
(Music)  

Welcome and thank you all very much for standing by today. All participants will be 
in a listen only mode for the duration of the conference. I would now like to turn to 
call over to your host Ms. Ann Whalen.  

Thank you so much. Welcome everybody. Again I’m Ann Whalen, Director of the 
Implementation and Support Unit at the U.S. Department of Education. I’m joined by 
my colleague Meredith Farace. Thank you so much for participating in today’s call 
on the FY 2013 Race to the Top - District Competition. The purpose of today’s 
webinar is to address common questions that have been submitted to our email box 
and that were raised during previous webinars. Where applicable, we are using the 
Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs) document that is posted on our website to 
address these questions. Again, the FAQ document is on the website at 
www.ed.gov/programs/racetothetop-district. We encourage you to download this 
document and review the FAQs carefully.  

If you have questions during today’s webinar you may submit them to staff using the 
chat feature. Staff will be collecting these questions and we will respond to them at 
the end of the presentation. When using the chat feature, please remember to 
submit your questions to “all panelists”. We will answer as many questions as time 
allows. Again, as with previous webinars, we will not be responding to questions 
individually. Instead, we will share them with everybody on today’s webinar and 
answer in generic responses. Due to the fact that this is a competition we cannot 
answer questions that pertain to particular plans or applications. If you have 
questions that are not addressed during today’s webinar or via the FAQ document, 
please submit to the 2013.racetothetop.district@ed.gov email box and we will 
consider them for future webinars. Please note that questions submitted to the 
email box after September 16th will not be included in the final webinar on 
September 20th. So please, if you have any additional questions after today, please 
get them in sooner than later, but no later than September 16th.  

As a quick reference point, to support district in completing their FY 2013 Race to 
the Top - District application, the Department has released several documents that 
provide information on the program. We have the Executive Summary that provides 
key information and definitions from the Notice Inviting Applications, the 
Application that includes all of the required components as well detailed 
instructions for completing and submitting the application to the Department by the 
deadline October 3rd, 2013, and the Frequently Asked Questions document including 
answers to common questions about the competition. Again this document will be 
updated as needed over the next several weeks and we will have a final webinar at 
September 20th if there are any questions that are not answered. The FY 2013 
Notice of Final Priorities, this is a regulatory document that establishes the 
priorities, requirements, and definitions, and the selection criteria for the FY 2013 
program, and the FY 2013 Notice Inviting Applications that again explains the 
priorities, requirements, and definitions, selection criteria established in the NFP 
that apply to the 2013 competition, the Fast Facts document that provides key 
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information for the FY 2013 Race to the Top program, and finally there is a 
background document that provides some additional information on how the 
program was developed and may help applicants better understand the 
Department’s approach to this competition. All of these documents and resources 
are again available on our Race to the Top - District website.  

Again we encourage you to review the slides and transcript from our previous 
webinars. You can also find these on our Race to the Top - District website. We’ve 
had an overview webinar, a webinar about applying as a consortium, a webinar 
about completing the budget, we’ve had a webinar about submitting your 
application, and this is our second webinar about FAQs. And we will have one final 
one on September 20th. So for today, just to quickly go through the agenda, we will 
be spending all of the time today answering your questions that have come in 
through the email box. Where we’ve received multiple inquiries on the same topic or 
of the same interest we have bucketed them into a couple of areas to make sure that 
we are getting to as many people’s queries as possible. We have topics around 
eligibility, performance measures, budgets, uses of funds, and comment periods. 
And again at the end of the webinar, if questions come up during today’s 
conversation or if there is a question that we didn’t get to that you’re burning for us 
to answer, please feel free to submit them via the chat feature and we will spend 
time addressing those that come in via chat today.  

Let’s begin. Before we get to particular frequently asked questions, we want to 
provide a brief overview again about the eligibility requirements that apply to the 
FY 2013 Race to the Top - District competition. For additional details on eligibility, 
please visit the Department’s website to view the presentation slides and transcripts 
from the FY 2013 District Overview webinar held on August 7th, the FAQ webinar 
held on August 15th, or the NIA, NFP, or Executive Summary. But here on the slide 
you will see an overview of the eligibility requirements described in the Notice 
Inviting Applications or NIA. Applicants must meet all eligibility requirements in 
order to be eligible and have their application eligible for funding under Race to the 
Top - District Competition.  

