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This application was generated using the PDFE functionality. The PDF functionality automatically numbers the pages 1n this application.
Some pages/sections of this application may contain 2 sets of page numbers, one set created by the applicant and the other set created by
e-Application’s PDF functionality. Page numbers created by the e-Application PDF functionality will be preceded by the letter e (for
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OMB Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 01/31/2009

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424 Version 02
*1. Type of Submission: * 2. Type of Application: * |f Revision, select appropriate letter(s):

j Preapplication Z New

E Application | Continuation * Other (Specify)

j Changed/Corrected Application : Revision

* 3. Date Received: 4. Applicant Identifier:

05/09/2011

5a. Federal Entity Identifier: * 5b. Federal Award |dentifier:

State Use Only:

6. Date Received by State: 7. State Application ldentifier:

8. APPLICANT INFORMATION:

" a.lLegal Name: |g1 Department of Elementary and Secondary Education

* b. Employer/Taxpayer ldentification Number (EIN/TIN): * ¢. Organizational DUNS:

05-6000522 929956563

d. Address:

* Street1: 255 Westminster Street

Street2:

* City: Providence

County:

* State: RI: Rhode Island

Province:

* Country: USA: UNITED STATES

* Zip / Postal Code: 02903

e. Organizational Unit:

Department Name: Division Name:

f. Name and contact information of person to be contacted on matters involving this application:

Prefix: * First Name: Diane

Middle Name:

* Last Name: |@i+a+d

Suffix;

Title:

Organizational Affiliation:

* Telephone Number: |ap01-222-8479 Fax Number:

*Email: |[diane.girarde@ride.ri.gov

R/ S371C11 e
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OMB Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 01/31/2009

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424 Version 02

9. Type of Applicant 1: Select Applicant Type:

A: State Government

Type of Applicant 2: Select Applicant Type:

Type of Applicant 3: Select Applicant Type:

* Other (specify):

*10. Name of Federal Agency:

U.S. Department of Education

11. Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Number:

84 .371

CFDA Title:

Striving Readers

*12. Funding Opportunity Number:

ED-GRANTS-031011-002

* Title:

Office of Elementary and Secondary Education {(OESE); Striving Readers Comprehensive Literacy Grant
Program CFDA Number 84.371C

13. Competition Identification Number:

864-371C2011-1

Title:

14. Areas Affected by Project (Cities, Counties, States, etc.):

*15. Descriptive Title of Applicant’'s Project:

RI's Striving Readers Comprehensive Literacy Program Project

Attach supporting documents as specified in agency instructions.

R/ S371C11 e2
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Application for Federal Assistance SF-424

16. Congressional Districts Of:

* a. Applicant 2

Attach an additional list of Program/Project Congressional Districts if needed.

17. Proposed Project:

*a. Start Date: |10/01/2011

18. Estimated Funding ($):

* a. Federal 8,000,000.00
* b. Applicant 0.00
* ¢c. State 0.00
*d. Local 0.00
*e. Other 0.00
*f. Program Income 0.00
*g. TOTAL 8,000,000.00

* b. Program/Project

*b. End Date:

*19. Is Application Subject to Review By State Under Executive Order 12372 Process?

:| c. Program is not covered by E.O. 12372.

* 20. Is the Applicant Delinquent On Any Federal Debt? (If "Yes", provide explanation.)

:| Yes

%No

all

12/31/2014

j a. This application was made available to the State under the Executive Order 12372 Process for review on

Z b. Program is subject to E.O. 12372 but has not been selected by the State for review.

OMB Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 01/31/2009

Version 02

21. *By signing this application, | certify (1) to the statements contained in the list of certifications™ and (2) that the statements
herein are true, complete and accurate to the best of my knowledge. | also provide the required assurances™ and agree to
comply with any resulting terms if | accept an award. | am aware that any false, fictitious, or fraudulent statements or claims may
subject me to criminal, civil, or administrative penalties. (U.S. Code, Title 218, Section 1001)

** | AGREE

** The list of certifications and assurances, or an internet site where you may obtain this list, is contained in the announcement or agency
specific instructions.

Authorized Representative:

Prefix:

Middle Name:

M1 .

* First Name:

David

*Last Name: |[Luther

Suffix;

* Title:

Administrator, Federal Grants

* Telephone Number: [401-222-4652

* Email:

Fax Number: |401-222-2823

david.luther@ride.ri.gov

* Signature of Authorized Representative:

Authorized for Local Reproduction

T N mber-GRANT 10865010

DAVID LUTHER

* Date Signed:

05/09/2011

Standard Form 424 (Revised 10/2005)
Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102

e3
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OMB Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 01/31/2009

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424 Version 02

* Applicant Federal Debt Delinquency Explanation

The following field should contain an explanation if the Applicant organization is delinquent on any Federal Debt. Maximum number of
characters that can be entered is 4,000. Try and avoid extra spaces and carriage returns to maximize the availability of space.

R/ S371C11 e4
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION OMB Control Number: 1890-0004

BUDGET INFORMATION

Expiration Date: 06/30/20035

NON-CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS

Applicants requesting funding for only one year should complete the
Name of Institution/Organization: column under "Project Year 1." Applicants requesting funding for multi-
RI Department of Elementary and ... year grants should complete all applicable columns. Please read all
instructions before completing form.

SECTION A - BUDGET SUMMARY
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION FUNDS

(b) () (d) ()

S 96,000 | 98,880 |$ 101,846
$ 116,000 |$ 120,000 |$ 120,000
9. Total Direct Costs  |$ 7971998 |s 7972206 s  7.972.323 S 23.916.,617
(lines 1-8)

11. Training Stipends
12. Total Costs (lines 9- S 7.999907|$  7.999.933|s 0o |s 0 Is  23.999.909
11)

*Indirect Cost Information (To Be Completed by Your Business Office):

If you are requesting reimbursement for indirect costs on line 10, please answer the following questions:

(1) Do you have an Indirect Cost Rate Agreement approved by the Federal government? IXI ves ] No

(2) If yes, please provide the following information:
Period Covered by the Indirect Cost Rate Agreement: From: 7/1/2010 To: 9/30/2011 (mm/dd/yyyy)

Approving Federal agency: [X] ED L[] Other (please specity):
(3) For Restricted Rate Programs (check one) -- Are you using a restricted indirect cost rate that:

[X] 15 included in your approved Indirect Cost Rate Agreement? or, [ ] Complies with 34 CFR 76.564(c)(2)?

