each school, such as instructional program, school leadership and infrastructure, and selected intervention for each school aligned to the needs of the identified school.

	Proficient
5-8 Points
	Basic
1-4 Points
	Incomplete
O Points

	The applicant provided a detailed overview of the needs of the school, its students, and community it will serve.  The description of the school attendance area was detailed, providing sufficient information for setting up the needs assessment.  The description included charts and/or graphs displaying the results of the data analysis.

The district included data from all four measures of data—student achievement data, school programs data, student/teacher/parent perceptions data, and demographic data. 
	The applicant provided a brief description of the school attendance area including the economic factors affecting the school.  The description was of sufficient extent to help guide the comprehensive needs assessment.    

The summary of the needs assessments demonstrated that the district included an analysis of data of all students attending the school and that this data was disaggregated and analyzed to determine students’ needs.
	The applicant did not provide a detailed description of its school, its students, and/or its community.

The needs assessment did not disaggregate data.

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments








B.2 The applicant described factors that indicate the district has the capacity to use the school improvement funds to support each Tier I and Tier II school identified for intervention.  Such factors must include:  sufficient human and fiscal resources, past history of successful reform initiatives, credentials of staff, ability to recruit and employ a new principal and new teachers, support of parents, community and the teachers’ union.  The district must ensure that each Tier I and Tier II school that it commits to serve receives all of the state and local funds it would receive in the absence of the School Improvement Grant funds and that those resources are aligned with the interventions.  Tier III schools must indicate that the district has evaluated the capacity relating to the implementation proposed in the SIG grant application.

	Proficient
5-8 Points
	Basic
1-4 Points
	Incomplete
O Points

	The required activities of the school intervention models were aligned to SIG final requirements
(Tiers I and II).

Application includes a proficient evaluation of capacity, including:
•	High qualify staff
•	LEA ability
•	Stakeholder commitment
•	School board commitment
•	Timeline
•	Strategic planning of intervention model
•	Recruitment of school leaders
•	Alignment of resources

Evaluation of capacity relating to the implementation of the proposed SIG grant has been included (Tier III).
	The required activities of the school intervention models were aligned to SIG final requirements
(Tiers I and II).

Application includes a basic evaluation of capacity, including
•	High qualify staff
•	LEA ability
•	Stakeholder commitment
•	School board commitment
•	Timeline
· Strategic planning of intervention model
•	Recruitment of school leaders
•	Alignment of resources

Evaluation of capacity relating to the implementation of the proposed SIG grant has been included (Tier III).
	The required activities of the school intervention models did not align to SIG final requirements.

Application did not include evaluation of capacity outlined in Table A.

Evaluation of capacity relating to the implementation of the proposed SIG grant was not included (Tier III).

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments







B.3 If the district is not applying to serve each Tier I school in the district, provide an explanation as to why it lacks the capacity to do so. Lack of capacity must address the same factors listed above:  sufficient human and fiscal resources, past history of successful reform initiatives, credentials of staff, ability to recruit and employ a new principal and new teachers, support of parents, community and the teachers’ union.  A district with both Tier I and Tier III school may not elect to serve only Tier III schools.
	
	If the district is not applying to serve each Tier I school, explain why there is a lack of capacity to serve each Tier I school. (Tier I )
	☐  Acceptable          
☐  Not Acceptable      
☐  Not Applicable        





B.4 (1)   ESEA Section 1003(g) funds are intended to turn around a low-performing school.  Major changes required in such a turnaround may require external assistance from a person(s) or a company(s).  External assistance might be desirable to assist with specific activities to meet the requirements of the intervention model selected.  If a district elects to have an external provider, the district must identify the provider(s) by name or company; the reasons or rationale for selecting this provider; the specific services to be provided; the qualifications, including expertise and experience of the provider; and the procurement method used for securing and selecting the provider(s).  Note: The Intervention Project Manager is not considered an external provider since he/she must be an employee of or on contract with the district and work full or part-time in the school.

	Proficient
5-8 Points
	Basic
1-4 Points
	Incomplete
O Points

	The district has identified in detail the experience level and qualifications of external providers to ensure quality.

The external provider’s qualifications were a key consideration in the recruitment, screening, and selection process.
	The district briefly identified the experience level and qualifications of external providers to ensure quality. 