Again, these requirements include that the applicant must be an LEA or consortium 
of LEAs (as defined in the notice); the applicant must meet the minimum number of 
participating students, at least 40% or participating students must be from low-
income families; the applicant must commit to the core assurance areas as defined 
in the notice; the applicant must provide their relevant signatures; and the applicant 
must not be a successful recipient of a grant under previous Race to the Top - 
District competitions. Again, much more detail about the eligibility requirements is 
available in previous webinars and in the Executive Summary and NIA.  

Just to spend a little bit time about local educational agencies or LEAs because we 
have had numerous questions about this, about what the definition is, and whether 
a particular entity is an LEA or isn’t. According to the Notice Inviting Applications, or 
NIA, for the purposes of the FY 2013 Race to the Top - District competition, an LEA 
is an entity, as defined by section 9101 (26) of the Elementary/Secondary Education 



Act, or ESEA, except that an entity described under section 9101 (26)(D) must be 
recognized under applicable State law as a local education agency. The ESEA 9101 
(26) defines an LEA as a public board of education or other public authority legally 
constituted within a State for either administrative control or direction of, or to 
perform a service function for, public elementary schools or secondary schools in a 
city, county, township, school district, or other political subdivision of a State, or of 
or for a combination of school districts or counties that is recognized in a State as an 
administrative agency for its public elementary or secondary schools. Only entities 
that meet this definition are eligible to apply for Race to the Top - District 
competition funds. If you are unsure whether your entity is considered an LEA, 
please contact your State’s Education Agency. The Department is unable to provide 
guidance of whether a particular entity meets this definition.  

So moving on to a couple of questions we have received. The questions on this slide 
represent common questions that have come into our email box asking if entities 
are eligible for Race to the Top 2013 District funds. So let’s jump into the first one: 
“If a school district is participating in a Rate to the Top State grant, can they apply 
for the Race to the Top - District Competition?” The answer is yes. Districts that are 
participating LEAs in a Race to the Top State grant are eligible to apply for the FY 
2013 Race to the Top - District Competition. Successful FY 2012 District grantees 
are not eligible to apply for the FY 2013 competition. If you are a district that is 
either an LEA, a lead LEA, or a member of consortium with any of the 16 grantees 
from the FY 2012 Race to the Top - District competition then you are not eligible to 
apply the FY 2013 competition. We also want to highlight that if an LEA is located in 
a State that has been placed on high-risk status under another Department of 
Education program such as ESEA Flexibility, or Race to the Top State, or ELC grant 
programs, the LEA may still apply for the FY 2013 Race to the Top grant. It is 
possible that the State’s high-risk status is unrelated to the requirements and 
criteria under the Race to the Top - District program. You can find additional 
information and general information regarding eligible organizations and entities in 
the first part of FAQ C-1.  

We received questions on whether a non-profit that does not meet the eligibility 
requirements may be a lead for consortia applicants. Only LEAs and consortia of 
LEAs, again LEAs that meet the definition in the NIA, are eligible to apply for Race to 
the Top - District grant. So non-profits that are not LEAs cannot be a lead member of 
a consortium or cannot be lead applicants in a Race to the Top - District competition. 
However, some organizations that may not be eligible as applicants can partner with 
an eligible LEA. FAQ C-19 explains that an applicant may choose to partner with 
organizations that do not meet the eligibility requirements of the FY 2013 Race to 
the Top - District competition, such as an educational service agencies, regional 
centers, IHE, or local or national non-profit organization. Note that the non-eligible 
partner cannot be a member of the consortium. The consortium must only be made 
up of eligible entities. More information about non-LEA partners can be found in 
FAQ C-4, as well.  



The eligibility of individual charter schools is addressed in FAQ C-16. We’ve had a 
number of people asking whether their charter school is eligible to apply or if their 
charter school is an LEA. Again, it depends on the local charter schools. Public 
charter schools the meet the definition of an LEA under this notice in the State are 
eligible applicants. But as mentioned earlier, we are unable to advise particular 
applicants whether you’re individual situation meets the eligibility requirement. We 
encourage you to carefully review the FAQs in section C of the FAQ document as 
well as reach out to your State as necessary to get additional information on your 
eligibility.  