ED Form No. 524

PR/Award # S371C110027 ed



U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION OMB Control Number: 1890-0004

BUDGET INFORMATION

NON-CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS Expiration Date: 06/30/2005

Applicants requesting funding for only one year should complete the
Name of Institution/Organization: column under "Project Year 1." Applicants requesting funding for multi-
RI Department of Elementary and ... year grants should complete all applicable columns. Please read all
instructions before completing form.

SECTION B - BUDGET SUMMARY
NON-FEDERAL FUNDS

(b) (c) (d) (€)
(lines 1-8)

11)
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OMB Approval No.: 4040-0007
Expiration Date: 07/30/2010

ASSURANCES - NON-CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 15 minutes per response, including time for reviewing
instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of

information. Send comments regarding t
reducing this burden, to the Office of Ma

ne burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for
nagement and Budget, Paperwork Reduction Project (0348-0040), Washington, DC 20503.

PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET. SEND

IT TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

NOTE.:

As the duly authorized representative of the applicant, | certify that the applicant:

Certain of these assurances may not be applicable to your project or program. If you have questions, please contact the
awarding agency. Further, certain Federal awarding agencies may require applicants to certify to additional assurances.

If such is the case, you will be notified.

1. Has the legal authority to apply for Federal assistance Act of 1973, as amended (29 U.S.C. §794), which
and the institutional, managerial and financial capability prohibits discrimination on the basis of handicaps; (d)
(including funds sufficient to pay the non-Federal share the Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended (42 U.
of project cost) to ensure proper planning, management S.C. §§6101-6107), which prohibits discrimination on
and completion of the project described in this the basis of age; (e) the Drug Abuse Office and
application. Treatment Act of 1972 (P.L. 92-255), as amended,
relating to nondiscrimination on the basis of drug
2. Wil give the awarding agency, the Comptroller General abuse; (f) the Comprehensive Alcohol Abuse and
of the United States and, if appropriate, the State, Alcoholism Prevention, Treatment and Rehabilitation
through any authorized representative, access to and Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-616), as amended, relating to
the right to examine all records, books, papers, or nondiscrimination on the basis of alcohol abuse or
documents related to the award; and will establish a alcoholism; (g) §8§523 and 527 of the Public Health
proper accounting system in accordance with generally Service Act of 1912 (42 U.S.C. §§290 dd-3 and 290
accepted accounting standards or agency directives. ee- 3), as amended, relating to confidentiality of alcohol
and drug abuse patient records; (h) Title VIII of the Civil
3. Will establish safeguards to prohibit employees from Rights Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. §§3601 et seq.), as
using their positions for a purpose that constitutes or amended, relating to nondiscrimination in the sale,
presents the appearance of personal or organizational rental or financing of housing; (i) any other
conflict of interest, or personal gain. nondiscrimination provisions in the specific statute(s)
under which application for Federal assistance is being
4. Will initiate and complete the work within the applicable made; and, ()) the requirements ot any other
time frame after receipt of approval of the awarding nonc.ilscrlmlnatlon statute(s) which may apply to the
agency. application.
. . Will comply, or has already complied, with the
2 \1/\325 i?ng g Ig' t§h§e 4|;I;ZE?I$E§3nrrSIZ?i?| I:’Oersonngleé:t of requirements of Titles Il and Il of the Uniform
S J 10 Prestlibe Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition
Sta”d?rds for merit systems for programs .;‘.md?d unaer Policies Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-646) which provide for
Enegn;?: ; ifsg)aliul\tl?ss g;arﬁc?;:gg?gf:ﬁgi;eg Is?tem of fair and equitable treatment of persons displaced or
szsonnel Administration (5 C.F.R. 900, Sub yart F) whose property is acquired as a result of Federal or
T ’ P ' federally-assisted programs. These requirements
| | | apply to all interests in real property acquired for
6. Will comply with all Federal statutes relating to

nondiscrimination. These include but are not limited to:
(a) Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (P.L. 88-352)
which prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color

project purposes regardless of Federal participation in
purchases.

8. Will comply, as applicable, with provisions of the
Hatch Act (5 U.S.C. §§1501-1508 and 7324-7328)
which limit the political activities of employees whose
principal employment activities are funded in whole
or in part with Federal funds.

or national origin; (b) Title X of the Education
Amendments of 1972, as amended (20 U.S.C.§§1681-
1683, and 1685-1686), which prohibits discrimination on
the basis of sex; (c) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation

Previous Edition Usable Standard Form 424B (Rev. 7-97)

Authorized for Local Reproduction Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102

T N mber-GRANT 10865010
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9. Will comply, as applicable, with the provisions of the Davis- 12. Will comply with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of
Bacon Act (40 U.S.C. §§276a to 27/6a-7), the Copeland Act 1968 (16 U.S.C. §8§1271 et seq.) related to protecting
(40 U.S.C. §276c and 18 U.S.C. §874), and the Contract components or potential components of the national
Work Hours and Safety Standards Act (40 U.S.C. §§327- wild and scenic rivers system.
333), regarding labor standards for federally-assisted
construction subagreements. 13. Will assist the awarding agency in assuring compliance
with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
10. Will comply, if applicable, with flood insurance purchase Act of 1966, as amended (16 U.S.C. §470), EO 11593
requirements of Section 102(a) of the Flood Disaster (identification and protection of historic properties), and
Protection Act of 1973 (P.L. 93-234) which requires the Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act of
recipients in a special flood hazard area to participate in the 1974 (16 U.S.C. §8469a-1 et seq.).
program and to pur.chase flood ipggrar!ce if the total cost of 14.  Will comply with P.L. 93-348 regarding the protection of
insurable construction and acquisition is $10,000 or more. human subjects involved in research, development, and
11. Wil comply with environmental standards which may be related activities supported by this award of assistance.
prescribed pursuant to the following: (a) institution of 15. Will comply with the Laboratory Animal Welfare Act of

environmental quality control measures under the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (P.L. 91-190) and
Executive Order (EO) 11514; (b) notification of violating
facilities pursuant to EO 11738; (c) protection of wetlands
pursuant to EO 11990; (d) evaluation of flood hazards in
floodplains in accordance with EO 11988; (e) assurance of

1966 (P.L. 89-544, as amended, 7 U.5.C. §§2131 et
seq.) pertaining to the care, handling, and treatment of
warm blooded animals held for research, teaching, or
other activities supported by this award of assistance.