The external provider’s qualifications were somewhat considered in the recruitment, screening, and selection process.
	The district has not identified the experience level or qualifications of external providers to ensure quality.

The external provider’s qualifications were not considered in the recruitment, screening, and selection process.

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments








B.4 (2)   The applicant described how the district will regularly review and hold accountable the selected external provider.	

	Proficient
5-8 Points
	Basic
1-4 Points
	Incomplete
O Points

	The district provided a detailed process for reviewing the effectiveness of the selected external provider and explained the accountability system that will be implemented with the selected external provider.

The application clearly outlined the review and accountability system to be used with selected external provider.
	The district provided a brief outline of the review process and the accountability system to be used with the selected external provider. 



The application minimally outlined the review and accountability system to be used with selected external provider
	The district did not describe how the external provider will be reviewed and held accountable.

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments










B.5 Since each Tier I or Tier II school receiving ESEA Section 1003(g) funds will be a schoolwide project, all programs and services provided in the school should be aligned to the selected intervention model.  The school level Analysis of Need section of this application should involve staff from the various programs and services in the school. Describe the steps the district will take to ensure that other programs and resources are aligned to support the school in implementing an intervention model.  Identify the specific programs and sources of funds. 

	Proficient
5-8 Points
	Basic
1-4 Points
	Incomplete
O Points

	Interventions and other resources were outlined with specific detail. They were aligned in order to fully and effectively implement interventions.

The LEA outlined multiple specific federal and state resources that can be aligned with SIG (i.e., Title I, Title II, Special Education, BIE, general funds, state funds, outside grants, etc.).
	Interventions and other resources were briefly outlined and provide enough support to fully and effectively implement interventions.

The LEA outlined a few specific federal and state resources that can be aligned with SIG (i.e., Title I, Title II, Special Education, BIE, general funds, state funds, outside grants, etc.).
	Interventions and other resources were not aligned and/or did not support the full and effective implementation of interventions.

No other federal and state resources were outlined to help support interventions.

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments






B.6 If the selected intervention model includes increasing school time, changing governance at the school   level, etc., the district may need to modify existing practices or policies to enable its schools to implement the interventions fully and effectively.  Describe the steps the district will take, if necessary, to modify policies and practices.
· Some changes may require approval of the local union.

	Proficient
5-8 Points
	Basic
1-4 Points
	Incomplete
O Points

	Applicant thoroughly addressed the current barriers faced by the Tier I and II schools. Modifications to practices/ policies were described in detail.

A timeline was included in the description.
	Applicant briefly addressed the current barriers faced by the Tier I or II schools. Modifications to practices/policies were described briefly.

 A specific timeline was not included but the narrative outlined the sequence of events.
	Applicant did not address the current barriers faced by the Tier I or II school.

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments








B.7 Describe the steps the district is prepared to take to sustain the intervention model(s) in the selected school(s) after the ESEA Section 1003(g) funds are no longer available. The response might include how the district will institutionalize changes made to meet requirements, adopt changes throughout other schools, or support the school or school(s) throughout the process to fully implement the selected intervention model(s). 

	Proficient
5-8 Points
	Basic
1-4 Points
	Incomplete
O Points

	The district directed resources to short‐term, one‐time expenditures that will have a long‐term payoff for students and educators.

For activities that depend on recurring funding, it included a plan for improving systemic efficacy and sustaining systems and programs after funding ends.
	The district included activities that will depend on recurring funding, but also included a plan for improving systemic efficacy and sustaining systems and programs after funding ends.
	The district did not include a realistic plan for sustaining the interventions after funding ends; no portion of expenditures were directed toward transition costs or improving efficacy of existing systems.

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments






B.8 	The district must establish annual goals for student achievement on the State’s assessments in both Reading and Mathematics and the leading indicators in order to monitor schools that receive these school improvement funds. 

	Proficient
 5-8 Points
	                           Basic
                                    1-4 Points
	                                 Incomplete
                             O Points

	The district’s goals were connected to priority needs, the needs assessment, and portrayed a clear and detailed analysis of the Nebraska NeSA Assessment in the areas of reading/language arts and mathematics.

The proposal includes realistic and measureable goals and objectives for each school to be served.

The district’s application included a rigorous plan for tracking and evaluating the success and cost- effectiveness of each proposed Tier III intervention.