Finally, we are being asked if a district that did not submit an intent to apply may 
still apply for funds. The answer is yes. Submitting an intent to apply was optional. 
Really that is to help us get better information about how many applicants we 
anticipate having so we can run a successful competition and make sure that we 
have resourced appropriately to make sure that it is fair and competitive. So even if 
you did not turn in a letter of intent to apply you are eligible to apply as long as you 
submit an application by the deadline. And if you submitted a letter of intent to 
apply but no longer plan to apply, that’s fine as well.  

I will now turn it over to Meredith to walk through the next portion of the 
presentation.  

Thank you, Ann. We will now answer common questions about performance 
measures. We have received numerous questions regarding performance measures. 
These questions address an applicant’s proposed performance measures, the 
importance of having precise performance targets, the method for identifying the 
comparison group, goals for student subgroups, and how to determine which 
subgroups to use. We’d first like to clarify the difference between the student 
outcome goals in selection criterion (A)(4) and the performance measures in (E)(3). 
The goals in selection criterion (A)(4) apply to all students and all schools in the 
participating LEAs. They are focused on student outcomes. The performance 
measures in (E)(3) apply only to participating students and participating schools 
and help measure ongoing progress during implementation and provide leading 
indicators of success. Please see the definitions in the notice for key terms such as 
“participating students” and “participating schools”.  

Okay, so on to your questions. This question asks for clarification on the applicant 
proposed performance measures. In addition to the required performance measures 
detailed in selection criterion (E)(3), applicants must propose their own 
performance measures under selection criterion (E)(3). FAQ E-22 distinguishes 
between required performance measures and applicant proposed performance 
measures. Applicant proposed measures will include performance measures 
tailored to the individual proposal. The example above in FAQ E-22 describes 
applicant proposed measures for an early childhood education program. The 
measures target the number and percentage of children who demonstrate mastery 
of age appropriate standards across multiple domains of early learning as 
determined by using developmentally appropriate early learning measures at the 



beginning of kindergarten. Peer reviewers will use this selection criterion to 
evaluate both required and applicant proposed performance measures. Applicants 
should have 12 to 14 performance measures including both required and applicant 
proposed measures.  

Many have asked: “How do we know what subgroups to use?” FAQ E-29 explains in 
more detail which categories of students are included in the Department’s definition 
of a subgroup. For the purpose of this competition the Department defines subgroup 
as “each category of students identified under Section 1111 (b)(2)(C)(v)(II) of the 
ESEA and any combined subgroups used in the State accountability system that is 
approved by the Department in a State’s request for ESEA flexibility”. Section 1111 
(b)(2)(C)(v)(II) of the ESEA includes economically disadvantaged students, students 
from major racial and ethnic groups, students with disabilities, and students with 
limited English proficiency.  

Next question is: “How do you determine the comparison group for table (A)(4)(b) 
for achievement gaps?” FAQ E-5 describes how to identify the comparison groups to 
use to complete table (A)(4)(b). The comparison group is the LEA’s or State’s 
highest-achieving subgroup in reading or language arts and in mathematics as 
measured by the assessments required under the ESEA. You will identify this 
comparison group in the comparison group column in table (A)(4)(b). You identify 
this comparison group, as I said, in the comparison group column in (A)(4)(b). You 
can also find this table on pages 37 and 38 of the application.  

The next question is: “Do we have to have goals for student subgroups for all of the 
performance areas?” The answer is yes. In order to successfully address each area 
(a) through (d) under selection criterion (A)(4), applicants must submit ambitious 
yet achievable annual goals that are equal to or exceed State ESEA targets, where 
applicable, overall and by student subgroup (which is defined in the notice), for each 
participating LEA. For more information about performance measures for 
consortium members, please see FAQ E-26.  

“Will our application be adversely affected if we do not provide precise performance 
targets?” Others have asked whether they must provide baseline and growth targets 
if their State is transitioning to a new State assessment in future years. FAQ E-27 
addresses the question of how an applicant can respond if future performance 
measures are to be determined for the (E)(3) table. An applicant could choose to 
enter “to be determined” for future targets, but applicants must understand that this 
decision is not fully responsive to the application’s request for ambitious yet 
achievable targets and could affect the scoring of this criterion.  

Please note that for consortium applicants, applicants may respond to the (E)(3) 
performance measure tables by submitting aggregate data and targets for the 
consortium or separate data and targets for each LEA within the consortium 
depending on the applicant’s plans.  