16. Will comply with the Lead-Based Paint Poisoning
project consistency with the approved State management Prevention Act (42 U.S.C. §84801 et seq.) which
program developed under the Coastal Zone Management prohibits the use of lead-based paint in construction or
Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. §§1451 et seq.); () conformity of rehabilitation of residence structures.

Federal actions to State (Clean Air) Implementation Plans
under Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act of 1955, as 17. Will cause to be performed the required financial and

amended (42 U.S.C. §§7401 et seq.); (g) protection of
underground sources of drinking water under the Safe
Drinking Water Act of 1974, as amended (P.L. 93-523);
and, (h) protection of endangered species under the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (P.L. 93-
205).

18.

compliance audits in accordance with the Single Audit
Act Amendments of 1996 and OMB Circular No. A-133,
"Audits of States, Local Governments, and Non-Profit
Organizations.”

Will comply with all applicable requirements of all other
Federal laws, executive orders, regulations, and policies
governing this program.

* SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED CERTIFYING OFFICIAL *TITLE

DAVID LUTHER

Administrator, Federal Grants

* APPLICANT ORGANIZATION *DATE SUBMITTED

RI Department of Elementary and Secondary Education 05/09/2011

Standard Form 424B (Rev. 7-97) Back

T N mber-GRANT 10865010
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DISCLOSURE OF LOBBYING ACTIVITIES
Approved by OMB

Complete this form to disclose lobbying activities pursuant to 31 U.S5.C.1352 0348-0046

1. * Type of Federal Action: 2. * Status of Federal Action: 3. * Report Type:

[I a. contract [I a. bid/offer/application E a. initial filing
% b. grant g b. initial award I: b. material change

I:I C. cooperative agreement [I c. post-award

I:I d. loan
I:I e. loan guarantee
|:| f. loan insurance

4. Name and Address of Reporting Entity:

& FPrime SubAwardee
* Name |
RI Department Of Elementary and Secondary Education
* Street 1 | Street 2
255 Westminster Street
* City | State Zip
Providence

Congressional District, if kKnown:

5. If Reporting Entity in No.4 is Subawardee, Enter Name and Address of Prime:

6. * Federal Department/Agency: 7. * Federal Program Name/Description:

USDOE Striving Readers

CFDA Number, if applicable: 84.371

8. Federal Action Number, if known: 9. Award Amount, if known:

$

10. a. Name and Address of Lobbying Registrant:

Prefix * First Name NA Middle Name
* [ ast Name Suffix
NA
* Street 1 Streef 2
* City State Zip

b. Individual Performing Services (including address if different from No. 10a)

Prefix * First Name NA Middle Name
* [ ast Name Stffix
NA
* Street 1 Street 2
* City State Zip

11 . Information requested through this form is authorized by title 31 U.S.C. section 1352. This disclosure of lobbying activities is a material representation of fact upon which
reliance was placed by the tier above when the transaction was made or entered into. This disclosure is required pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1352. This information will be reported to

the Congress semi-annually and will be available for public inspection. Any person who fails to file the required disclosure shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less than
$10,000 and not more than $100,000 for each such failure.

& - .
Signature: |pavip L.UTHER

*Name: Prefix * First Name | Middle Name
David

* [ ast Name Suffix
Luther

Title: Telephone No.: Date: |o5/09/2011

Authorized for Local Reproduction
Standard Form - LLL {Rev. 7-97)

R/ S371C11 €9
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T N mber-GRANT 10865010

OMB Control No. 1894-0005 (Exp. 01/31/2011)

NOTICE TO ALL APPLICANTS

The purpose of this enclosure is to inform you about a new
provision in the Department of Education’'s General
Education Provisions Act (GEPA) that applies to applicants
for new grant awards under Department programs. This
provision is Section 427 of GEPA, enacted as part of the
Improving America’'s Schools Act of 1994 (Public Law (P.L.)
103-382).

To Whom Does This Provision Apply?

Section 427 of GEPA affects applicants for new grant
awards under this program. ALL APPLICANTS FOR
NEW AWARDS MUST INCLUDE INFORMATION IN
THEIR APPLICATIONS TO ADDRESS THIS NEW
PROVISION IN ORDER TO RECEIVE FUNDING UNDER
THIS PROGRAM.

(If this program is a State-formula grant program, a State
needs to provide this description only for projects or
activities that it carries out with funds reserved for State-level
uses. In addition, local school districts or other eligible
applicants that apply to the State for funding need to provide
this description in their applications to the State for funding.
The State would be responsible for ensuring that the school
district or other local entity has submitted a sufficient

section 427 statement as described below.)

What Does This Provision Require?

Section 427 requires each applicant for funds (other than an
individual person) to include in its application a description
of the steps the applicant proposes to take to ensure
equitable access to, and participation in, its
Federally-assisted program for students, teachers, and
other program beneficiaries with special needs. This
provision allows applicants discretion in developing the
required description. The statute highlights six types of
barriers that can impede equitable access or participation:
gender, race, national origin, color, disability, or age.

Based on local circumstances, you should determine
whether these or other barriers may prevent your students,
teachers, etc. from such access or participation in, the
Federally-funded project or activity. The description in your
application of steps to be taken to overcome these barriers
need not be lengthy; you may provide a clear and succinct

description of how you plan to address those barriers that are
applicable to your circumstances. |n addition, the information
may be provided in a single narrative, or, if appropriate, may
be discussed in connection with related topics in the
application.

Section 427 i1s not intended to duplicate the requirements of
civil rights statutes, but rather to ensure that, in designing
their projects, applicants for Federal funds address equity
concerns that may affect the ability of certain potential
beneficiaries to fully participate in the project and to achieve
to high standards. Consistent with program requirements and
its approved application, an applicant may use the Federal
funds awarded to it to eliminate barriers it identifies.

