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INTRODUCTION

The No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (NCLB), which reauthorized the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (ESEA), places increasing emphasis on improving the knowledge and skills of teachers and making sure that all teachers are highly qualified to teach in the classroom. One initiative that supports these goals is the Mathematics and Science Partnership Program (MSP), authorized in NCLB under Title II, Part B. 

The MSP program is designed to improve the academic achievement of students in mathematics and science by providing teachers with enhanced and ongoing professional development opportunities that improve their subject matter knowledge and promote research-based teaching methods. The program also allows funds to be spent on recruiting mathematics, engineering and science teachers into the field; developing or redesigning rigorous mathematics and science curriculum; and other activities designed to improve teachers’ exposure to quality mathematics and science training, and their uses of such training in the classroom.

For fiscal year 2003 (and all other fiscal years in which the program is funded at more than $100 million), funds are distributed from the U.S. Department of Education to state educational agencies (SEAs) according to a formula based on states’ percentage of school-aged children from families with incomes below the poverty line. SEAs distribute funds on a competitive basis to partnerships, which must consist of, at a minimum, an engineering, mathematics or science department at an IHE; and a high-need LEA. Partnerships may also include other engineering, mathematics, science or teacher training departments at an IHE; an additional LEA; a charter school, public or private school; business; or a nonprofit or for-profit organization. 

The SEAs received their FY03 MSP funds from the U.S. Department of Education (ED) in July 2003. It is likely that they will hold their grant competitions in fall through winter of 2003 and award their funds to partnerships at that time. It is also likely that most partnerships will begin their first year of project activities in the summer of 2004.  A second round of grants will be awarded out of FY’04 funds that are available July, 2004.

A.
JUSTIFICATION

1.
Circumstances Making the Collection of Information Necessary

Title II, Part B of NCLB, The Mathematics and Science Partnerships program (MSP), is a formula grants programs to the states designed to support professional development programs in math and science for teachers, P-12. State education agencies are required to conduct a competition to award grants to partnerships between departments of mathematics, science and/or engineering within institutions of higher education, and high need school districts. Other organizations may also be a part of the project. 

Each funded MSP is required to develop an evaluation and accountability plan that includes objectives that measure the impact of funded activities. Plans must include measurable objectives to increase teacher content knowledge and student achievement. Other measurable objectives may include increasing the number of mathematics and science teachers who participate in content-based professional development and to increase student participation in advanced mathematics and science courses. Partnerships must report annually to ED on the progress they are making in reaching their stated objectives. 

This data collection is designed to help the MSPs meet their reporting requirements.  By structuring the reporting so that all MSPs are required to provide standardized data, the program office will be better able to examine outcomes across funded partnerships.

2. Purposes and Uses of the Data  

This information will be collected annually from approximately 300 MSPs in the first year of data collection.  If an MSP is funded for multiple years (up to three), they will provide data for each year they receive funding.   The Department will use the information to improve program administration, improve professional development practices throughout the country, and report to Congress through GPRA requirements. 

3.
Use of Technology to Reduce Burden

We will use a variety of advanced information technologies to maximize the efficiency and completeness of the information gathered for this evaluation and to minimize the burden the data collection places on the MSPs.  First, we will use an Internet-based data collection system to collect all data elements.  This system will allow the MSPs to complete the forms at a time that is convenient to them.  It will also help project staff track the data submissions as the MSPs fill in the forms.  Second, we will pre-populate the Internet-based forms with any available information from the winning partnership proposals.  For example, all of the contact information is available from this source.  When the users log onto the system, they will be allowed to update this information but will not need to provide it as part of their submission.  

4.
Efforts to Identify Duplication

The information requested for the MSP data collection is not currently collected and is not available in any other form.  

5.
Methods to Minimize Burden on Small Entities

Small entities are not affected by this program.  The lead agency for each MSP is generally a local school system.  

6.
Consequences of Not Collecting the Data

This data collection is designed with a twofold purpose.  First, in providing this information, the MSPs satisfy most of the reporting requirements they accepted as part of their other project requirements.  Second, this data collection standardizes the required reporting across all MSPs.  This will greatly enhance the quality and comparability of the resulting data.  

7.
Special Circumstances

None of the special circumstances listed apply to this data collection.

8.
Federal Register Comments and Persons Consulted Outside the Agency

A 60-day notice was published in the Federal Register on July 14, 2004, with an end date of Sept. 14, 2004.  No comments have been received.

We have worked closely with state coordinators for the Math-Science Partnerships program to develop a data collection instrument that meets the needs of the Department but that does not put undue burden on the MSPs.  To this end, we convened a meeting with 8 state coordinators of the Math-Science Partnerships program in October 2003.  The purpose of this meeting was to go over proposed data collection instrument and get feedback from the state coordinators.  It was based on the discussions in this meeting that we made substantial revisions to the proposed data collection instrument.  

In early 2004, we circulated the revised document among additional state coordinators as well as some researchers to determine if (1) MSPs would be able to provide the data we were requesting and (2) the resulting data would meet the needs of researchers.

We plan to pilot test the data collection instrument with several MSPs in the summer of 2004.  Based on this pilot test we will revise the burden estimates.  

9.
Payments or Gifts

No payment or gifts to respondents will be made.

10.
Assurances of Confidentiality

There is no assurance of confidentiality.

11.
Justification of Sensitive Questions

There are no questions of a sensitive nature.

12.
Estimates of Hour Burden

Annually, all funded MSPs will be asked to complete the data collection instrument.  We estimate that the form will take an average of 19 hours to complete.  The cost to respondents is estimated to be $30 per hour for a total cost to respondents of approximately $199,500 for each year of data collection.  For the purpose of this discussion, we have assumed that approximately 350 partnerships will be awarded; therefore there is a total of 6,650 burden hours for this collection.  (This hourly rate was estimated by Westat, based on previous experience with similar data collections.)  

13.
Estimate of Cost Burden to Respondents

There are no additional respondent costs associated with this data collection other than the hour burden estimated in item A12.

14.
Estimate of Annual Cost to the Federal Government

The annualized cost to the federal government is estimated to be $275,000.  (This figure is estimated, as the funds are not currently in place to perform/administer the data collection portion of this task).
15.
Program Changes or Adjustments

This request is for a new data collection and has a program change of 6,650 hours.

16.
Plans for Tabulation and Publication of Results

There are no plans to formally publish the results of this data collection.  Rather, the data obtained through this data collection will be used by the program office to monitor the funded MSPs and inform the Department’s GPRA indicators.

17.
Approval to Not Display OMB Expiration Date

All data collection instruments will include the OMB expiration date.

18.
Explanation of Exceptions

No exceptions are requested.

B.
COLLECTION OF INFORMATION EMPLOYING STATISTICAL METHODS

This data collection applies to the universe of MSPs and therefore does not employ any statistical methods.

Appendix A

Proposed Data Collection Instrument
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