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Supporting Statement for Paperwork Reduction Act Submission

State Improvement Grant Program Application Package

A. JUSTIFICATION 

1. Circumstances necessitating information collection. 

In June 1998, OMB provided a 3-year clearance for the information collection for the State Improvement Grant Program.  This is to request reinstatement, without change, of a previously approved 3-year clearance for information collection, for which approval has expired. 

This information collection is necessary to make awards authorized by the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, Part D, Subpart 1 --State Program Improvement Grants. Eligible grantees are State Departments of Education. This program was newly authorized by the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act Amendments of 1997 (P.L. 105-17). The purpose of this program is to assist State educational agencies, and their partners in reforming and improving their systems for providing educational, early intervention, and transitional services, including their systems for professional development, technical assistance, and dissemination of knowledge about best practices, to improve results for children with disabilities. Appropriations for these awards under this program became available for obligation on July 1, 2001.  This application package is intended to be made available to potential applicants as soon as possible, and we expect that applications will be submitted in April.  The selection criteria that will be used for this competition are drawn from the Education Department General Administrative Regulations Sec. 75.210. Copies of the statute, the draft notice inviting applications, and the draft application package are attached. 

2. Use of the information to be gathered. 

The selection criteria will guide applicants in providing information in their applications. The information will be the basis for determining eligibility, ranking eligible applicants, and determining issues that need to be negotiated prior to award. 

3. Use of improved information technology. 

The notice inviting applications will be available in text or portable document format (pdf) on the World Wide Web and on an electronic bulletin board of the Department. The Department has developed procedures to accept discretionary grant applications electronically, however, we will not use the procedures for these grant applications. 

4. Efforts to identify duplication. 

Nothing in the application package duplicates other information requests or requirements. All information requirements are drawn from the EDGAR selection criteria or directly from the statute. The requested information is not available from other sources.  It can only be provided by applicants. 

5. Small businesses. 

The information requested does not involve the collection of information from small businesses. 

6. Consequences of less frequent collection. 

The form is necessary to make new awards under this program. It is projected that new awards will be made annually for the next two or three fiscal years, depending on appropriations of Congress. Less frequent collection would not be feasible if new awards are to be made. 

7. Special Circumstances. 

There are no special circumstances that would cause an information collection to be conducted in a manner requiring respondents to report information to the agency more often than quarterly; requiring respondents to prepare a written response to a collection of information in fewer than 30 days after receipt of it; requiring respondents to retain records other than health, medical, government contract, grant-in-aid, or tax records for more than three years; in connection with a statistical survey; that is not designed to produce valid and reliable results that can be generalized to the universe of study; requiring the use of a statistical data classification that has not been reviewed and approved by OMB; that includes a pledge of confidentiality that is not supported by authority established in statute or regulation; that is not supported by disclosure and data security policies that are consistent with the pledge, or which unnecessarily impedes sharing of data with other agencies for compatible confidential use; or requiring respondents to submit proprietary trade secrets, or other confidential information unless the agency can demonstrate that it has instituted procedures to protect the information's confidentiality to the extent permitted by law. 

8. Consultation outside the agency. . 

The proposed selection criteria are drawn from the EDGAR selection criteria at 34 CFR 75.210. The EDGAR selection criteria were published as proposed regulations, and comments were received on them. There was no outside consultation sought on the other portions of the application package, since they are standard sections for many Department of Education application packages and are largely administrative in nature. 

9. Payments or gifts. 

No payments or gifts will be provided to respondents other than normal remuneration to grantees. 

10. Assurance of confidentiality. 

No assurance of confidentiality is provided to respondents. Only public entities --State educational agencies –are eligible to apply under this program. After awards are made, information on projects conducted by grantees will be available to all interested parties. 

11. Questions of a sensitive nature. 

There are no questions or requirements of a sensitive nature contained in the application form. 12. 

12.  Estimate of hour burden to for collection of information 

1. Number of respondents -- 30 per year 

2.  Frequency of response -- Once 

3. Annual hour burden  -- Average 90 hours per respondent; range from 50 to 130 hours 

4.   Basis for estimate -- Estimates provided by agency staff who have previous work experience in State education agencies, the only eligible applicants under this program. Staff project that the requirements for significant planning and extensive interagency coordination in advance of the application would require up to three times the amount required for other discretionary grant programs, which average about 25 hours per application. 

5.   Annualized cost to respondents -- Average 90 hours x $40 per hour = $3,600 per respondent. 

(Assume average salary plus overhead and fringe benefits of $80,000) 

Total for all respondents: 30 x $3,600 = $108,000 

13. Annual cost burden to respondents or record keepers (not including the cost of any hour burden shown in Items 12 an 14.) 

(a) total capital and start-up costs: none 

(b) total operation and maintenance and purchase of services component: none 

14. Annualized cost to the Federal government. 

Federal staff costs: $45,000; Includes salaries and compensation costs for 0.5 FTE at average grade of GS 12 

Peer review costs: 15,000; Includes cost of 5 reviewers at $3,000 each 

Supplies: 2,000 

TOT AL $62,000 

17. If seeking approval to not display the expiration date for OMB approval of the information collection, explain the reasons that display would be inappropriate. . 

We will display the expiration date. 

18. Explain each exception to the certification statement identified in Item 20, "Certification for Paperwork Reduction Act Submissions," of OMB Form 83-1. 

No exceptions are requested. 






