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Number of schools
in LEA application
Three Schools ........
Four schools ...........
Five schools ............
Six schools .............
Seven schools ........
Eight schools ..........
Nine schools ...........
Ten schools ............

published elsewhere in this issue of the
Federal Register.

Award ranges
750,000–1,500,000
1,000,000–2,000,000
1,250,000–2,500,000
1,500,000–2,500,000
1,750,000–2,500,000
2,000,000–2,500,000
2,250,000–2,500,000
2,500,000

As previously noted, LEAs may not
apply on behalf of a single high school
in more than one application. Schools
that benefited from FY 2000 or FY 2001
implementation awards are not eligible
to receive additional support under this
competition.
Applicants should note that the
requirements listed in this notice are
material requirements. Please note that
a failure to comply with any applicable
program requirement (for example,
failure to reasonably implement the
proposed grant-funded project) may
subject a grantee to administrative
action, including the imposition of
special conditions or termination of the
grant.
Note: The size of awards will be based on
a number of factors. These factors include the
scope, quality, and comprehensiveness of the
proposed program, and the recommended
range of awards indicated in the application.

Estimated Number of Awards: The
Secretary anticipates making
approximately 100 new planning grant
awards and approximately 100 new
implementation awards under this
competition.
Note: The Department of Education is not
bound by any estimates in this notice.

Project Period: Planning grants will
fund activities up to 12 months.
Implementation grants will fund
activities up to 36 months.
Understanding the unique complexities
of implementing a program that affects
a school’s organization, physical design,
curriculum, instruction, and preparation
of teachers, the Secretary anticipates
awarding the entire grant amount for
implementation projects at the time of
the initial award. This will provide the
applicant with the capacity to
effectively carry out the comprehensive
long-term activities involved in these
projects.
Applicable Regulations: (a) The
Education Department General
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) in
34 CFR parts 75, 77, 79, 80, 81, 82, 85,
86, 97, 98, and 99; and (b) the
regulations in the notice of final
priorities, application requirements, and
selection criteria for FY 2002 as
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Priorities
This competition gives absolute and
competitive priorities to applicants that
meet the conditions outlined in the
Notice of the Final Priorities for this
program, which is published elsewhere
in this issue of the Federal Register.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

For

information on the program and to
download an application, you may
access the SLC program Web site at
http://www.ed.gov/offices/OVAE/HS/
SLCP/. If you need further assistance
and need to speak with someone in the
SLC program, you may contact Karen
Stratman Clark, by phone at (202) 205–
3779, or by mail 330 C Street, SW.,
Room 5523, Washington, DC 20202.
Requests for applications may also be
sent by fax to (202) 401–4079.
Individuals who use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1–800–877–
8339. Individuals with disabilities may
obtain this notice in an alternative
format (e.g., Braille, large print,
audiotape, or computer diskette) on
request to one of the contact persons
listed in the preceding paragraph.
Electronic Access to This Document
You may view this document, as well
as all other Department of Education
documents published in the Federal
Register, in text or Adobe Portable
Document Format (PDF) on the Internet
at the following site: http://www.ed.gov/
legislation/FedRegister.
To use PDF you must have Adobe
Acrobat Reader, which is available free
at this site. If you have any questions
about using PDF, call the U.S.
Government Printing Office (GPO); toll
free, at 1–888–293–6498; or in the
Washington, DC area at (202) 512–1530.
Note: The official version of this document
is the document published in the Federal
Register. Free Internet access to the official
edition of the Federal Register and the Code
of Federal Regulations is available on GPO
Access at: http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/
index.html.
Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 7249.
Dated: March 14, 2003.
Richard La Pointe,
Acting Assistant Secretary, Vocational and
Adult Education.
[FR Doc. 03–6695 Filed 3–19–03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000–01–P
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DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
Office of Vocational and Adult
Education—Smaller Learning
Communities Program
Department of Education.
Notice of final priorities,
application requirements, and selection
criteria for Fiscal Year (FY) 2002.
AGENCY:
ACTION:

SUMMARY: The purpose of the program is
to promote academic achievement
through the planning, implementation,
or expansion of small, safe, and
successful learning environments in
large public high schools through
competitive grants to local educational
agencies (LEAs). LEAs, including
schools funded by the Bureau of Indian
Affairs (BIA schools), applying on
behalf of large high schools are eligible
applicants. For the purposes of this
program, a large high school is defined
as a school that includes grades 11 and
12 and enrolls at least 1,000 students in
grades 9 and above.
The Assistant Secretary for Vocational
and Adult Education announces final
priorities, application requirements, and
selection criteria for the Smaller
Learning Communities (SLC) program
for FY 2002. The Assistant Secretary
may use one or more of these priorities
for competitions in later years.
EFFECTIVE DATE: These priorities,
application requirements and selection
criteria are effective March 20, 2003.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
information on the program and to
download a grant application, you may
access the SLC program Web site at
http://www.ed.gov/offices/OVAE/HS/
SLCP/. If you have questions pertaining
to the application, need further
assistance or need to speak with
someone in the SLC program, you may
contact Karen Stratman Clark at (202)
205–3779, or by mail at 330 C Street,
SW., Room 4423, Washington, DC 20202
or via the internet at
karen.clark@ed.gov. Please type ‘‘SLC
Notice Correspondence’’ as the subject
line of your electronic message.
Requests for applications may also be
sent by fax to (202) 401–4079.
Individuals who use the
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1–800–877–
8339.
Individuals with disabilities may
obtain this document in an alternative
format (e.g., Braille, large print,
audiotape, or computer diskette) on
request to the contact persons listed
above.