The proposal included a plan for monitoring the progress of the SIG on a regular, ongoing basis.
	The district’s goals were connected to priority needs, the needs assessment, and portrayed a brief analysis of the Nebraska NeSA Assessment in the areas of reading/language arts and mathematics.

The proposal lacks realistic and measureable goals and objectives for each school to be served.

The district’s application included an adequate plan for tracking and evaluating the success and cost-effectiveness of each proposed Tier III intervention.

The proposal included a plan for monitoring the progress of the SIG; however, it is not on a regular, ongoing basis.
	Goals were not clearly related to the needs assessment and/or to the priority need areas.







Application did not include a plan for measuring and tracking effectiveness and results of proposed Tier III intervention.

	
	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments







B.9	Describe the process used by the district to assist its schools in developing this application.  Include the district level staff, by position, that were involved in developing this application and who will be involved in supporting the implementation of the intervention models
.
	Proficient
5-8 Points
	Basic
1-4 Points
	Incomplete
O Points

	The district consulted with numerous stakeholders (including families and community) regarding the application and implementation of the proposed interventions.

The application clearly outlined how stakeholders were informed of their role and responsibility for sustained improvement.
	The district consulted with some stakeholders (including families and community) with respect to the application and implementation of the proposed interventions.

The application minimally outlined how stakeholders were informed of their role and responsibility for sustained improvement.
	The district did not consult with stakeholder group’s regarding the application and implementation of the proposed interventions or shared responsibility for change.

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments

























B.10	Describe how families and community will continue to be meaningfully engaged on an “on-going” basis for the duration of the selected intervention model beyond the planning/pre-implementation stage of the grant.
.
	Proficient
5-8 Points
	Basic
1-4 Points
	Incomplete
O Points

	The district provided a detailed plan outlining numerous efforts to engage families and community in the implementation of the grant beyond the planning/pre-planning stage of the grant.

The application clearly outlined three or more strategies for engaging families and community on an “on-going” basis.
	The district provided some explanation of how families and community will be engaged on an “on-going basis beyond the planning/pre-implementation stage of the grant. 

The application outlined from one to two strategies for engaging families and community on an “on-going” basis.
	The district did not provide an explanation of how families and community will be meaningfully engaged on an “on-going” basis beyond planning/pre-implementation of the grant.

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments








B.11	Describe how the district will implement, to the extent practicable, in accordance with its selected intervention mode, one or more evidence-based strategies to improve student achievement in the selected school.

	Proficient
5-8 Points
	Basic
1-4 Points
	Incomplete
O Points

	The district described in specific detail the evidence-based strategies that would be implemented to improve student achievement.


The application clearly outlined three or more evidence-based strategies to improve student achievement.
	The district described with some detail the implementation of some evidence-based strategies to improve student achievement.


The application outlined from one to two evidence-based strategies to improve student achievement.
	The district did not describe any specific evidence-based strategies to improve student achievement.

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments


















B.12	Planning/Pre-implementation activities/costs are allowable for this grant. Districts must identify the amount and provide a description of the use of any funds awarded under this application for Year 1 activities that are proposed to be spent between approval by the State Board (August) and full implementation of the selected model.

	Acceptable
No  Points
	Not Acceptable
No Points

	Interventions were described and focused on helping the school’s students meet the state’s standards.

For Tier I or II schools, the intervention met SIG final requirements.

Specific programs, professional development, or activities are fully defined.

The application includes planning/ pre-implementation activities. These activities may include, but are not limited to:
•	Family and Community Engagement
•	Rigorous Review of External Providers
•	Instructional Programs
•	Staffing/School Leadership
•	Professional Development and Support
Preparation for Accountability Measures
	Interventions were not described and did not address the school’s plans to meet the state’s standards.
For Tier I or II schools, the interventions do not meet SIG final requirements. This section does not provide an overview of the main components of the Interventions being proposed.


	The district described the activities that will occur during the planning/pre-implementation period (August 2016 or Year 1) and how each activity will better enable the district to implement the SIG activities during the first year of full implementation.   (No Points)
	☐  Acceptable
☐  Unacceptable
☐  Not Applicable























PART C. 	LEA-LEVEL BUDGET


A LEA-level budget is needed only if the district is requesting funds for LEA-level support for the school(s) to assist in implementing one of the models as identified in question B.1. above.   LEA-level costs are allowable but cannot cause the entire application to exceed the established funding limitations ($50,000 to $2,000,000) per school and must clearly be LEA-level activities and necessary to assist the school(s) to implement one of the models.

