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ÅSPP/APR 
ÅRecovery Act
ÅUpdates



Á Issued on June 1, 2009
ÁLetter, with Determination, and Response Table
Á,ÏÏËÅÄ ÁÔ ÔÈÅ 3ÔÁÔÅȭÓ !02 ÁÓ Á ×ÈÏÌÅ

ÁValid and reliable data

ÁCompliance, including timely correction and 
progress

ÁConsidered other information ɀspecial conditions, 
audit findings, verification information



Part B Part C

2009 2008 2009 2008

Meets Requirements 30 14 26 22

Needs Assistance 24 35 25 29

(NA2) 17 25 19 17

Needs Intervention 6 11 5 5

(NI3) 3 1
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ÁRecipient Reporting
ÁGAO
ÁIG
ÁTA



ÁFirst reporting period data are live on Recovery.gov
Á100% of Part B 619 and Part C prime recipients reported 

on-time with all fields completed
ÁNoteworthy Results ɀ
ÁίΦϻ ÏÆ 0ÁÒÔ " άΧί ÐÒÏÇÒÁÍÓ ÈÁÖÅ ÓÔÁÒÔÅÄ ȰÓÐÅÎÄÉÎÇȱ )$%! 

ARRA funds

ÁάΩϻ ÏÆ 0ÁÒÔ # ÐÒÏÇÒÁÍÓ ÈÁÖÅ ÓÔÁÒÔÅÄ ȰÓÐÅÎÄÉÎÇȱ )$%! 
ARRA funds

ÁApproximately 1,140 jobs were saved or created with Part 
B 619 funds

ÁApproximately 670 jobs were saved or created with                
Part C funds
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http://www.recovery.gov/


ÁWhat We Learned -
ÁMost Part B 619 Coordinators and State Part C 

Coordinators were not directly responsible for 
reporting

ÁAccurate data entry is vital
Á7ÈÁÔȭÓ .ÅØÔȩ
ÁSecond reporting period begins on January 1, 2010

ÁEnsure that those responsible for reporting have 
access to the Reporting Tip Sheets

ÁVerify, verify, and then verify data accuracy prior to 
submitting to FederalReporting.gov

8

http://www.ed.gov/policy/gen/leg/recovery/section-1512.html
http://www.federalreporting.gov/


ÁPart B 619and Part Cuse of funds guidance issued 
in September 2009

ÁFunds must be used consistently with respective IDEA 
requirements

ÁFunds should be used in ways that will lead to improved 
outcomes for preschoolers with disabilities and infants 
and toddlers with disabilities and their families

ÁUse of Funds documents provide guidance regarding 
spending IDEA Recovery Act funds and provide 
examples of potential expenditures
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http://www.ed.gov/policy/gen/leg/recovery/guidance/idea-b-reform.pdf
http://www.ed.gov/policy/gen/leg/recovery/guidance/idea-c-reform.pdf
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1. Arizona

2. California

3. Colorado

4. Florida

5. Georgia

6. Illinois

7. Iowa

8. Massachusetts

9. Michigan

10. Mississippi

11. New Jersey

12. New York

13. North Carolina

14. Ohio

15. Pennsylvania

16. Texas

17. Washington, D.C.



Education work focused on three programs in the Recovery Act
Á IDEA ($6 Billion)
Á Title I ($4.9 Billion)
Á State Fiscal Stabilization Fund ($34 Billion)

Conducted work at the Department of Education, 16 States and the 
District of Columbia, LEAs, and public institutions of higher 
education

Department of Education
Á Reviewed relevant laws, guidance, and communications to the states from the Department of 

Education;
Á Interviewed Education officials and other education experts; and
Á Analyzed funding levels, state SFSF applications, and SFSF baseline data.

State and Local Reviews
Á In each of our selected states, GAO team members visited State Education Agencies and at 

least 2 school districts.
Á To review the State Fiscal Stabilization Fund, GAO team members also visited Institutions of 

Higher Education in eight states.
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Á Many districts plan to emphasize professional development 
activities.  School districts felt that investing in professional 
development for teachers could yield long-term benefits for 
ÓÃÈÏÏÌ ÄÉÓÔÒÉÃÔÓ ×ÈÉÌÅ ÁÖÏÉÄÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ȰÆÕÎÄÉÎÇ ÃÌÉÆÆȢȱ 

Á School districts largely did not foresee any issues in using the 
funds quickly, but some districts were wary of offering new 
or additional services to students with disabilities that might 
be hard to maintain after the Recovery Act funding expires.