Note: This notice of priorities, application
requirements, and selection criteria does not
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solicit applications. A notice inviting
applications under this competition is
published elsewhere in this issue of the
Federal Register. The notice inviting
applications specifies the deadline date by
which applications for an award must be
mailed or hand-delivered to the Department.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

General
The No Child Left Behind Act of 2001
is the most sweeping reform of Federal
education policy in a generation. It is
designed to implement the President’s
agenda to improve America’s public
schools by: (1) Ensuring accountability
for results, (2) providing unprecedented
flexibility in the use of Federal funds in
implementing education programs, (3)
focusing on proven educational
methods, and (4) expanding educational
choice for parents. Since the enactment
of the original Elementary and
Secondary Education Act in 1965, the
Federal Government has spent more
than $130 billion to improve public
schools. Unfortunately, this investment
in education has not yet eliminated the
achievement gap between well-off and
lower-income students or between
minority students and non-minority
students.
In implementing the No Child Left
Behind Act of 2001, the U.S.
Department of Education has developed
a strategic plan that will serve as the
roadmap for all Departmental activities
and investments. The plan specifically
focuses on, among other areas,
improving the performance of all high
school students and holding schools
accountable for raising the academic
achievement level of all students. The
Department will work with States to
ensure that students attain the strong
academic knowledge and skills
necessary for future success in
postsecondary education and adult life.
The Department will encourage students
to take more rigorous courses, especially
in the areas of math and science. In
addition, the Department of Education
is committed to ensuring that our
Nation’s schools are safe environments
conducive to learning.
One strategy that holds promise for
improving the academic performance of
our Nation’s young people is the
establishment of smaller learning
communities as components of
comprehensive high school
improvement plans. The problems of
large high schools and the related
question of optimal school size have
been debated for the last 40 years and
is of growing interest today.
Approximately 70 percent of American
high schools enroll 1,000 or more
students; nearly 50 percent of high
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school students attend schools enrolling
more than 1,500 students. Some
students attend schools enrolling as
many as 4,000 to 5,000 students.
While the research to date on school
size is largely non-experimental, there is
a growing body of evidence that
suggests that smaller schools may have
advantages over larger schools. Research
suggests that the positive outcomes
associated with smaller schools stem
from the schools’ ability to create close,
personal environments in which
teachers can work collaboratively, with
each other and with a small set of
students, to challenge students and
support learning. A variety of structures
and operational strategies are thought to
provide important supports for smaller
learning environments; some data
suggest that these approaches offer
substantial advantages to both teachers
and students (Ziegler 1993; Caroll 1994).
The Smaller Learning Communities
program is authorized under Title V,
Part D, Subpart 4 of the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act of 1965
(ESEA) (20 U.S.C. 7249), as amended by
Pub. L. 107–110, the No Child Left
Behind Act of 2001.
Structural changes for recasting large
schools as a set of smaller learning
communities are described in the
Conference Report for the Consolidated
Appropriations Act, 2000 (Pub. L. 106–
113, H.R. Conference Report No. 106–
479, at 1240 (1999)). Such methods
include establishing small learning
clusters, ‘‘houses,’’ career academies,
magnet programs, and schools-within-aschool. Structural changes are necessary
but not sufficient to ensure that the
reorganization will result in improved
academic performance. It is also
necessary to define a set of operational
considerations that describe what
learning looks like in the restructured
smaller learning community. For
example, strategies that complement a
restructured large high school should
include at a minimum a focus on a
rigorous academic course of study.
Other activities may include: freshman
transition activities, advisory and adult
advocate systems, academic teaming,
multi-year groupings, ‘‘extra help’’ or
accelerated learning options for students
or groups of students entering below
grade level, and other innovations
designed to create a more personalized
high school experience for students and,
thus, improve student achievement.
Prospective applicants are encouraged
to review the program Web site for nonregulatory guidance and information
about current grantees, and to review a
successful application that received
fiscal year 2001 funding at: http://
www.ed.gov/offices/OVAE/HS/SLCP/.
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Discussion of Priority or Priorities
Note: This notice does not solicit
applications. In any year in which we choose
to use one or more of these priorities, we
invite applications through a notice in the
Federal Register. When inviting applications
we designate each priority as absolute,
competitive preference, or invitational. The
effect of each type of priority follows:

Absolute priority: Under an absolute
priority we consider only applications
that meet the priority (34 CFR
75.105(c)(3)).
Competitive preference priority:
Under a competitive preference priority
we give competitive preference to an
application by either (1) awarding
additional points, depending on how
well or the extent to which the
application meets the competitive
priority (34 CFR 75.105(c)(2)(i)); or (2)
selecting an application that meets the
competitive priority over an application
of comparable merit that does not meet
the priority (34 CFR 75.105(c)(2)(ii)).
Invitational priority: Under an
invitational priority we are particularly
interested in applications that meet the
invitational priority. However, we do
not give an application that meets the
invitational priority a competitive or
absolute preference over other
applications (34 CFR 75.105(c)(1)).
Waiver of Proposed Rulemaking
In accordance with the
Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C.
553), it is the practice of the Secretary
to offer interested parties the
opportunity to comment on proposed
rules. Section 437(d)(1) of the General
Education Provisions Act (GEPA),
however, allows the Secretary to exempt
from this requirement rules governing
the first competition under a new or
substantially revised program authority
(20 U.S.C. 1232(d)(1)). This competition
is the first Smaller Learning
Communities competition under the
program as reauthorized by Public Law
107–110, the No Child Left Behind Act
of 2001 and, therefore, qualifies for this
exemption. The Secretary, in
accordance with section 437(d)(1) of
GEPA, exercises his authority to waive
public comment in order to ensure
timely grant awards. These rules will
apply to the FY 2002 grant competition
only.
Absolute Priority
Under 34 CFR 75.105(c)(3) the
Secretary gives an absolute priority to
applications in which the following
conditions are met: (1) The applicant
will place students in smaller learning
communities based on student/parent
choice or through random assignment—
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consistent with the statute, students
may not be placed according to ability
or any other measure, and not pursuant
to testing or other judgments; and (2)
The application must address the
following instructional or operational
issues:
a. How the applicant will provide a
common core of rigorous academic
courses tied to standards;
b. A process that the applicant will
use for distribution of highly qualified
teachers among SLCs in the school and
strategies for improving teacher content
knowledge;
c. Explicit strategies for providing
assistance for struggling students; and
d. Strategies for securing widespread
staff, community, and parent support for
the initiative.
The Secretary will fund only
applicants that meet the absolute
priority described above and that meet
all of the other requirements for this
competition described elsewhere in this
notice and in the accompanying notice
inviting applications for new awards for
fiscal year 2002.
Note: Applicants must clearly identify the
proposed grant-funded smaller learning
community in their application.

Competitive Preference Priority (up to 5
points)
In addition to the points to be
awarded under the selection criteria for
both planning and implementation
grants, the Secretary proposes to award
additional points to an application from
an LEA applying on behalf of a high
school that has failed to achieve
adequate yearly progress for two or
more consecutive years, as defined by
section 1111 of the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act of 1965, as
amended by the No Child Left Behind
Act of 2001. LEAs applying on behalf of
one or more than one school will be
awarded additional competitive
preference points (up to five points)
proportionate to the number of schools
in the application that meet the criterion
above. For example, an LEA applying on
behalf of five schools would be awarded
the maximum of five points if all five
schools meet the criterion. An LEA
applying on behalf of five schools
would be awarded three out of a
possible five points if only three of the
schools meet the criterion.
Application Requirements
The Secretary announces the
following application requirements for
the Smaller Learning Communities
program. A discussion of each
requirement follows. These
requirements are in addition to the
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content that all Smaller Learning
Communities grant applicants must
include in their applications as required
by the program statute under Title V,
Part D, Subpart 4, Section 5441(b) of the
Elementary and Secondary Education
Act. A discussion of each requirement
follows:
A. Proof of Eligibility
To be considered for funding, LEAs
must include for each eligible school
included in the application the name of
the eligible school and the number of
students enrolled in the school.
Enrollment must be based upon data
from the current school year or from the
most recently completed school year.
LEAs, including schools funded by the
BIA, applying on behalf of schools that
are still being constructed and do not
have an active student enrollment at the
time of application are not eligible
under this program.
B. Types and Ranges of Awards
The Secretary will award both
planning and implementation grants
under this competition. In an effort to
encourage systemic, district-level reform
efforts, the Secretary is permitting an
individual LEA to submit only one
planning grant application and one
implementation grant application under
this competition, specifying in each
application which high schools the LEA
intends to fund. An LEA may not apply
for both a planning and implementation
grant on behalf of the same high school.
A high school may only be included in
either the LEA’s planning grant
application or its implementation grant
application. Applicants pursuing
planning grant funds must not yet have
developed a viable plan for creating
smaller learning communities in the
schools that would be served through
the grant. To apply for implementation
grant funds, applicants must be
prepared either to implement a new
smaller learning community program
within each targeted high school, or to
expand an existing smaller learning
community program.
For a one-year planning grant, LEAs
may receive, on behalf of a single
school, $25,000 to $50,000. LEAs
applying on behalf of a group of eligible
schools may receive up to $250,000 per
planning grant. As this program is
designed for redesign and improvement
efforts at the individual school level,
districts must stay within the minimum
and maximum school allocations when
determining their award request. In
addition, in order to ensure sufficient
planning funds at the local level, LEAs
may not request funds for more than 10
schools under a single application.
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The chart below provides eligible
ranges for awards under a planning
grant:
Number of schools in
LEA application

Award ranges

One school .....................
Two schools ....................
Three schools .................
Four schools ...................
Five schools ....................
Six schools .....................
Seven schools ................
Eight schools ..................
Nine schools ...................
Ten schools ....................