What are Examples of How an Applicant Might Satisfy the
Requirement of This Provision?

The following examples may help illustrate how an applicant
may comply with Section 427.

(1) An applicant that proposes to carry out an adult literacy
project serving, among others, adults with limited English
proficiency, might describe in its application how it intends to
distribute a brochure about the proposed project to such
potential participants in their native language.

(2) An applicant that proposes to develop instructional
materials for classroom use might describe how it will make
the materials available on audio tape or in braille for students
who are blind.

(3) An applicant that proposes to carry out a model science
program for secondary students and is concerned that girls
may be less likely than boys to enroll in the course, might
indicate how it intends to conduct "outreach” efforts to girls,
to encourage their enrollment.

We recognize that many applicants may already be
implementing effective steps to ensure equity of
access and participation in their grant programs, and
we appreciate your cooperation in responding to the
requirements of this provision.

Estimated Burden Statement for GEPA Requirements

According to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information

unless such collection displays a valid OMB control number. The valid OMB control number for this information collection

Is 1894-0005. The time required to complete this information collection is estimated to average 1.5 hours per response,

including the time to review instructions, search existing data resources, gather the data needed, and complete and review

the information collection. If you have any comments concerning the accuracy of the time estimate(s) or suggestions

for improving this form, please write to: U.S. Department of Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C.

20202-4537.

Optional - You may attach 1 file to this page.

e10
Funding Opportunity Number:ED-GRANTS-031011-002 Received Date:2011-05-09T09:51:04-04:00




CERTIFICATION REGARDING LOBBYING

Certification for Contracts, Grants, Loans, and Cooperative Agreements

The undersigned certifies, to the best of his or her knowledge and belief, that:

(1) No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of the undersigned, to any
person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of an agency, a Member of
Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with
the awarding of any Federal contract, the making of any Federal grant, the making of any Federal loan, the
entering into of any cooperative agreement, and the extension, continuation, renewal, amendment, or
modification of any Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement.

(2) If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid to any person for
influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an
officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with this Federal
contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement, the undersigned shall complete and submit Standard
Form-LLL, "Disclosure of Lobbying Activities,” in accordance with its instructions.

(3) The undersigned shall require that the language of this certification be included in the award documents
for all subawards at all tiers (including subcontracts, subgrants, and contracts under grants, loans, and
cooperative agreements) and that all subrecipients shall certify and disclose accordingly. This certification
Is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when this transaction was made or
entered into. Submission of this certification is a prerequisite for making or entering into this transaction
iImposed by section 1352, title 31, U.S. Code. Any person who fails to file the required certification shall be
subject to a civil penalty of not less than $10,00 O and not more than $100,000 for each such failure.

Statement for Loan Guarantees and Loan Insurance

he undersigned states, to the best of his or her knowledge and belief, that:

If any funds have been paid or will be paid to any person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer
or employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of
a Member of Congress in connection with this commitment providing for the United States to insure or
guarantee a loan, the undersigned shall complete and submit Standard Form-LLL, "Disclosure of Lobbying
Activities,” in accordance with its instructions. Submission of this statement is a prerequisite for making or
entering into this transaction imposed by section 1352, title 31, U.S. Code. Any person who fails to file the
required statement shall be subjec t to a civil penalty of not less than $10,000 and not more than $100,000
for each such failure.

* APPLICANT'S ORGANIZATION

RI Department of Elementary and Secondary Education

*PRINTED NAME AND TITLE OF AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE

Prefix; M. * First Name: |Pavid Middle Name:

* Last Name: |Luther Suffix:

* Title: |Administrator, Federal Grants

* SIGNATURE: |[DAVID LUTHER *DATE:|os5/09/2011
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SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION
REQUIRED FOR
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION GRANTS

1. Project Director:

Prefix: * First Name: Middle Name: * Last Name: Suffix:

Diane Girazrd

Address:

* Street1: |255 Westminsgter Street

Street2:

* City: |Providence

County:

* State! |[R1: Rhode Island

* Zip Code: (02903

* Country: USA: UNITED STATES

Phone Number (give area code) Fax Number (give area code)

401-222-8479

Email Address:

2. Applicant Experience:

Novice Applicant |:| Yes [ | No % Not applicable to this program

3. Human Subjects Research

Are any research activities involving human subjects planned at any time during the proposed project Period?

|:| Yes R No

Are ALL the research activities proposed designated to be exempt from the regulations?

Yes Provide Exemption(s) #:

|:| No Provide Assurance #, If available:

Please attach an explanation Narrative:
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Project Abstract

As the understanding of literacy development evolves through research and practice, the
Rhode Island Department of Education (RIDE) 1s deeply committed to supporting each learner,
birth through grade 12, in their acquisition of this essential competency. This strong dedication to
educational excellence and effectiveness 1s demonstrated through the recent adoption of the 2010
Common Core State Standards and the development of the Rhode Island Department of
Education‘s Strategic Plan, Transforming Education in Rhode Island. Led by the State Literacy
Team and an internal RIDE advisory, now known as the RISRCLP Advisory Team, the quest to
improve students’ literacy achievement continues with the submission of Rhode Island’s

application for Striving Readers’ Comprehensive Literacy Program funds.

This proposed plan of action represents the alignment among the additional requirements
of the Striving Readers program, the state’s Comprehensive Literacy Plan, and the proposed
priorities for activities to be supported by Striving Readers funding. Detailed within the narrative
and budget, these priorities have been translated into activities that include efftective professional
development that supports literacy development and sustained training for several different
stakeholders; expansion of schools’ and programs’ assessment systems to a comprehensive
model; and implementation of 21* century interventions based on analyses of student data and

the principles of Universal Design.