On September 4th, we hosted a webinar called Preparing the Budget. You can find 
the slides on our website and the transcript will be posted in the near future. Since 
that time, we have received a few additional questions about the budget, which we 
will review now.  

Most of the questions we have received concerning the budget ask how to apply 
budget bands to the number of participating students and how to use the project-
level budget tables in the application. Potential applicants have asked if an applicant 
can submit a proposal to ask for less than four million dollars. The answer to this is 
no. The NIA establishes that the Department will not consider an application that 
requests a budget outside the applicable range of awards. The smallest budget band 
is four to ten million dollars for applications with two thousand to five thousand 
participating students, or an applicant that proposes to serve fewer than two 
thousand students provided that those students are served by a consortium of at 
least ten LEAs and at least seventy-five percent of students served by each LEA are 
participating students. Once again, the Department will not consider an application 
that requests a budget outside the applicable range of awards.  

The NIA also establishes that an applicant budget must not be greater than or less 
than the applicable range of awards, and must be appropriate for and consistent 
with the plan it proposes in its application. So in this example, if the applicant lists 
ten thousand participating students, it may only request between a minimum award 
of ten million dollars up to a maximum award of twenty million dollars.  

Since last week's webinar, we have received a few questions asking for clarification 
on project-level budgets. The Notice Inviting Applications establishes selection 
criterion (F)(1), which requires applicants to provide a summary and itemized costs 
necessary to carry out the proposed plan. The Department does not specify a 
required number of projects. The number of projects is at the applicant’s discretion 
and depends on the individual plan. The applicant’s budget should reflect the work 
associated with fully implementing the high-quality plan and all other aspects of its 
proposal.  

We will now answer common questions about the uses of Race to the Top - District 
funds. These questions address whether a Race to the Top - District grant has a 
supplement, not supplant requirement, whether an applicant can award sub-grants, 
and allowable uses of funds. So here’s the first question: “Does an RTT-D grant have 
a ‘supplement, not supplant’ requirement?” The FY 2013 Race to the Top - District 
program does not have a supplement, not supplant requirement nor does it require 
matching funds.  

Another question: “If awarded a grant, can the funds be used to make sub-grants?” 
FAQ G-2 explains that grantees under the FY 2013 Race to the Top - District 
competition may not make sub-grants to other entities. However grantees may 
award contracts for services related to their grant activities. When rewarding 
contracts, please be sure that you are following appropriate State and local 



procurement procedures, the FAQ G-16 for clarification on procurement and 
contracting rule.  

Next question: “If we win a grant, can we use money to pay for costs incurred during 
the application stage?” Grantees are eligible to be reimbursed for pre-award costs 
from the date their award is announced. The Department will not reimburse pre-
award costs that are unallowable, unreasonable, or ineligible under applicable 
regulations. Specifically, we have been asked whether a budget could include costs 
such as a grant writer incurred in preparing the application. A grantee may not 
charge the costs for preparing its application as a direct cost. However, a grantee 
may treat costs associated with preparing its application, including the costs of a 
grant writer, as indirect costs. You can find more information about pre-reward 
costs in FAQs G-6 and G-7.  

The last section addresses common questions about mayoral and State comment 
periods. This slide lists questions we’ve recently received about State and mayoral 
comment periods. Many other questions relating to the comment period were 
addressed in the August 15th FAQ webinar that is posted on the Race to the Top - 
District website.  

First question is: “Does an applicant have to submit its application to the mayor or 
State for comment?” Most of the answers regarding the State and mayor comment 
period can be found in section F in the FAQs. FAQ F-2 explains that as part of its 
application, each LEA must provide both its mayor and State at least ten business 
days to comment on the LEA’s application. The State and local comment periods 
may occur either sequentially or concurrently so long as each is provided ten 
business days to comment. If the LEA is located in a town without a mayor, the LEA 
should provide a city or town administrator, or a comparable official, at least ten 
business days to comment. LEAs applying as part of a consortium that have the 
same mayor or comparable official may jointly solicit comments from shared 
mayors or comparable officials. If an LEA has more than one mayor or comparable 
official, then the LEA must give each mayor or comparable official an opportunity to 
comment on its application. For more information about who from the State should 
provide comment see FAQ F-3.  

