OMB Passback for 1810-0648

1) What feedback did you received regarding the application and guidance over the previous months of implementation?  How have you responded to that feedback?

2) A1 indicates that Section 1203 of the No Child Left Behind Act is attached.  However, I didn’t see the attachment.  Please provide a copy.

3) Are respondents permitted to submit applications electronically in lieu of the printed original and two mailed copies?  Or do all respondents have to submit a paper version?  How did you estimate that 100% of responses would be collected electronically on Form 83-I?

4) Provide a copy and identify the date and page number of publication of notice in the Federal Register.  Summarize public comments received in response to the notice and describe actions taken in response to these comments.

5) Is there a way to reduce the 58-hour burden?

6) Typo in “Components of Effective Reading Programs” (top of page 5 of application) – Revise “systematibc instruction” to read “systematic instruction.”

7) Define “valid” and “reliable” somewhere in application or guidance.

8) 1b of Instructions: What do you mean by “rationale for using scientifically based reading research”?  “Rationale” should be defined more clearly.

9) Page 2 of Subgrant Identification Report: Sentence with asterisk has a typo.  Take out “data is not” so sentence reads: “If K-3 reading achievement data are not available, provide….”

10) “Geographic diversity” should be defined in the application as well as the guidance.

11) Are there likely to be schools identified for improvement for low math scores rather than low reading scores?

12) Have you submitted progress report forms to OMB for approval?

13) What does it mean to select and implement scientifically based instructional material?  Can you include examples of such material?

14) Criteria for Review of State Applications:

· I don’t know that the rubric adds much to the directions already provided.  Would adding more detailed criteria or examples provide more guidance?  Would defining “does not meet standard” with examples as opposed to simply inadequately addressing the “meets standards” criteria be helpful?

· In several places, the criteria for “exemplary” seems like it should be in “meets standard.”  See “exemplary” for D.iii.2b, D.iv.2, D.vi.2c, D.viii.3, D.ix.2, D.xi.2, E.2, E.5, Why are these criteria only in “exemplary”?  Shouldn’t all proposals demonstrate that LEAs will report reading achievement data using “valid and reliable measures” (viii.3)?

· Typos throughout rubric – Will send following revisions.

15) Guidance:

· B-2: Section on “what is scientifically based research” should be expanded.  Will audiences without research/statistics backgrounds understand the language?

· B-3: Add “above” to fourth line of instructions for clarity.  “…the extent to which the research meets each of the above criteria.”

· B-3(2): Does audience understand difference between outcome, input, and output measures?  Guidance could be helpful.

· B-4: Can you put link to Preventing Reading Difficulties in Young Children on website for easy access?

· D-7: How will you reallocate funds not collected by states?  What criteria will you use on which to base reallocation decisions?

· D-8: Do you mean “follow-up rounds” or “follow-on rounds” in fourth line?

· D-10: How will you consider different assessments and outcome measures when determining who gets Reading First Targeted Assistance Grants?

· F-2(1): Provide more guidance on “valid and reliable” screening, diagnostic, and classroom-based instructional reading assessment instruments.

· F-3: Should you explain to what section 1124(c) refers?

· G-1: Should give guidance on what makes a “valid and reliable instrument.”  Why isn’t evaluation required as a supplement?

· G-4(4): Is “at-risk” defined?

· H-5: I understand the purpose; however, description is unclear.

· H-11(5): Should give guidance on what good evaluation strategies are.

· H-20: Should the guidance be more explicit?  What is “equitable”?

· A Table of Contents with page numbers would be helpful for guidance section.

· I-7: Add to last line: “The LEA must receive written approval from the State educational agency for these costs.”
· I-9: Add “Act” to “Elementary and Secondary Education Act” in line 5.  “However” seems like the wrong word.
· I-12: Not clear exactly when an obligation occurs.
· K-2: How will ED “monitor closely and hold States accountable for their implementation”?  Is this only via progress reports or some other mechanism?
· Appendix A: Box on lower right corner should read: “Jurisdiction over” and then have three bullets underneath with the three possibilities below.

· Appendix B (7bi): Should phrase read “identifying a child’s specific areas of strengths and weaknesses so that the child can learn to read…” instead of “has learned to read”?