In accordance with federal absolute priority #1, school readiness and success through grade
12 1n the area of language and literacy development for disadvantaged students are central to
Rhode Island’s proposed project. Several of these literacy goals, including annual performance

targets, articulated in RIDE’s Strategic Education Plan have been adopted as project goals -

Rhode Island Department of Education ~ Project Abstract Page 1
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establishing additional performance measures would serve a cross-purpose. The RIDE-
established reading and gap reduction goals for grades 4, 8, and 11 have been expanded to

include the GPRA requirements articulated 1n the federal application:

e percentage of 5™ grade students who meet or exceed proficiency on the NECAP (state)

reading and writing assessments

e percentage of 8" grade students who meet or exceed proficiency on the NECAP (state)

writing assessment

e percentage of 11" grade students who meet or exceed proficiency on the NECAP (state)

writing assessment
e reduction of the reading performance gap between non-LEP and LEP students

e percentage of participating 4-year-old children who achieve significant gains 1n oral

language skills.

At the K-12 level more than eight hundred teachers, administrators, and support staft will
participate in RISRCLP activities. This number represents a minimum of sixteen schools,
dependent upon the number and size of successful sub-grant applicant schools. Estimating the
number of participants at the early education (birth — age 5) level 1s more difficult. A local-
control state with no universal pre-K, Rhode Island has many private and independent programs
and centers. Proposed activities for this level include initiatives that will impact the state’s entire

preschool and childcare population - teachers, parents and children.

Rhode Island Department of Education ~ Project Abstract Page 2
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Rhode Island
Striving Readers Comprehensive Literacy Program Application

Priority 1: Improving Learning Outcomes

To meet the requirements under 34 CFR 75.105(¢c)(3) Rhode Island proposes a rigorous
plan to improve the learning outcomes of students. As the understanding of literacy development
evolves through research and practice, the Rhode Island Department of Education (RIDE) 1s
committed to supporting all of its students. This dedication to educational excellence and
effectiveness 1s demonstrated through the recent adoption of the 2010 Common Core State
Standards, the revision of Rhode Island‘s Basic Education Program Regulations (2009), the
revision of standards for early childhood programs (2010), and the development of RIDE’s
Strategic Plan, Transforming Education in Rhode Island. RI’s Race to the Top inmitiative 1s
investing 1ts resources i1n systems that support student success. RI has a commitment to provide
students with highly effective teachers and innovative programs and supports. For schools to
close the literacy achievement gaps, RI will develop curriculum aligned with the Common Core
State Standards for English Language Arts & Literacy in the History/Social Studies, Science, and
Technical Subjects intended for LEAs to use as a model during their own developmental process.
R11s currently developing an Instructional Management System (IMS) which will provide
educators with information to support timely data collection 1n order to make instructional
decisions thus increasing the literacy achievement of all students. Currently under development
within the IMS are formative and interim assessments to be used as part of a comprehensive
assessment system and the collection of educator evaluation data to assist educators in
determining professional development needs.

Currently 1n draft form, Rhode Island‘s Comprehensive Literacy Plan (RICLP) supports

the literacy development of all students, birth through grade 12. It articulates components of

Rhode Island Department of Education ~ SRCLP Application May 2011 Page 1
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effective literacy instruction across the age and grade span. Effective professional development
1s a cornerstone of RICLP, as 1s the importance of a language- and text-rich learning
environment that engages and motivates students and supports reading, writing, listening, and
speaking across content areas. The plan provides guidance on the selection and use of evidence-
based reading and writing instructional materials and curriculum. Matenals and curriculum must
be aligned to State standards, incorporate the components of effective literacy instruction and
incorporate technology and Universal Design for Learning (UDL), as appropriate. Guidance 1s
also provided on the selection and use of evidence-based targeted interventions for students who
have mastered material ahead of peers as well as those that are struggling. Last, the plan includes
a comprehensive and coherent system of assessments that include valid and reliable
screenings/strategies, and diagnostic and progress monitoring.
Priority 2: Enabling More Data Based Decision Making

The RICLP addresses the systematic use of data to inform instruction, interventions,
professional development, continuous program improvement, and appropriate accommodations
to ensure reliability and accuracy. Based on the wealth of data mining Rhode Island 1s able to
harvest and the professional development on using data provided through the RTTT, a clear
landscape of the gaps 1n student achievement 1s 1n sight. RI 1s making progress but greater gains

need to be made at a faster pace.

Selection Criteria
A (1) State-level Activities
The draft RICLP submitted to the USDOE on February 1, 2011 clearly 1dentifies what 1s
currently 1n place to support students and where clearer articulation and/or development of
oguidance 1s needed to ensure congruence among all Rhode Island literacy initiatives, birth

through grade 12. The following are Action Steps to ensure Rhode Island‘s Comprehensive

Rhode Island Department of Education ~ SRCLP Application May 2011 Page 2
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Literacy Plan 1s reflective of all state literacy initiatives within the birth through grade 12

contihuum:

e Develop congruency among all current education 1nitiatives (birth through grade 12)

within Rhode Island’s Comprehensive Literacy Plan
e Develop “Standards” or Milestones for children birth through age 3

o Align Rhode Island Early Learning Standards with the 2010 Common Core State

Standards for English Language Arts

e Redefine Content Area Literacy to reflect current Common Core State Standards and

recent research findings

e Refine literacy supports for English language learners to include current and emerging

research from the WIDA consortium and alignment to the enhance WIDA English

Language Proficiency Standards

e Expand draft of Rhode Island’s Comprehensive Literacy Plan to establish connections

with the Response to Intervention (Rtl) model

o Expand draft of Rhode Island’s Comprehensive Literacy Plan to include the components

and 1mplications for instruction 1n writing

e Develop a guidance document to provide a framework for districts to evaluate their

Comprehensive Assessment System

e Align teacher knowledge and skills needed for effective literacy instruction with Rhode

Island’s Professional Teaching Standards and Core Competencies for the Early

Childhood Workforce (1n development)

e Develop an Instructional Management System to provide educators with information to
make 1nstructional decisions which will increase the literacy achievement of all students

and support timely data collection.