The question on this slide asks: “If there has not been any changes in State or local 
officials since last year’s application do we need to submit our applications for 
comment again this year?” The answer is yes. An applicant that applied during the 
FY 2012 Race to the Top - District competition must offer State and local officials an 
opportunity to comment on the FY 2013 application even if the respondents have 
not changed. In the application, applicants will assure that the State and local 
comment period was met (on page 17 for individual applicants and page 24 for 
consortium applicants) and site the page reference as to where the submitted 
comments, evidence, and responses are located in the appendix. At a minimum, 
these comments will be part of the evidence considered in selection criteria (B)(3) 
and (B)(4). Please note that the type of evidence is at the applicant’s discretion. The 



Department is unable to provide advice on what evidence would be sufficient to 
meet this requirement.  

The next question is: “Must each LEA in a consortium have to provide a State and 
local official an opportunity to comment?” Yes, each LEA in a consortium must give 
its State or mayor or comparable official ten business days to comment on the 
application. LEAs applying as a consortium that are in the same State or have the 
same mayor or comparable official may jointly solicit comments from shared States 
or mayors or comparable officials.  

I’ll now turn it back over to Ann to review the resources and respond to questions 
that have come in through the chat feature.  

Thank you, Meredith. Before we get to some of your questions that have come in 
through the chat feature we just wanted to do a final public service announcement 
about where you can find some resources. We know we mentioned this a couple of 
times before but again we are planning to host our final webinar on September 20th. 
So if you have any last remaining questions after today that come up, please feel free 
to send them into our email box and we will include them in our September 20th 
webinar. Again, we do have a way to sign up for the webinar. All of that information 
will be located on our website and it will give you the date, the time, and how to 
register. And then finally you can find all our wonderful resources and materials on 
our website as well as past successful applications and peer reviewer feedback on 
comments.  

So let’s move to some of the questions that have come in through today's chat. Our 
first question asks: “We are considering an approach for gathering teacher support 
that would involve issuing a survey and gathering electronic signatures. Is this 
approach allowable and acceptable?” So again we can’t comment on an individual 
approach or individual evidence within an application, but we encourage you to use 
your best judgment on how to respond to that selection criterion. As a quick 
reminder, this would be a part of the application that the peer reviewers will be 
evaluating against the selection criteria and what the actual criterion asks for is the 
extent to which each LEA has demonstrated evidence of. So as you’re including that 
evidence within your narrative make sure that you provide all the information that 
you think best makes your case in responding to that.  

The next question asks: “If an air conditioner or wiring is needed to ensure the 
proper environment for new computer labs to implement a component of our grant 
application, is it an allowable cost to pay for out of our grant? The air conditioner 
would just be for that one computer lab and not the whole school.” So again, we 
can’t answer a specific question to an application, but we do have a lot of 
information on what allowable costs are within our FAQ documents. So that’s G-1 
through G-15 and in general proposed costs must be reasonable, necessary, and 
allowable and consistent with your proposal. As you’re thinking about what to 
include or not to include in that budget, really go through that rigorous review 



process of whether that act is reasonable and necessary to meet the components of 
your grant and your proposal.  

The next question asks: “By what year of the grant do we need to have reached all of 
the participating students we said we would reach? My assumption would be that 
the plan is taken to the outlying scale by year four, but I want to be sure.” First, we 
really appreciate you clarifying and wanting to make sure that you have it accurate 
because we wanted to make sure that everybody knew that you must provide an 
actual or approximate count of students who will receive services in the first year of 
the grant. So not scale up to the fourth year. Your participating student count should 
start with that first year you plan to begin to serve students. And again you may plan 
to increase that number over time, but your budget band that you come in for must 
be aligned to the number of students that you will serve in that first year of the 
grant. But again to be eligible, applicants must serve at least two thousand students 
in the first year of the grant or meet the consortia expectation of ten or more 
participating LEAs. Additionally you must base your requested reward amount on 
the number students you are prepared to serve in the first year of the grant. For 
more information on that see FAQs C-6 and C-7.  