$25,000–$50,000
50,000–100,000
75,000–150,000
100,000–200,000
125,000–250,000
150,000–250,000
175,000–250,000
200,000–250,000
225,000–250,000
250,000

In previous SLC competitions,
applicants have routinely requested
more money than the above award
ranges dictate. As a result, plans
submitted to the Department have
included any number of activities that
could only be made possible if an
applicant received a funding amount
much higher than intended in the award
range. Based on this experience, the
Department will fund only those
applications that correctly request funds
within the award ranges specified in
this notice for both planning and
implementation grants. Applicants
requesting funding amounts higher than
the award ranges dictated by the
number of schools to be served will be
declared ineligible and will not receive
funding. Further, schools that received
support through planning grants in the
FY 2000 or FY 2001 competition are not
eligible to receive support through
additional planning grants under this
competition.
For a three-year implementation
grant, LEAs may receive, on behalf of a
single school, $250,000 to $500,000.
LEAs applying on behalf of a group of
eligible schools may request up to
$2,500,000 per implementation grant.
As with planning grants, districts must
stay within the minimum and maximum
school allocations when determining
their group award request, or the
Department will consider the
application ineligible. In order to ensure
sufficient implementation funds at the
local level, LEAs may not request funds
for more than 10 schools under a single
application.
The chart below provides eligible
ranges for awards under the
implementation grant:
Number of schools in
LEA application
One school ...............
Two schools ..............
Three schools ...........
Four schools .............
Five schools ..............
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Award ranges
$250,000–$500,000
500,000–1,000,000
750,000–1,500,000
1,000,000–2,000,000
1,250,000–2,500,000
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precede the narrative section and
provide enrollment data for each
eligible high school and a short
Six schools ...............
1,500,000–2,500,000 description of the project); or
Seven schools ..........
1,750,000–2,500,000 appendices. Appendices used should
Eight schools ............
2,000,000–2,500,000
relate directly to the selection criteria
Nine schools .............
2,250,000–2,500,000
Ten schools ..............
2,500,000 and project activities. Pages should be
numbered.
As previously noted, LEAs may not
E. Application and Reporting
apply on behalf of a single high school
Requirements Related to Expected
in more than one application. Schools
Outcomes
that benefited from FY 2000 or FY 2001
For both planning and
implementation awards are not eligible
to receive additional support under this implementation grants, applicants must
describe their:
competition.
(a) Project activities, including
Applicants should note that the
measurable goals, objectives and
requirements listed in this notice are
timelines; and
material requirements. Please note that
(b) Indicators to gauge progress
a failure to comply with any applicable
toward meeting project objectives.
program requirement (for example,
In addition, the Secretary requires
failure to reasonably implement the
implementation grantees to collect data
proposed grant-funded project) may
that address the performance indicators
subject a grantee to administrative
for this program, in order for them to
action, including the imposition of
produce annual performance reports.
special conditions or termination of the
These reports will document the
grant.
grantees’ yearly progress toward
expected project objectives. The
C. Project Period
Secretary will use these reports to
Planning grants will fund activities up
measure the success of each grantee’s
to 12 months. Implementation grants
project, as well as the effects of the
will fund activities up to 36 months.
Smaller Learning Communities program
Note: Applicants for multi-year awards
nationwide. A copy of the Smaller
must provide detailed, yearly budget
Learning Communities Annual
information for the total grant period
Performance Report form for
requested. Understanding the unique
implementation grantees is included in
complexities of implementing a program that
the application package. Planning
affects a school’s organization, physical
grantees will be required to submit a
design, curriculum, instruction, and
performance report, including their
preparation of teachers, the Secretary
implementation plan, at the end of their
anticipates awarding the entire grant amount
for implementation projects at the time of the project.
initial award.
Applicants for an implementation
grant must submit initial baseline data
D. Page Limits
for each student outcome measure
described below. Baseline data should
Applicants should limit the
application narrative to no more than 25 come from either the current or previous
double-spaced pages using the following school year. Applicants must report
these data as an appendix. Upon
standards:
notification of award, implementation
• A page is 8.5″ x 11″, on one side
grantees will be required to submit
only;
student outcome data for all
• The page limit includes all
participating schools for three years
narrative, titles, headings, footnotes,
preceding the baseline year within fortyquotations, references, and captions, as
five days of the award date.
well as charts, tables, figures, and
Required student outcome measures
graphs. Charts, tables, figures, and
include:
graphs may be single-spaced;
I. Student Achievement
• The font should be 12-point or
(a) Whether the schools achieved
larger;
adequate yearly progress, as such
The page limit does not apply to the
term is defined under Title I, Part
Application for Federal Education
A of the Elementary and Secondary
Assistance Form (424); the SLC cover
Education Act; and
page; the Budget information Form (ED
(b) The percentage and number of
524) and attached itemization of costs;
students taking the SAT and ACT,
any other required or supplementary
and their average scores;
application forms and attachments to
II. Academic Rigor and Student
those forms; the assurances and
Retention
certifications; the table of contents; the
(a) The number of students who take
one-page abstract (which should
courses for which they receive both
Number of schools in
LEA application
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high school and college credit,
including AP or International
Baccalaureate courses; and
(b) The overall reported average daily
attendance for October.
III. School Climate
(a) The number of incidents of student
violence and alcohol and drug use;
(b) The number of expulsions,
suspensions, or other serious
disciplinary actions; and
(c) The number of students involved
in extracurricular activities.
Applicants for implementation grants
who do not provide initial baseline data
on the student outcome measures
indicated above will be declared
ineligible and will not receive funding.
Note: Percentages may be used in place of
number of students where appropriate.