Rhode Island Department of Education ~ SRCLP Application May 2011 Page 3
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Rhode Island’s Draft Comprehensive Literacy Plan Status Update (Appendix A) provides
detailed information about the team’s remaining work and includes anticipated completion dates.
The completed draft 1s expected to be adopted by the Rhode Island Board of Regents for
Elementary and Secondary Education in winter, 2012. Following formal adoption, RIDE will
provide implementation training,

A major priority across all age/range levels 1n the SRCLP project proposal 1s teacher
professional development. Desimone (2009) argues that there are “core features” of professional
development critical for teacher change such as: (1) a focus on subject matter content and how
students learn that content, (2) use of “active learning” strategies such as first-hand experiences
with materials and new models of teaching, (3) interaction with other teachers as a means to
promote learning, (4) significant amount of time for teachers to engage the content and strategies
being taught, and (5) alignment with the goals of the teachers, their schools, and their districts
with respect to student learning aims. These core features of professional development are the
components, or definition, of effective professional development to which all RI’s professional
development activities will adhere. This definition, along with 1ts component parts, mirrors those
of the USDOE.

Table 1 displays the alignment among the additional requirements of the Striving Readers
Program put forth 1n the grant application, the state’s Comprehensive Literacy Plan, and the

proposed priorities for state-wide activities to be supported by Striving Readers funding,

Rhode Island Department of Education ~ SRCLP Application May 2011 Page 4
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Table 1. Alignment among SRCLP Requirements, RI Comprehensive Literacy Plan and
State-wide Priorities

SRCLP Additional

Requirements
(Page 11 in application

Section within RI SRCLP Priorities
Rhode Island CLP for State-Wide Activities

Comprchensiveand | Ensure that ALL

....... ovide on-going professional development in

Coob e NSy L1Ca kR R R R e R

o *

Support ALL leamers by “determinin
appropriate support and interventions to
supplement and intensify the core curriculum
to meet the needs of all leamers,” including
students of limited English proficiency,
students at-risk and with disabilities.
Implement interventions to Supporting All Literacy Provide instructional technology to support
ensure all students are Learners children’s/students” language and literacy
served appropriately development.

Provide extended day/year programs to
students 1n K-12

Provide 2 day enrollment for early childhood

programs
RISRCL Priorities B, D,

................................... B e

| practitioners’ use of screening, diagnostic, and |

A(ii) What have we accomplished and what needs to be done?

The Rhode Island Board of Regents for Elementary and Secondary Education and the

State of Rhode Island are deeply committed to the critical importance of literacy proficiency for

! RI Criteria and Guidance for the Identification of Specific Learning
Disabillities, p. O
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ALL students. Over the years several federal and state initiatives, including Reading First, the
2003 High School Regulations and the RI Early Learning Standards Project, have supported the
Rhode Island Department of Education’s goals for improving students’ reading and writing
achievement. Data analysis has been the backbone of this work. The following excerpts, tables,
and figures from the Rhode Island’s NECAP Reading and Writing Results for Grades 3-8 and
11: October 2010 Test Administration demonstrate the continued need for support, particularly
for those students at risk for educational failure.

Rhode Island has seen steady and moderate gains across grade levels and subject areas
since the NECAP assessments were first administered in 2004. Results of the New England
Common Assessment Program (NECAP) Reading and Writing assessments, administered
October 2010 to students 1n grades 3-8, and 11 revealed that statewide, 71 percent of Rhode
Island students were proficient in reading (up 1 percentage point from the previous
administration 1n October 2009); and 57 % were proficient or above 1n writing. In general,
compared to last year’s results, there was a significant increase in reading proficiency rates at the
high school level. At the elementary school level, there were no significant changes in reading 1n
grades 3, 4, or 5. At the middle school level there were no significant changes at the aggregated
school level (all grades combined) 1n reading; however, there were significant changes in reading
achievement at grades 6, 7, and 8. Specifically, there were 3 and 4 percentage point increases in
reading achievement 1n grades 6 and 8, respectively and a 5 percentage point decrease at grade 7
(Tables 2 and 3).

Most students are making progress 1n reading as they move through higher grade levels.
For example, 60% of the 2005 third-graders were proficient or above. Of this same cohort, 74%
of students achieved proficiency or above in reading as eighth-graders in the fall of 2010. This

same growth can be seen with sixth-graders from 2005. In sixth grade, 58% of students achieved
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proficiency or above in reading. As eleventh graders in the fall of 2010, 76% were proficient or
above. Of note, however, 1s the 3 percentage point decrease 1in reading proficiency for this year’s
grade 7 students (5 percentage point difference compared to last year’s grade 7 students). One
encouraging indication of improvement at the high school level 1s that there were statistically

significant increases in achievement in grade 11 reading this year compared to last year’s grade

11 results (Table 4).

Table 2. NECAP «== statewide grade-level results” by achievement level: 2008 to
2010.°

Kev (see Appendix A for performance level descriptors)

SBP = Substantially Below Proficient
PP = Partially Proficient

P = Proficient

PwD = Proficient with Distinction

SE = Standard error (see Appendix B)
= Statistically significant decrease in percent of students proficient or above from 2009 to 2010 NECAP results

= Statistically significant increase 1n percent of students proficient or above from 2009 to 2010 NECAP results
I:-I = No statistically significant difference from 2009 to 2010 NECAP results
2

With the exception of standard errors, all numbers have been rounded to the
nearest whole number.
° Note: Due to rounding, “Total ¢ Proficient” data may not equal the sum of “%

P” and “% PwD”
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Table 3. NECAP e statewide grade-level results achievement level:” 2010.

eV (see Appendix A for performance level descriptors)

SBP = Substantially Below Proficien
PP = Partially Proficient
Proficient

PwD = Proficient with Distinction

- = Standard error (see Appendix

Table 4. NECAP = Percent of students at/above “Proficient” from 2005 to 2010.
Testing Year: NECAP Reading
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As previously articulated, 71 percent of Rhode Island students were proficient in reading

for the 2010 NECAP test administration. The Rhode Island Department of Education (RIDE)

then took a closer look at schools with less than 70 percent of their students proficient in reading.

Not surprisingly this list cuts across all grade spans and represents the state’s geographic

diversity from rural to urban. These schools educate students from a range of socio-economic,

cultural, and ethnic backgrounds. Some LEAs, like Burnillville, fall just below the 71%

With the exception of standard errors, all numbers have been rounded to the
nearest whole number.