So our next question: “If we received Race to the Top money in a State,” and this 
person used the example of Tennessee as a participating LEA from a State grant, 
“are we eligible to apply for the Race to the Top - District grant?” The answer is yes. 
Again, if you are a participating LEA in a Race to the Top State grant Phase One, 
Phase Two, or Phase Three, you are eligible to apply for a Race to the Top - District 
grant so long as you did not receive a grant under the FY 2012 Race to the Top - 
District competition. So again if you’re a member of one of the 16 awardees from the 
Race to the Top - District competition, and if you have any doubt if you are one of 
those give your program officer a call, you cannot apply. But, if you are just a 
participating district in a State grant you are eligible to apply.  

Our next question is regarding our comment period. The questioner asks: 
“Regarding providing all relevant information regarding the city/State 
administrator comment period, what section of the application is this to be 
addressed in? Also, what is the level of detail you are looking for in terms of 
‘relevant information’?” So the comment period, again as Meredith mentioned, is an 
application requirement in Sections V. and VI. of the application. These sections 
direct an applicant to explain where in the application you provided evidence that 
the comment period was met. Peer reviewers will consider these comments as part 
of the selection criteria (B)(3) and (B)(4). Please use your best judgment in 
determining what evidence to provide to show that this requirement has been met 
and that you’re covering all relevant information.  

Next question asks: “Are we required to have matching or in-kind funds?” The 
answer is no. That is not a requirement of the Race to the Top - District competition, 
but I would direct you to selection criteria (F) around the budget where it does ask 
you to explain what other resources will be used in addition to the Race to the Top - 
District budget to support the implementation of your proposal. And as part of that 



we do ask for a narrative explanation of State, local, and other in-service or outside 
funds just to help advance this work on the ground.  

The next question asks: “Is this an ARRA, American Recovery and Reinvestment Act, 
grant? If so, would each district need to file the ARRA report like the 1512 reporting 
requirements, or would that be up to the lead LEA?” The good news on this one, well 
maybe not good news depending on who you are, the factual news on this one is 
that this is not a grant administered under the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act, so the 1512 and ARRA reporting is not required. But as with any 
new competition and competitive grant that has been awarded in the last three 
years there is something called the FFATA reporting requirements, the Federal 
Funding Accountability and Transparency Act, and that does apply to the Race to the 
Top - District FY 2013 grant. There’s additional information on this in our FAQ 
document in K-1 and K-2. If you receive a grant there’ll be a lot more information 
about the FFATA and other programs requirements in terms of reporting and 
expectations.  

So with that we’re going to pause for a quick moment as we get in some additional 
questions through the chat feature. Again, please feel free to chat in any questions 
you have about today’s presentation or anything that has come up prior to now as 
you’re thinking through your application or the process. Again, we can’t answer 
particular questions relating to an individual proposal, but we can answer general 
questions about process, some of the selection criterion and definitions. So we’re 
going to put everybody on mute for a second and feel free to continue to chat in.  

Welcome back everybody. We’ve had a few more questions come in and we’re going 
to try and answer those and, again, keep them coming. We have a few more minutes, 
so we have time to answer them as they come up.  

The first question asks: “For most federal grants, capital outlays, such as wiring and 
electrical upgrades to implement technology components of proposed project 
design are unallowable budget expenditures. Is that the case in Race to the Top - 
District competition?” We encourage you review FAQ G-15. Construction may be 
permissible under the circumstances discussed in that FAQ. So, again, read that 
carefully and think about how it fits into the narrative of your proposal and grant 
and whether it’s necessary and reasonable. Use your best judgment here.  

Our next question asks: “Is the State in the State comments the Department of 
Education at the State Headquarters or the State Official like the State 
Representative like grants we have written in the past?” We have an FAQ on this. 
That’s FAQ F-3. We, at the Federal level, have not identified a specific agency or 
office within the State. We ask you to consult your State. You can start with your SEA 
or your governor’s office to get the team that’s going to be working on this for you. 
And again you got to make sure that you have that State official as part of your 
comment period.  