C.1	Describe the proposed activities, including the planning/ pre-implementation activities, and how the activities will assist the school(s) to implement, fully and effectively, one of the intervention models within the time period of this grant.  See B.10 above for requirements, allowable uses, and evaluation of pre-implementation costs included in LEA-level budgets.

	Proficient
5-8 Points
	Basic
1-4 Points
	Incomplete
O Points

	Activities were outlined with specific detail. They were aligned in order to fully and effectively implement interventions.
	Activities were briefly outlined and provide enough support to fully and effectively implement interventions.

	Activities were not aligned and/or did not support the full and effective implementation of interventions.

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments






C.2.	Complete the LEA-level Budget (EXCEL Spreadsheet will contain all budget pages, for all three to five years, including a summary budget for the entire application. (See updated verbiage on LEA App.)

	Acceptable
No  Points
	Not Acceptable
No Points

	The district submitted a line-itemed budget.

The district submitted a budget that reflects amounts requested for each year of a three-year period. (Tier I and Tier II only).

Reflects sufficient size and scope to support full and effective implementation of selected model (Tier I and II) or School Improvement Grant (Tier III).
	The district did not submit a line-itemed budget.
	
Budgets amounts were omitted or not clearly indicated.


	The district submitted a line-item budget that reflects amounts requested for each of the Acceptable three to five-year period.  (No Points)
	☐  Acceptable  
☐  Unacceptable  
☐  Not Applicable  






Part D and Part E	ASSURANCES AND WAIVERS
	Assurances have been checked

	☐  Completed
☐  Not Completed

	Waivers have been checked that district will implement
	☐  Completed
☐  Not Completed
☐  Not Applicable




Section 2.          SCHOOL LEVEL INFORMATION

Part A.       Descriptive Information School Level

A.1. Analysis of Need 
Information gained from a thorough analysis of need is used to identify the most appropriate intervention model and activities for each requirement.  The analysis of need includes (a) Student Achievement and Leading Indicators; (b) Services/Programs Profile; (c) Staff Profile; (d) Curriculum/Instructional Practices Profile; (e) System Profile; and (f) a description of the stakeholders involved and the process used.  Schools are encouraged to use information on identified needs from other sources like data retreats, school improvement processes, school wide project plans, and Improvement Plans included in the NCLB Consolidated application, if available.  

Leading Indicators
This analysis must include information on the following student achievement and leading indicators for each school included in the application. Annual reporting is required of each district receiving an ESEA Section 1003(g) School Improvement Grant on both.  The data submitted in this application will be the baseline data for measuring progress in each of the three to five years of the grant. 
  
	Leading Indicators 
	[bookmark: Check1]|_| Completed
[bookmark: Check2]|_| Not Completed
[bookmark: Check3]|_| Not Applicable



(a) Student Achievement - List identified areas of need. Compare the identified areas of need to the                              intervention models and the required activities for each model.  How will the intervention model selected help the school to meet the needs identified from the Student Achievement and Leading Indicators Profile?

	
Proficient
5-8 Points
	Basic
1-4 Points
	Incomplete
O Points

	Areas of need have been clearly identified and these identified needs have been tied to the required activity for each model.  The school has identified how the intervention model chosen will clearly meet the identified student achievement gap.
	Areas of need have been identified and the identified needs have been tied to some of required activities for each model.  The school has identified how the intervention model chosen will help meet the identified student achievement gap.
	Areas of need have not been identified or tied to any of required activities for each model.  The school has not identified how the intervention model chosen will help meet the identified student achievement gap.

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments






(b) Programs/Services Profile – This profile identifies programs/services that support academic achievement for struggling students and might include summer school, tutoring programs, before and after school services; parent and family engagement; community partners, social workers, etc. List identified areas of need. Compare the identified areas of need to the intervention models and the required activities for each model.   How will the intervention model selected help the school to meet the needs identified from the Programs/Services profile?

