
Title I, Part A Monitoring Spreadsheet for FY 2009
This Excel spreadsheet is intended to provide an easy-to-read summary of Title I, Part A reports from state monitoring visits conducted by U.S. Department of Education (ED) staff in FY 2009 (school year cycle 2008-09). The reports themselves are available on this same Web page. 

Thirty days after each visit, ED monitors submit a report listing: findings (problems requiring prompt correction) and recommendations (areas that could be improved). ED monitors categorize their results by “indicator” number. The indicators represent the compliance issues that monitors examine in each state, such as the completeness of parental notification letters or compliance with Title I comparability requirements. 

This spreadsheet summarizes the monitoring results by indicator number and by state, to allow easy comparisons and guide users through the actual reports. 

Several cautions are in order. 

• Inconsistent Classification of Findings – The monitoring teams are not always consistent about which indicator they use to classify findings. For example, failure to provide notice of choice options might appear under either indicator 2.3 (Parental Involvement) or 2.5 (Public School Choice). In other cases, monitors might actually compress two or three separate findings – such as a failure to meet both choice and SES notification requirements – into one entry. 

For greater consistency and easier comparisons, the spreadsheet groups similar findings under the indicator description where they fit best, regardless of the indicator number under which they first appeared. If a given finding originally appeared in a monitoring report under a different indicator number, we note that fact in the spreadsheet. 

• Totals -- Although we have attempted to total findings by indicator and state, these totals should be used cautiously. ED monitors sometimes break out violations under a given indicator in great detail; other times, they lump several related violations into one comprehensive finding under the same indicator. As a result, a state with one comprehensive finding may actually have greater problems than another state with more findings under the same indicator. By no means should readers try to compare states simply using the number of findings. 

The total state findings and recommendations listed at the top of each column represent our own count of findings and recommendations for each state, based on our own reclassification of findings.  Similarly, the totals for findings and recommendations at the left represent our own counts for a given descriptor
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