Note: Due to rounding, “Total % Proficient” data may not equal the sum of %%
P” and “% PwD”
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proficient. Others, like Pawtucket, continue the struggle 1n all five of their secondary schools and

eight of their ten elementary schools. This list serves as the “first-cut” 1n 1dentifying eligible

LEAs and schools for inclusion 1n the sub-grant competition. The list 1s included as Appendix B.

Further data analyses at the state-level indicated that the biggest performance gaps

ontinue to be found 1n reading between students 1n IEP or LEP programs and students who are

not 1n these programs. The performance gap between students with and without an IEP remained

the same from 2009 to 2010 (49 percentage points) and increased 1 percentage point for LEP

students over the same time period (Figure 1.)

Figure 1. Student group achievement gaps In reading (all grades combined).
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The progress towards closing the gaps between these groups of students are more

promising when they are shown by school level (elementary, middle, and high). For example, the

closing of the gaps 1n reading between elementary and high school students with IEPs and their

non-IEP peers from 2009 to 2010 1s noteworthy at 1-2% (Table 5).
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In Table 6, the achievement gap 1n reading at the middle school level between monitored
LEP students and their native English-speaking peers has been reduced by 18 percentage points
from 2009 — 2010. While this 1s a significant achievement, the gap still represents 20% fewer
students being able to read at the proficient level. As the gaps between LEP students and their
native English-speaking peers are slowly shrinking, the percentage of LEP students that do not

have sufficient literacy skills remains large.

Table 6. Reading Achievement Gap: Non-LEP Students vs. LEP Students.
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* = @Group to which LEP and Monitored Students are being compared to determine gap

N = Number of students who took the NECAP mathematics test in 2010
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= Statistically significant gap between Non-LEP students and comparison group in percent of students who scored proficient or above
on the NECAP reading test

The change 1n gaps between students of different economic backgrounds 1s encouraging.
The closing of the gaps between elementary and high school students from 2009 to 2010 1s

meaningful at 1-2%. The gap at the middle school level remains largely unchanged.

Rhode Island Department of Education ~ SRCLP Application May 2011 Page 10

PR/Award # S371C110027 e10



Table 7. Reading Achievement Gap: Non-Econ. Disadvantaged vs. Econ. Disadv. Students.
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Econ. Disadvantaged 15232 | 33 0.4 13114 | 53.2 0.4 29.1 29.2 3763 02.1 0.3

Key
* = @Group to which Economically Disadvantaged Students 1s being compared to determine gap
N Number of students who took the NECAP reading test in 2010

SE =  Standard error (see Appendix B)
= Statistically significant gap between the two groups 1n percent of students who scored proficient or above on the NECAP reading test

Taken together, these tables present a picture of disparity that 1s slowly changing.
However, the argument can be made that while these gaps are shrinking, they are not shrinking
fast enough to produce absolute confidence 1n the supports and interventions already 1n place.
These tables represent a state-wide look at gaps in reading achievement and this aggregate view
hides some areas of Rhode Island that are experiencing gaps much larger than the ones pictured
here. Although these tables are informative and helpful for confirming the continued existence
of performance gaps among various student subgroups in reading, they are not sufficient for the
1dentification of LEAs and schools eligible to compete for SRCLP funds. Further analyses
determined the LEASs that serve large numbers of English language learners and/or students
with disabilities and their corresponding performance gaps with their English-speaking and non-
disabled peers. Disaggregated by school level (elementary, middle, and high), this list provides
a representation of LEA eligibility by school level. A list 1s provided in Appendix C.

Student achievement data serves as a main focus for Rhode Island’s initiatives; however
other tools are utilized to obtain information. RIDE has found through informal surveys with
education leaders that assistive technology and material accessibility technology has not been
utilized for providing interventions for students with learning and related disabilities to the

oreatest extent anticipated. The American Recovery and Reinvestment Act has provided RI

schools with the opportunity to expand the use of instructional assistive technology. Several
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LEASs report the increased availability of instructional technology and the positive affect 1t 1s
having on interventions for students with learning and related disabilities.
Early Learning System in Rhode Island

The Rhode Island Department of Education (RIDE) recognizes that a high quality early
childhood system 1s an important component of reaching its strategic goals for students. Studies
show that at least half of the educational achievement gaps between poor and non-poor children
already exist at kindergarten entry. Children from low-income families are more likely to start
school with limited language skills, health problems and social and emotional problems that
interfere with learning. The larger this “preparation gap” at school entry, the harder 1t 1s to close.
RIDE understands that i1f the goal 1s for all children to develop to their full potential and to
succeed 1n school, life and careers, then wise investments 1n the early years must be made. To
this end, RIDE’s strategic plan incorporates specific early childhood strategies to improve the

quality and accessibility of early learning programs available for children from age three to
kindergarten, including: providing technical assistance on Regents-approved early childhood
program standards; approving and monitoring early childhood programs; identifying and seeking
additional resources to support Pre-K expansion; expanding the pool of qualified providers,

coordinating and collaborating with other state agencies, community partners, institutes of higher
education, and early childhood professionals to strengthen quality program implementation in the
areas of governance, operations, and outreach.

Additionally, the Commissioner serves as Co-Chair of the RI Early Learning Council, which
1s tasked with ensuring that all Rhode Island children from birth to school entry have access to
high-quality early education experiences 1n a variety of settings. The Early Learning Council’s

strategic plan focuses on the following components of a comprehensive early childhood system:

e access to high-quality learning programs;
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o effective supports and strategies to help programs achieve high-quality standards;

e adequately-funded, evidence-based system of professional development to prepare an
effective and well-qualified workforce of early educators with appropriate levels of

training, education, and credentials that build core knowledge and competencies;

e access to higher education and institutions which have the capacity to effectively support

the development of early childhood educators and K-3 educators;

e comprehensive learning guidelines across all domains of child development (physical,
cognitive, socilal-emotional, language and literacy, and approaches to learning) for

children birth to age five aligned with learning expectations for K-3;

e alignment of program quality standards and monitoring practices applied across all

programs and settings;

e coordinated birth to age 8 data infrastructure which collects essential information on the

early learning system; and

e methods and systems to monitor children’s learning and development across all domains
of child development (physical, cognitive, approaches to learning, language and literacy,
and social-emotional), from birth through third grade, including a kindergarten entry
assessment.