The next question goes back to the number of students served. We’re going to 
quickly go to slide twenty-eight to review this quickly again and ask that people who 
have additional questions like this, actually go to FAQ C-9, because that actually 
walks through an example. The question asks: “Related to the number students 
served in year one versus total served in four years, would the list of participating 
schools with the number of students be for the first year or for all four years?” So as 
an eligibility requirement, applicants must come in proposing to serve two thousand 
or more students in the first year of the grant. So whatever the number is you’re 
proposing to serve in the first year of the grant determines your budget band and 
your award range. If you’re serving five thousand five hundred students, you could 
come in from ten to twenty million. If you’re serving ten thousand six hundred 
students, you would come in for serving twenty to twenty-five million. You are 
welcome and allowed to scale up after that within the four years, but that does not 
permit you to go to a different budget band. So if you come in proposing to serve five 
thousand and ten students in year one and will go up to a hundred million by year 
four, you are still only eligible to apply for ten and twenty million under the Race to 
the Top - District grant. So again, at a minimum, you have to come in with at least 
two thousand participating students, unless you are going to be an LEA that’s part of 
a consortium of at least ten or more LEAs that serve 75 percent of their students in 
each LEA. You may scale up but your year one participating student counts 
determine what award range you are eligible to apply for. And again, this is a 
requirement. So if your application indicates that you are not meeting either the 
minimum participating number of students or are applying outside of your award 
range, you will not be eligible for a grant.  

Another question that just came in: “If an entire school district is applying, may we 
use county commissioners as mayor equivalents or do we need to track down 
mayors even though not all areas have a mayor since they are unincorporated.” So 
we do have an FAQ about this. If your LEA or consortium spans across more than 
one local or town official, you must give them all an opportunity to comment on 
your application. That’s FAQ F-9. In this case, if you are in a district that 
hypothetically has three mayors and four county officials in the unincorporated 
pieces of it, all six of those officials must have an opportunity to comment on your 
application as part of the requirements for the Race to the Top - District 
competition. Again that’s FAQ F-9.  

The next question that has come in and we’re doing just in time questions here: 
“What is the total money available to pay out? How much money is available from 
the Federal Government for this grant?” So as part of the FY 2013 Race to the Top - 
District competition, we have a total of approximately a hundred and twenty million 
dollars for grants. It’s a little bit rough, because there were some cuts because of 
sequestration. There are some accounts for depending on how many grants actually 
come in and whether we can fully fund things. But, it’s around a hundred and twenty 
million in new awards.  



So sorry we’re just letting a couple more questions come in before we respond. Okay 
it looks like we have one more question that has come in for table (A)(2): “Do we 
complete the information for number of students, teachers, low income etc. for the 
first year only or for each year? We will be scaling up grades and targets in year two 
plus I’m trying to figure out for table (A)(2) what the needs are included.” Thank 
you, so that’s a wonderful question. Sorry about that, so the answer is with the table 
(A)(2). Again for people on the phone who may not have in front of them, (A)(2) 
asks for the applicants approach to implementation and it asks for it by each LEA, 
participating school, grade, and subjects, number of the participating educators, and 
number of participating students included in the FY 2013 Race to the Top - District 
plan. So we encourage you to, in that table, provide the information for year one of 
the grant and then provide additional information about how you will be scaling up 
to additional schools, teachers, and students, etc.. It is part of the evidence and 
thinking through your narrative in (A)(3). So selection criterion (A)(3), which also 
asks for the extent to which the application includes a high-quality plan (as defined 
in the notice) describing how the reform proposal will be scaled up and translated 
into meaningful reform and for district-wide change beyond the participating 
schools, and will help the applicant reach its outcomes and goals. So as your 
thinking about providing that information for year one, and as you scale up a 
complimentary narrative in (A)(3) describing about how that will translate into 
LEA-wide reform and change, it may be useful in approaching some of that section’s 
criteria. Same thing in how you’re thinking about providing the narrative rationale 
in selection criterion (A)(2). With that we actually have no more questions. So we’ll 
put everybody on mute for one second to see if any last minute questions come in. 

No additional questions have come in, so we are actually going to wrap up then. 
Again, thank you for joining today’s webinar. You can find the FAQ documents, today 
slides, and additional past webinars, slides, and information on our website. We will 
be taking questions to include in our final webinar on September 20th no later than 
September 16th. So get in your additional questions in by September 16th if you want 
them included on the September 20th webinar. That webinar will be the last 
opportunity to have your questions answered. So, again, we will not be hosting any 
additional webinars or responding to any additional questions after the September 
20th webinar. So make sure that you carefully go through your applications, carefully 
go through the FAQs, and tee up any additional last thoughts or questions you may 
have.  

Again thank you so much for your participation today and we look forward to 
receiving your applications on October 3rd by 4:30 pm Washington, DC time. 


