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[bookmark: _Toc133652879]Introduction
This attachment contains specific topics for which ED would like to obtain input from data submitters and stakeholders.  Please note that in addition to these specific questions, public comments are encouraged on all parts of the EDFacts clearance package, and particularly the changes proposed in Attachment C.  ED is interested in knowing the extent to which all proposed new data groups in Attachment C are currently available from existing data systems within the SEA.  

When providing responses to the directed questions in this Attachment, please include the question number. References in this document to “FS” followed by three digits indicates the number of an EDFacts file specification. “DG” followed by two or three digits is the identification number of an EDFacts data group.

[bookmark: _Toc104007340]Directed Questions


CHARTER SCHOOL AUTHORIZERS 


1. [bookmark: _GoBack]ED has added the collection of directory information on charter school authorizers.  Identification numbers will be needed to faciliate the collection of this directory information.  Do states currently assign unique identifiers for charter authorizers that could be submitted for use in the Charter Authorizer Roster, or would SEAs prefer that ED create a unique ID system for charter authorizers? 


GENERAL EDUCATION PROVISIONS ACT

State educational agencies are required to submit data about subgrants and subcontracts for federally funded program areas on two different federal collections each year. The General Education Provisions Act (GEPA), Section 424, has required States to provide a list of grantees and contractors who receive federal funds from the State education agency for many years. Since 2006 this data, which pertains to a reporting requirement that is specific to ED and does not apply to other federal agencies, has been collected via the EDFacts. The GEPA collection is undertaken after the period for allowable expenditures has elapsed.   Traditionally this is 27 months after the initial grant award from ED.  The Federal Funding Accountability and Transparency Act (FFATA) was passed in 2006 to increase transparency of all federal spending and accountability with the goal of reducing wasteful government spending. As a part of the Transparency Act implementation, a new reporting system (the FFATA Subaward Reporting System, or FSRS) was established for use by all federal agencies that require all prime grantees and contractors to report all first-tier sub awards within 30 days of award, beginning with FY 2011. 

In light of the high degree of alignment between the content of these two collections and the expected high degree of correlation between submitted data, ED is investigating the possibility of retiring DG547, Federal Programs Funding Allocation Table (see Attachment B3 for details on this data group), and instead rely on the more timely data collected by FSRS and published on USASpending.gov to meet the Department’s Congressional reporting requirements under Section 424 of the General Education Provision Act.

Aside from the timelines upon which data are collected, one key difference between the data collected through EDFacts and the data submitted to FSRS involves the reporting of awards that are less than $25,000. States are required to report all disbursements for GEPA, regardless of dollar values.  They are not required to report awards less than $25,000 to a sub recipient for FFATA, although they are encouraged to do so. However, it should be noted that if a particular subrecipient receives multiple awards from the state that total $25,000, then the SEA is required to report that sub recipient for FFATA.  It is possible, therefore, that an FFATA report in a given month may not include the same number of subrecipients as a GEPA report for the same year. FFATA reports from later in a given year will likely be closer to the GEPA report because of this requirement to report cumulative award amounts. 
Answers from SEAs to the following questions would be helpful in determining whether ED  would continue to have access to the data required by GEPA if the EDFacts collection were to be discontinued, and FSRS data were used to meet ED’s reporting requirements under GEPA.

2. Does your SEA currently report awards of less than $25,000 through the FSRS?  If not, would there be any barriers to reporting these awards through FSRS if FSRS became the sole collection vehicle for data required under GEPA? 

3. Are you aware of other differences in how your SEA reports subgrant data to FSRS vs. EDFacts that would impact the quality and completeness of the data available to ED to meet its statutory obligations under GEPA?

4. Do you anticipate any negative impact on your SEA’s collection and use of these subaward data if ED were to eliminate the EDFacts reporting requirement and fulfill its GEPA Section 424 obligations through data reported to FSRS? 

5. Would you be supportive of ED eliminating the EDFacts reporting requirement (FS035, DG547)  in lieu of relying on the FSRS data to fulfill its GEPA Section 424 requirements?  If so, please describe the extent to which this change would result in a burden reduction for your SEA. 



IDEA 618 COLLECTIONS

6. ED is considering creating a separate file specification for reporting children with disabilities (IDEA) at the school level.  Currently states report their data in file specification 002 at all three educational levels (i.e., SEA, LEA, and School). School level data are used in the Civil Rights Data Collection (CRDC); SEA and LEA level data are used by the Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP).  Would it be more or less burdensome for states if ED split off the School level into a separate file?

7. ED is considering the deletion of the reported subtotals and instead auto-calculating the subtotals.  As an example in FS002, ED is proposing to delete all of the seven subtotals currently required for submission by the states.  Do states believe that the quality of their IDEA 618 data submissions at the SEA and LEA levels will remain the same if the subtotals are auto-calculated instead of reported?

8. ED is considering adding two new data elements to the Maintenance of Effort/Continuing Early Intervening Services.  What benefits will be realized by having this information publicly available?  How will States and the public use the information reported through these new data elements on significant disproportionality and CEIS?  What challenges do States anticipate in submitting these data through EMAPS?

VIRTUAL SCHOOLS

9. Is “virtual school” the correct term to be using if the intent is to create a flag for schools that deliver only online education? 
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