F. Definitions
(a) Definitions in EDGAR—Definitions
defined in 34 CFR 77.1 are applicable to
this program.
(b) Other definitions—The following
definitions also apply to this program:
BIA school is a school operated or
supported by the Bureau of Indian
Affairs.
A group of schools is two or more
schools that each meet the definition of
a large high school.
A large high school is an entity that
includes grades 11 and 12 and has an
enrollment of 1,000 or more students in
grades 9 and above.
Selection Criteria
The following selection criteria will
be used to evaluate applications
submitted for planning and
implementation grants. Please note:
(a) The maximum score for both
planning and implementation grants is
110 points. The additional 10 points
will be awarded to those applicants that
respond to the competitive preference
described earlier in the notice.
(b) The maximum score for each
criterion is indicated in parentheses.
Planning Grants
(a) Need for the project. (10 points)
In determining the need for the
proposed project, the Department will
consider the extent to which the
applicant:
(1) Describes and documents evidence
of the applicant schools’ need for the
proposed restructuring of the school
learning environment. Need may be
demonstrated by such factors as: Low
student achievement scores; number of
students enrolled; low attendance; low
graduation rates; and high dropout rates;
incidents of violence, drug and alcohol
use, and disciplinary actions;

E:\FR\FM\20MRN1.SGM

20MRN1

13694

Federal Register / Vol. 68, No. 54 / Thursday, March 20, 2003 / Notices

percentage of students who have limited
English proficiency, come from lowincome families, or are otherwise
disadvantaged; evidence of achievement
gaps among student populations; or
other need factors as identified by the
applicant. (5 points)
(2) Documents how the creation of
smaller learning communities will
address the nature and magnitude of
specific gaps or weaknesses in both
structural and operational services,
infrastructure, or opportunities within
the learning environment. (5 points)
(b) Foundation for planning. (30
points)
In determining the merit of the
proposed process for developing its
smaller learning communities plan, the
Department will consider the extent to
which the applicant:
(1) Provides evidence on how the
applicant has involved and secured the
support of, and will continue to involve
and secure the support of, teachers,
administrators, and other pertinent staff
within each school to be restructured in
the planning process, particularly those
teachers and other staff who will be
directly affected by the implementation
plan. (10 points)
(2) Provides evidence on how the
applicant has involved and secured, and
will continue to involve and secure, the
support of individuals within the
broader local community (such as
parents, institutions of higher
education, businesses, employers, and
community organizations, including
local non-profit agencies, faith-based
organizations, and other service
organizations) in the planning process.
(5 points)
(3) Provides evidence on how the
proposed effort aligns with the State’s
education reform efforts and State, or,
when applicable, industry standards. (5
points)
(4) Describes the applicant’s approach
for identifying and utilizing evidencebased practices, particularly practices
that are grounded in ‘‘scientificallybased research’’ as defined in section
9101(37) of the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act, in designing
the structural and operational changes
necessary to accomplish the desired
change in the learning environment. (10
points)
(c) Feasibility and soundness of the
planning process. (40 points)
In determining the feasibility and
soundness of the applicant’s planning
process, the Department will consider
the extent to which the applicant:
(1) Proposes a process for developing
a plan that, within a three-year grant
period, will result in identification of
the structural changes necessary to
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create smaller learning communities,
assign all students to a smaller learning
community within the school(s), and
describe the method the school(s) will
use to place students in a smaller
learning community. (10 points)
(2) Proposes a feasible and sound
process to conduct research and plan for
the development of smaller learning
communities that address the
operational and instructional
considerations needed to facilitate
student achievement. These
considerations include a common core
of rigorous academic coursework and a
