                                                     Public comments for

                                      Biennial Evaluation Report Form

  State Formula GRANTS, Title III, Part A, Section 3123(a) of NCLB

Under the No Child Left Behind Act, the Office of English Language Acquisition (OELA) of the US Department of Education shall report the progress of students receiving services under Title III. To meet this reporting requirement, OELA developed the Biennial Evaluation Report Form for state education agencies to complete. 

The public comments period for the Biennial Evaluation Report for State Formula Grants ended May 14, 2004. Seven comments had been received, five of which were bona fide.  OELA reviewed these comments, which ranged from a one-sentence request for more definitions to lengthy and detailed remarks. OELA has responded to them in revisions to the Biennial Evaluation Report form. In general, the comments fell into one of four areas described below:  

1.
Requests for clarification.


There were several requests that items be rewritten or expanded to in order to clarify their meaning.  For instance, “the questions should have more clarity-easily understood-with enough detail that the person completing the report can know exactly what is being requested.”  These comments all resulted in modifications to items.  In some cases, the item was totally rewritten; in others the item was expanded in order to add definitions and explanations.

2.
Questioning the level of detail requested.


Some individuals commented that responding to some items would place undue burden on the state.  For instance, “a meaningful response to this question would require more research than is feasible.”  To the extent possible, these items were simplified or examples of possible responses were provided, this should reduce the burden on respondents.

3.
Suggesting that the request goes past the mandate of the law.


There were some comments to the effect that information requested on the forms was outside the information the law says should be reported.  For instance, “I could be wrong, but §3121(a)(4) does not seem to require reporting “re-classified students.”  The pertinent sections of the law were reviewed carefully.  In some instances, the individual was correct and the item was dropped; in other cases, the item was reworded to more closely reflect the information requested by the law.

4.
Formatting issues


A few respondents asked that formatting on tables be changed, numbering systems in the report be modified, and so on.  For instance, “What you are asking in 7.4. Requires a different table from that of Table 7. … Given this, I am suggesting a table format below.”  In most cases, these suggestions were followed.

While OELA could not make changes to meet each and every comment made, each comment was reviewed for its relevance, meaningfulness, and impact on the data to be collected.  To the extent possible, OELA has modified the reporting forms to meet the concerns of those who commented.