	Proficient
5-8 Points
	Basic
1-4 Points
	Incomplete
O Points

	Programs/services that support academic achievement for struggling students have been clearly identified and these identified programs/services have been tied to the required activities for the chosen model. Three or more Identified areas of need have been listed.  The school has identified how the intervention model chosen will clearly meet the identified needs. 
	Programs/services that support academic achievement for struggling students have been identified and these identified programs/services have been tied to some of the required activities for the chosen model. One or two identified areas of need have been listed.  The school has identified how the intervention model chosen will meet the one identified need. 
	Programs/services that support academic achievement for struggling students have not been clearly identified and those identified programs/services have not been tied to any of the required activities for the chosen model. No identified areas of need have been listed.  The school has not identified how the intervention model chosen will meet any needs.

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments






(c) Staff Profile – An analysis of need might include a profile of teachers in the school (years of experience, education attained, etc.); professional development provided; teacher evaluation system; etc. List identified areas of need.  Compare the identified areas of need to the intervention models and the required activities for each model.  How will the intervention model selected help the school to meet the needs identified from the Staff Profile?
	
Proficient
5-8 Points
	Basic
1-4 Points
	Incomplete
O Points

	A profile of teachers was provided with years of experience, education attained, and professional development information.  This profile of teacher was then compared to the identified areas of need and matched with the required activities for the chosen model.  

The teacher profile and matching to the chosen model process drives the professional development plan for the school.
	A profile of teachers was provided with years of experience, education attained, and professional development information.  

This teacher profile was not directly tied to the implementation of the chosen model nor to the professional development plan.
	A list of teachers was provided but did not include years of experience, education attained, and professional development information.  

This list of teachers was not tied to the chosen model or the professional development plan.

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments






(d)	Curriculum/Instructional Practices Profile – An analysis of instructional practices might include alignment of curriculum to content standards; vertical alignment of instructional approaches; use of formative and summative assessment data to inform instruction; differentiated curriculum, etc.  List identified areas of need. Compare the identified areas of need to the intervention models and the required activities for each model.  How will the intervention model selected help the school to meet the needs identified in the Instructional Practices Profile?

	Proficient
5-8 Points
	Basic
1-4 Points
	Incomplete
O Points

	An analysis of instructional practices aligns curriculum to content standards; vertical alignment of instructional approaches; use of formative and summative assessment data to inform instruction.

Areas of need are listed and these areas of need are closely tied to the required activities of the chosen model.
	An analysis of instructional practices aligns curriculum to content standards; vertical alignment of instructional approaches; use of formative and summative assessment data to inform instruction.

Areas of need are not listed and therefore the areas of need are not tied to the required activities of the chosen model.
	There is no instructional practices profile and no analysis of curriculum.

Areas of need are not listed and therefore the areas of need are not tied to the required activities of the chosen model.

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments






(e) 	System Profile – Indicators of system support might include alignment of school improvement efforts and plans (NCA, Rule 10, Accountability Grants, School wide Plans, etc.); extending the length of instructional time, school day, etc.; governance flexibility at the school level; etc. List identified areas of need. Compare the identified areas of need to the intervention models and the required activities for each model.  How will the intervention model selected help the school to meet the needs identified in the System Profile?

	Proficient
5-8 Points
	Basic
1-4 Points
	Incomplete
O Points

	Two or more indicators of system support are in place such as:
· Alignment with school improvement efforts
· Extending learning time
· Governance flexibility
The identified needs are tied to the chosen model and its requirements.
	At least one indicator of system support is in place such as:
· Alignment with school improvement efforts
· Extending learning time
· Governance flexibility
The identified needs are somewhat tied to the chosen model and its requirements.
	No Indicators of system support are in place such as:
· Alignment with school improvement efforts
· Extending learning time
· Governance flexibility
The identified needs are not tied to the chosen model and its requirements.

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments






f)  Describe the process used, the participants involved, and the involvement of stakeholders in analyzing the needs of this school and selecting the intervention mode.

	Proficient
5-8 Points
	Basic
1-4 Points
	Incomplete
O Points

	The district consulted with numerous stakeholders regarding the application and implementation of the proposed interventions.

The application clearly outlined how stakeholders were informed of their role and responsibility for sustained improvement.
	The district consulted with some stakeholders regarding the application and implementation of the proposed interventions.

The application minimally outlined how stakeholders were informed of their role and responsibility for sustained improvement.
	The district did not consult with stakeholder groups regarding the application and implementation of the proposed interventions or shared responsibility for change.

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments







A.2.	Action Plans
When the analysis of need is completed, the school must select one of the six intervention models, based on the identified needs, and develop plans to implement the model, fully and effectively, within the three years of this grant.   It is critical to read and understand the requirements of each model before making this decision. 