clear, sequenced program of study,
appropriate teacher assignment and
professional development, strategies for
assisting struggling students, and
strategies for ensuring school, district
and community engagement and
support. (15 points)
(3) Proposes a process for developing
a plan that would ensure appropriate
autonomy of the smaller learning
communities in their administrative and
managerial relationship to the
governance structure of the high
school(s) and the local school district,
including other Federal grants and how
those programs will come together to
produce a comprehensive and
successful smaller learning
communities project. (10 points)
(4) Proposes a process for developing
a plan that includes quantifiable goals,
objectives, and timelines for
implementing structures and
operational strategies needed for the
implementation of smaller learning
communities, and phasing them in over
the period of the grant, addresses
evidence of achievement gaps within
student populations, and identifies key
personnel who are qualified to
undertake project activities. (5 points)
(d) Commitment of resources to the
planning effort. (20 points)
In determining the commitment of
resources to the planning process, the
Department will consider the extent to
which the applicant:
(1) Requests a budget that adequately
supports the proposed activities.
Expenditures on equipment and
administrative costs should be limited.
(10 points)
(2) Provides evidence that the
administrators of the district and
school(s) understand and are committed
to the smaller learning community
concept, and to the inclusion of rigorous
academic courses in smaller learning
communities and propose to integrate
project planning activities with local
policy and to use other State, local, and
Federal funds to ensure sustainability of
efforts after Federal support ends. (10
points)
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Implementation Grants
(a) Need for the project. (10 points)
In determining the need for the
proposed project, the Secretary will
consider the extent to which the
applicant:
(1) Describes and documents evidence
of the applicant schools’ need for
implementation funds and how a
smaller learning communities approach
will facilitate improved student
learning. Need may be demonstrated by
such factors as: student achievement
scores and enrollment; attendance and
dropout rates; incidents of violence,
drug and alcohol use, and disciplinary
actions; percentage of students who
have limited English proficiency, come
from low-income families, or are
otherwise disadvantaged; or other need
factors as identified by the applicant. (5
points)
(2) Describes and documents the
nature and magnitude of specific gaps or
weaknesses in current school services,
infrastructure, or opportunities and how
the proposed project will address these
gaps and weaknesses. (5 points)
(b) Foundation for implementation.
(25 points)
In determining the quality of the
implementation plan, the Department
will consider the extent to which the
applicant:
(1) Provides evidence of the
involvement and support of teachers,
administrators, and other pertinent staff
within each school in the planning,
development, and implementation of
the proposal, particularly those teachers
who will be directly affected by the
implementation plan. (5 points)
(2) Provides evidence of how the
applicant has involved and secured, and
will continue to involve and secure, the
on-going support of stakeholders within
the broader local community (such as
parents, institutions of higher
education, businesses, employers, and
community organizations, including
local non-profit agencies, faith-based
organizations, and other service
organizations) in the planning process.
(5 points)
(3) Provides evidence of how the
proposed effort aligns with State
education reform efforts designed to
increase student achievement (5 points);
and
(4) Provides evidence of how the
applicant has identified and used
evidence-based practices in the
development of structural and
operational strategies for creating
smaller learning communities designed
to improve student achievement. (10
points)
Note: Implementation grant applicants who
received planning grants under either the FY
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2000 or the FY 2001 SLC competition are
further required to describe the impact of the
funded planning activities on their
implementation plan. Further, such
applicants should note that the Secretary will
review both the expenditure rates and the
progress achieved of SLC planning grantees
requesting implementation funds.