Á Some districts plan to take advantage of flexibility in the law 
that allows them to reduce local expenditure on IDEA 
services by up to 50 percent of the increase in their federal 
allocation. 
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First Round of States Reviewed:

ÁCalifornia $8.5B

ÁIllinois $3.1B

ÁTennessee  $1.4B

ÁTexas $6B

ÁPuerto Rico $1.2B

ÁIndiana $1.5B

ÁPennsylvania $2.8B

ÁNew York $4.8B
13
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ÇSub-recipient Monitoring 

VMonitoring by SEAs typically does not to include 
fiscal monitoring.

ÇCash Management

VSEAs are disbursing ARRA funds to LEAs without 
adequate information on whether LEAs are ready to 
spend the funds.

VSEAs either did not have a process in place for LEAs 
to remit interest earnings or had not instructed 
LEAs to remit interest promptly and at least 
quarterly. 



ÁFailure to maintain documentation
ÁUse of funds for unallowable purposes
ÁCharging obligations to the wrong 

grant/contract
ÁNo written policies and procedures
ÁLack of controls over computer systems and 

computer equipment
ÁInadequate financial management systems
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ÅApplications for funds
ÅH1N1 Guidance
ÅRRC Program



ÁPackages issued Oct 26, 2009
ÁElectronic copies available at   

http://www.ed.gov/fund/grant/apply/osep/2010ap
ps.html

ÁNo ED FFY 2010 appropriations, so no State 
allocations
Á$ÏÎȭÔ ÆÏÒÇÅÔ άΦ ÄÁÙÓ ÏÆ ÐÕÂÌÉÃ ÃÏÍÍÅÎÔÓȟ 

accept comments for 30 of the 60 days
ÁDue May 10, 2010

Á Do you have any 2007 funds remaining?
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ÁQ and A related to children with disabilities 
during an H1N1 outbreak posted Dec 7, 2009

ÁSelective dismissal, use of funds, school/Part 
C office closures, service provision in home 

Áhttp://www.ed.gov/admins/lead/safety/emer
gencyplan/pandemic/index.html
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ÁDisproportionality

ÁEarly Childhood Transition

ÁARRA

ÁGeneral Supervision

ÁSecondary Transition

ÁSystems and Improvement Planning

Early Childhood

ÁTimely Services of IFSPs

ÁEarly Childhood Outcomes



ñIn a world where countries that out-educate 

us today will out-compete us tomorrow, the 

future belongs to the nation that best educates 

its people.ò  

--President Barack Obama



OSEP TA 



ÅFAQ
ÅGuidance
ÅOutreach
ÅLEAs

ÅPrincipals

ÅSpecial Education Directors

ÅState Directors

ÅTeacher Organizations

ÅProfessional Organizations





Examples of  How Funds Could Be Used
ÅProfessional Development: Fidelity; Sustainable

ÅCoordinated Funding: 56% SWD spend 80% or more of 
their day in general education
ÅInduction/Mentoring

ÅUDL

ÅRTI

ÅPBIS

ÅAdolescent Literacy

ÅMath

ÅProgress Monitoring

ÅEarly Childhood Social Emotional Development



Use of Funds Guidance

ÅConsistent with ARRA reform goals
ÅIncrease teacher effectiveness

ÅAdopting rigorous college & career ready standards & high 
quality assessments

ÅEstablishing data systems & using data for improvement

ÅTurning around lowest performing schools

ÅBroader context of school reform:  57% SWD Ą80% 
general education

ÅInitiatives that are evidence-based & data driven

ÅFunding cliff: Sustaining reform



ÅDesign Considerations for effective P.D.
ÅDelivered consistent with staff development 

standards such as those of the National Staff 
Development Council

ÅBased upon research and evidence

ÅFocused on classroom practices that will drive student 
achievement

ÅProvided in enough depth to positively affect teacher 
performance

ÅInclusive of follow-up activities to ensure the practice 
is implemented consistent with the training