Action Plan Analysis:
Required Action Plans include key steps (short-and long-term):

	Proficient
5-8 Points
	Basic
1-4 Points
	Incomplete
O Points

	All required action plans for the chosen model include key steps (both short and long term)
	Most of the required action plans for the chosen model include key steps (both short and long term)
	None of required action plans for the chosen model include key steps (either short or long term)

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments














Required Action Plans provide sufficient detail:

	Proficient
5-8 Points
	Basic
1-4 Points
	Incomplete
O Points

	All required action plans for the chosen model provide sufficient detail to put into operation
	Most of the required action plans for the chosen model provide sufficient detail to put into operation
	None of the required action plans for the chosen model provide sufficient detail to put into operation

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments






Required Action Plans describe how progress will be monitored and evaluated:

	Proficient
5-8 Points
	Basic
1-4 Points
	Incomplete
O Points

	All required action plans for the chosen model provide detail on how progress will be monitored and evaluated
	Most of the required action plans for the chosen model provide detail on how progress will be monitored and evaluated
	None of the required action plans for the chosen model provide detail on how progress will be monitored and evaluated

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments






	Start date and implementation date are included
	☐  Complete
☐  Not Complete

	Person(s) responsible for each activity are listed (by name or title)

	☐  Complete
☐  Not Complete

	When applicable, estimated costs are included with the action plans
	☐  Complete
☐  Not Complete

	Action Plans for Tier III included
	☐  Complete
☐  Not Complete 
☐  Not Applicable

	Staff positions to be paid with SIG funds are listed
	☐  Complete
☐  Not Complete

	[bookmark: _GoBack]3 to 5-year budget for appropriate model for each building included

	☐  Complete
☐  Not Complete

	Summary budget below for specific model selected
	☐  Complete
☐  Not Complete








A.3	Additional School Information Percent of Low Income students:

	High Poverty
2 Points
	Medium Poverty
1 Point
	Low Poverty
O Points

	Poverty rate above 70%
	Poverty rate from 40% to 70%
	Poverty rate below 40% 

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments






Total number of reading subgroups not making adequate yearly progress:

	High Need
2 Points
	Medium Need
1 Point
	Low Need
O Points

	Ten or more reading subgroups did not make adequate yearly progress
	Three to nine reading subgroups did not make adequate yearly progress
	Two or less reading subgroups did not make adequate yearly progress

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments









Total number of math subgroups not making adequate yearly progress:

	High Need
2 Points
	Medium Need
1 Point
	Low Need
O Points

	Ten or more math subgroups did not make adequate yearly progress
	Three to nine math subgroups did not make adequate yearly progress
	Two or less reading subgroups did not make adequate yearly progress

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments










Part B.       Budgets
Budget forms have been designed to assist Tier I, Tier II, and Tier III schools in budgeting for all intervention models, for each of the three to five years of funds availability.  Total amounts for each object code are calculated for each year and also transferred automatically to the Summary Budget and District Summary Budget form.   NOTE:  NDE would expect to see budgets decrease each year, excluding the optional planning year.  Keep this in mind when planning for sustainability after the grant period come to an end.

	Proficient
5-8 Points
	Basic
1-4 Points
	Incomplete
O Points

	The budget clearly reflected the proposed interventions and activities as supported through the needs assessment.

The budget demonstrated a commitment to utilizing federal dollars to support student achievement.

The budget clearly focuses on the intervention (Tiers I and II) or School Improvement Objectives (Tier III).

All planning/pre-implementation activities are described.
	The budget reflects most of the proposed interventions and activities.
	
The budget demonstrated a commitment to utilizing federal dollars to support student achievement.

The budget focuses on the selected intervention (Tiers I and II) or School Improvement Objectives (Tier III).

All planning/ pre-implementation activities are defined and described. These activities are good; however, are not necessary in order for the LEA to prepare for full implementation of the school intervention model.
	The budget does not reflect the proposed interventions and activities.
	
The budget demonstrated a commitment to utilizing federal dollars to support student achievement.

The budget focuses on the intervention (Tiers I and II) or School Improvement Grant (Tier III).

All planning/pre-implementation activities are defined and described. These activities are good; however, are not necessary in order for the LEA to prepare for full implementation of the school

	Points Awarded (Possible 8)

	Comments
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