(c) Project design. (30 points)
In determining the quality of the
design of the project the Department
will consider the extent to which the
applicant:
(1) Proposes both structural and
operational changes that result in the
establishment of smaller learning
communities designed to improve the
academic performance of participating
students. These changes may include,
but are not limited to, development of
programs of study that include rigorous
academic coursework, freshman
transition activities, and innovations to
create a more personalized and safe
learning environment. The applicant
clearly defines the proposed smaller
learning community, including the
structures and strategies to be
implemented, the grade levels or ages of
the students who will participate and
the rationale and research base
supporting the applicant’s contention
that these particular structures are likely
to be effective in raising achievement
and helping all students make more
informed choices about postsecondary
education and longer-term career
options. (10 points)
(2) Provides evidence that decisions
about how students will be placed in
the smaller learning community or
communities will be made based on
student/parent choice or random
assignment. The applicant provides
assurances that placement by smaller
learning community will not be based
on ability, testing or other judgments or
any other measure, and describes the
process for making smaller learning
community student assignments. The
applicant also assures that, by the end
of the three-year grant period, all
students will be assigned to a smaller
learning community structure within
the school(s). (5 points)
(3) Describes the applicant’s
operational strategies for improving the
learning environment including (1) the
common academic core curriculum and
standards, (2) how teachers will be
assigned to SLCs and provided with
appropriate content and knowledge
specific to smaller learning community
implementation, (3) strategies for
assisting struggling students, and
strategies for securing and maintaining
widespread staff, community and parent
buy-in. (10 points)
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(4) Documents the administrative and
managerial relationship of the smaller
learning communities to the governance
structure of the high school(s) and the
local school district, including the
LEA’s operation of other Federal grants,
and demonstrates a commitment to
sustain the smaller learning community
structures beyond the period covered by
the Federal smaller learning
communities grant. The applicant must
describe the timeline and milestones for
implementing the proposed structures
and strategies and for phasing them in
over the period of the grant. (5 points)
(d) Feasibility of the plan. (15 points)
In determining the feasibility of the
implementation plan, the Department
will consider the extent to which the
applicant:
(1) Provides a budget that adequately
supports the proposed activities. In
addition, items in the budget must
clearly reflect the proposed goals and
objectives in the application. (5 points)
(2) Provides evidence that the
proposed project will provide highquality professional development for
teachers in their academic content areas
as well as professional development for
other pertinent staff, to enable them to
improve classroom instruction and
target instruction to helping all students
meet challenging academic content
standards. This professional
development must be aligned with the
goals, curriculum, and evidence-based
instructional practices of the proposed
smaller learning communities. (5 points)
(3) Provides evidence of, or proposes,
an ongoing partnership with an external
technical assistance provider. (5 points)
(e) Quality of the project evaluation.
(10 points)
In determining the quality of the
applicant’s project evaluation plan, the
Department will consider the extent to
which the applicant:
(1) Describes the overall evaluation
strategy, including the applicant’s plan
to contract with an independent, thirdparty evaluator and the measures that
evaluator will use to determine (a)
progress of implementation and (b)
changes in student outcomes, especially
student achievement, both school-wide
and disaggregated by the population
categories identified in section
1111(b)(3)(C)(xiii) of the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act; (5 points)
(2) Describes the method of collecting
and reporting the required data for the
Annual Performance Reports to the
Department of Education (2 points); and
(3) Describe how the proposed project
will address the school’s efforts to make
adequate yearly progress as defined in
section 1111 of the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act and how
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information gleaned from student
assessments, and used in adequate
yearly progress determination, will be
used for project improvement within the
school. (3 points)
(f) Adequacy of resources. (10 points)
In determining the adequacy of
resources, the Department will consider
the extent to which the applicant:
(1) Focuses grant expenditures on
activities that directly affect the
structural and operational changes
needed to establish SLCs that will
endure beyond the life of the grant, and
how the applicant will limit
expenditures on equipment and
administrative costs. (5 points)
(2) Documents qualifications and
availability of project personnel
responsible for implementing the
project plan, and the amount of time
they will dedicate to this effort. (5
points)
Intergovernmental Review of Federal
Programs
This program is subject to Executive
Order 12372 and the regulations in 34
CFR part 79. One of the objectives of the
Executive order is to foster an
intergovernmental partnership and a
strengthened federalism. The Executive
order relies on processes developed by
State and local governments for
coordination and review of proposed
Federal financial assistance.
This document provides early
notification of our specific plans and
actions for this program.
Electronic Access to This Document
You may view this document, as well
as all other Department of Education
documents published in the Federal
Register, in text or Adobe Portable
Document Format (PDF) on the Internet
at the following site: http://www.ed.gov/
legislation/FedRegister.
To use PDF you must have Adobe
Acrobat Reader, which is available free
at this site. If you have questions about
using PDF, call the U.S. Government
Printing Office (GPO), toll free, at 1–
888–293–6498; or in the Washington,
DC area at (202) 512–1530.
Note: The official version of this document
is the document published in the Federal
Register. Free Internet access to the official
edition of the Federal Register and the Code
of Federal Regulations is available on GPO
Access at: http://access.gpo.gov/nara/
index.html.
(Catalogue of Federal Assistance Number:
84.215L Smaller Learning Communities
program)

Applicable Program Regulations: 34
CFR parts 75, 77, 79, 80, 81, 82, 85, 86,
97, 98, and 99.