Design Considerations for effective P.D.
Å&ÉÄÅÌÉÔÙȡ  #ÏÒÒÅÃÔ ȰÁÍÏÕÎÔ ÏÆ ÔÒÅÁÔÍÅÎÔȱ
ǐGroup sizes 

ǐAges or grades of students

ǐCharacteristics of students

ǐLength of sessions

ǐFrequency of sessions

ǐLocation of sessions

ǐQualifications or training of the instructor



Design Considerations for effective P.D.
ÅSustainability

ÅTheory

ÅDiscussion

ÅDemonstration

ÅPractice

ÅFeedback

ÅCoaching 



TRAINING

COMPONENTS

Knowledge
Skill

Demonstration

Use in the 

Classroom

Theory and 

Discussion
10% 5% 0%

..+Demonstration 

in Training

30%
20%

0%

é+ Practice & 

Feedback in 

Training

60% 60% 5%

é+ Coaching in 

Classroom

95% 95% 95%

Joyce and Showers, 2002



Examples: Coordinated Funds
Å RTI

Å Schoolwide behavior interventions

Å Adolescent Literacy

Å Math

Å Progress Monitoring

Å Early Childhood Social Emotional Development

Å Technology in instruction

Å Induction/Mentoring

Å UDL



Examples: IDEA  Specific

Å Secondary Transition

Å Early Childhood Data Systems

Å Web-Based IEP

Å Assistive Technology



ARRA IDEA Supplements:  $800,000

Center Activity

IDEA Partnership Creating a free on-line professional development training module repository/library 

Support functioning State RTI teams

North Central Regional 

Resource Center

Technical assistance relative to the appropriate use of ARRA IDEA funds

Center for Positive 

Behavior Interventions 

and Supports

Additional staff to address increased demand from LEAs to implement positive behavior 

support initiatives

Center on State 

Implementation and 

Scaling-up of Evidence-

based Practices

Produce a document on sustainability to support LEAs to avoid the ñfunding cliffò

National Center for 

Educational Outcomes

Additional staff to address increased demand from LEAs to utilize high-quality 

assessments and alternate assessments that are valid and reliable for students with 

disabilities

Technical Assistance 

Center on Social 

Emotional Intervention 

for Young Children

Additional staff to address increased demand from LEAs and Part C Lead Agencies for 

support to improve early learning, early childhood social development, promote social-

emotional competence and address challenging behavior

IRIS Center for Faculty 

Enhancement

Produce a web-based free module on fidelity of implementation including a  decision 

making framework for purchasing research-based products













http://www.ed.gov/


ÁPersonnel Development

ÁState Improvement/Personnel Development

ÁTechnical Assistance and Dissemination Centers

ÁTechnology and Media Projects

ÁParent Training and Information



ÁAddress the need for highly qualified personnel 
to work with infants, toddlers, or children with 
disabilities

ÁGrants to train early intervention and EC special 
education personnel
ǐ55 awards

ǐ12 awards in 2009 ($200K for 4 years)

ÁGrants to improve paraprofessional programs



ÁNational Professional Development Center on Inclusion (NPDCI) 
www.fpg.unc.edu/~npdci/

ÁCONNECT: Center to Mobilize Early Childhood Knowledge 
www.fpg.unc.edu/~connect/

ÁProfessional Development Center:  Children with Autism Spectrum 
Disorders  www.fpg.unc.edu/~autismPDC/

ÁNational Center to Improve the Recruitment and Retention of Qualified 
Personnel for Children with Disabilities 
http://www.personnelcenter.org/

http://www.fpg.unc.edu/~npdci/
http://www.fpg.unc.edu/~connect/
http://www.fpg.unc.edu/~autismPDC/
http://www.personnelcenter.org/


ÁSupport activities to improve services 
provided under IDEA to improve results for 
children with disabilities

ÁNational Early Childhood Technical Assistance Center 
(NECTAC)                         www.nectac.org