E:\FR\FM\20MRN1.SGM

20MRN1

13696

Federal Register / Vol. 68, No. 54 / Thursday, March 20, 2003 / Notices

Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 7249.
Dated: March 14, 2003.
Richard La Pointe,
Acting Assistant Secretary, Vocational and
Adult Education.
[FR Doc. 03–6699 Filed 3–19–03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000–01–P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Bonneville Power Administration
Wallula-McNary Transmission Line
Project and Wallula Power Project
AGENCY: Bonneville Power
Administration (BPA), Department of
Energy (DOE).
ACTION: Notice of availability of Record
of Decision (ROD).
SUMMARY: This notice announces the
availability of the ROD for the WallulaMcNary Transmission Line Project and
Wallula Power Project, based on the
Final Environmental Impact Statement
(DOE/EIS–0330, August 2002). BPA has
decided to implement its portion of the
proposed action identified in the Final
EIS, which includes interconnection
with the Federal Columbia River
Transmission System (FCRTS) of a
power plant that Wallula Generation
LLC (Wallula LLC) has proposed to
construct. The interconnection would
be accomplished through the
construction of a new transmission line
and substation, and negotiation of
interconnection and transmission
agreements with Wallula LLC or its
successor.
ADDRESSES: Copies of the ROD and EIS
may be obtained by calling BPA toll-free
at 1–888–276–7790. The ROD and EIS
Summary are also available on the
Transmission Business Line Web site at
http://www.transmission.bpa.gov/
projects.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Donald L. Rose, Bonneville Power
Administration—KEC–4, P.O. Box 3621,
Portland, Oregon 97208–3621; toll-free
telephone number 1–800–282–3713; fax
number 503–230–5699; or e-mail
dlrose@bpa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
proposed Wallula Project is a 1,300megawatt (MW) natural-gas-fired,
combined-cycle turbine power plant
that Wallula LLC is planning to
construct on a site near the Columbia
River in Walla Walla County,
Washington, approximately eight miles
south of the City of Pasco. BPA will
construct a new 5.1-mile, 500-kilovolt
(kV) transmission line to interconnect
the Wallula Project with the FCRTS and
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the new Smiths Harbor Substation,
where the interconnection will be
located. The new substation will be
located adjacent to the existing 500-kV
Lower Monumental-McNary
transmission line, which is a part of the
FCRTS. Power generated by the Wallula
Project will be made available for
purchase in the wholesale power
market.
Wallula LLC has also requested firm
transmission service be available on the
FCRTS to John Day and Big Eddy
Substations. The proposed action
evaluated in the EIS included an
additional 28 miles of 500-kV line that
was expected to be needed for firm
transmission service to John Day and
Big Eddy. The need for the 28-mile
segment of line diminished as other
proposed generation projects that
requested firm transmission on existing
transmission lines were cancelled or put
on hold. This has resulted in adequate
transmission capacity for Wallula
Project service becoming available on
the existing Lower Monumental-McNary
line. Although construction of all
project components and negotiation of
contract agreements were originally
expected to be completed by Fall of
2004, the current schedule is uncertain.
For BPA, implementing the proposed
action involves offering contract terms
to Wallula LLC or its successor for
interconnecting the Wallula Project into
the FCRTS and providing firm
transmission service to John Day and
Big Eddy Substations. Under these
contracts, BPA will construct, operate,
and maintain the necessary
interconnection facilities (including the
new transmission line and substation)
and integrate power from the Wallula
Project into the FCRTS. Firm
transmission service will require
transmission capacity be available on
the existing Lower Monumental-McNary
transmission line. All practicable means
to avoid or minimize environmental
harm from the alternative selected have
been adopted and will be implemented
in accordance with Appendix A of the
Final EIS, Revised Mitigation Measures.
Issued in Portland, Oregon, on March 10,
2003.
Stephen J. Wright,
Administrator and Chief Executive Officer.
[FR Doc. 03–6690 Filed 3–19–03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450–01–P
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission
[Docket No. RP96–389–077]

Columbia Gulf Transmission
Company; Notice of Compliance Filing
March 14, 2003.

Take notice that on March 12, 2003,
Columbia Gulf Transmission Company
(Columbia Gulf) tendered for filing as
part of its FERC Gas Tariff, Second
Revised Volume No. 1, Fourth Revised
Sheet No. 20C; Fourth Revised Sheet
No. 20E; Fourth Revised Sheet No. 20F;
and Fourth Revised Sheet No. 20G, with
an effective date of March 1, 2003.
Columbia Gulf states that it is filing
these tariff sheets to comply with the
Commission’s orders approving
negotiated rate agreements in Docket
Nos. RP96–389–052, 055, 060 and 067.
Columbia Gulf states that the instant
filing contains revised tariff sheets
reflecting the rate effective on March 1,
2003.
Columbia Gulf states that it has served
copies of the filing on all parties
identified on the official service list in
Docket No. RP96–389.
Any person desiring to protest said
filing should file a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with section
385.211 of the Commission’s rules and
regulations. All such protests must be
filed in accordance with section 154.210
of the Commission’s regulations.
Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceedings. This filing is available
for review at the Commission in the
Public Reference Room or may be
viewed on the Commission’s Web site at
http://www.ferc.gov using the ‘‘FERRIS’’
link. Enter the docket number excluding
the last three digits in the docket
number field to access the document.
For assistance, please contact FERC
Online Support at
FERCOnlineSupport@ferc.gov or tollfree at (866) 208–3676, or TTY, contact
(202) 502–8659. The Commission
strongly encourages electronic filings.
See 18 CFR 385.2001(a)(1)(iii) and the
instructions on the Commission’s Web
site under the ‘‘e-Filing’’ link.
Protest Date: March 24, 2003.
Magalie R. Salas,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 03–6727 Filed 3–19–03; 8:45 am]
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