While Rhode Island has i1dentified a comprehensive set of goals to strengthen its early
learning system overall, the existing system lacks the resources to ensure that all children are
adequately prepared to succeed 1n school, including 1n the area of language and pre-literacy
development. Specifically, with the exception of limited access to a small state-funded Pre-
Kindergarten program and federally funded Head Start programs, access to high-quality early
learning experiences 1s largely tied to family income. Professional development opportunities

for the early childhood worktorce outside of state and federally funded programs are also
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limited. However, there are strengths upon which to build, including a universally available
developmental screening initiative for children ages three through five which includes screening
1in language development, a comprehensive parent training program called RI Early Learning
Standards Fun Family Activities which educates parents on how to support their child’s
development and learning at home, and early childhood 1nitiatives supporting intentional
teaching by focusing on collecting and using child assessment information for instructional
planning and using classroom based observations to improve teaching practice.
These strengths will serve as a foundation upon which to build supports for improving the
language and pre-literacy development of children birth through age five.
R1 Strategic Goals

The SRCLP goals align with several formulated by the RIDE 1n 1ts strategic plan and will
enable Rhode Island to achieve the following ambitious student achievement and gap-closing

goals:

o Fifty-five percent (55%) of Rhode Island 4th and 8th graders will achieve proficiency
on the NAEP in reading; comparable to the highest-performing states on the most
recent NAEP assessment. Rhode Island’s most recent NAEP data indicate that our
proficiency rates are between 28% and 39%. These numbers are clearly unsatistactory, but
they reflect meaningful progress improving student achievement 1n recent years. Rhode
Island 1s one of only a handful of states that saw significant increases in three out of four of

the assessments across these two grade levels between 2007 and 2009.

e Ninety percent (90%) of Rhode Island students will be proficient the NECAP tests in
reading. As discussed above, we have seen steady and moderate gains across grade levels

and subject areas since the NECAP assessments were first administered in 2004.
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e Reduce by half the achievement gaps by race (specifically, black/white and
Hispanic/white) and socio-economic status on both NAEP and NECAP. While Rhode
Island students are diverse in their racial and economic backgrounds, our expectation and
belief 1s that all students can and will achieve at high levels. The large achievement gaps
shown 1n current data indicates that our education system 1s not living up to those
expectations.

o Eighty-tive (85%) of Rhode Island students in the class of 2015 will graduate within
four years of starting high school. Currently, 74% of students who enroll in Rhode Island’s
high schools graduate. This average masks the wide range of graduation rates among our
LEAs (from 48% to 96%). It also masks the graduation rates of the certain populations of
students. Only 57% of students with IEPs and 66% of LEP students graduate from high
school. We recognize that in order to increase the statewide average, we must make diligent
efforts to ensure that every student enters high school prepared to succeed and, once there,
benetits from strong supports, high-quality instruction and curriculum, and multiple

pathways to graduate with proficiency.

To hold 1tself accountable, RIDE established annual performance measures to ensure
progress 1s made towards reaching each goal. These goals are based on the Strategic Education
Plan and the State Scope of Work that 1s part of RIDE’s Race to the Top initiative. Of the thirty-
three performance measures, 14 were met, 8 were nearly met, 9 were not. Two do not have data
available at this time. Table 8 represents those performance measures that have implications for

literacy.
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Table 8. Statewide progress toward the attainment of statewide performance measures and
soals for literacy.

Rhode Island’s Annual Performance Measures

The gap between white and black students will be cut in halp ---
The gap between white and Hispanic students will be cut in halff ----
The gap between non-economically disadvantaged students and economically

. y o 2 20 17 14.5
disadvantaged students will be cut in halp .
The gap between students without IEPs and those with IEPs will be cut in half ----

The gap between white and black students will be cut in halft ----
The gap between white and Hispanic students will be cut in halp 15.3
The gap between non-economically disadvantaged students and economically

. oy o 4 20 17 14.5
disadvantaged students will be cut in half
The gap between students without IEPs and those with IEPs will be cut in half i ----
The gap between white and black students will be cut in half . - ---
The gap between white and Hispanic students will be cut in haifi ---_
The gap between non-economically disadvantaged students and economically

. oy L 16 14 12 8.5
disadvantaged students will be cut in halp =
The gap between students without IEPs and those with IEPs will be cut in halft ---

1 = 2010 Performance Measure/Goal was not met.

1 = 2010 Performance Measure/Goal was nearly met (within £2 percentage points).
ol = 2010 Performance Measure/Goal was met and/or exceeded.

Project Outcomes

In accordance with federal absolute priority #1, school readiness and success through
grade 12 1n the area of language and literacy development for disadvantaged students 1s central
to Rhode Island’s proposed project. Several of these literacy goals are articulated in RIDE’s
Strategic Education Plan (Table 6) and so establishing any additional performance measures
would serve a cross-purpose. Proposed outcomes for participating students in Kindergarten

through grade 12 are articulated 1in Table 9.
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Table 9. RISRCLP Annual Performance Measures for Kindergarten through Grade 12

Fﬂfﬂf‘ﬂ' Gﬂfilﬁ

RISRCLP Annual Performance Measures -

_______________________ 6% Q104
The gap between non-economically disadvantaged students and e 74 20 17 145
economically disadvantaged students will be cut in halff |

._T ke gap between students without IEPs and those with IEPs will be cut
-

The gap between non-economically disadvantaged students and 24 20 17 14.5

economically disadvantaged students will be cut in halfs |

The gap between students without IEPs and those with IEPs will be cut
1 = 2010 Performance Measure/Goal was not met.

= 2010 Performance Measure/Goal was nearly met (within £2 percentage points).
1 = 2010 Performance Measure/Goal was met and/or exceeded.

o The gap between students without IEPs and those with IEPs will be cut
in haip

RIDE has established reading and gap reduction goals for grades 4, 8 and 11. GPRA requires
target-setting for state assessments 1n English language arts. In order to comply with federal
requirements, the project manager will work with the state Director of Instruction, Assessment

and Curriculum to review and set targets for:

e the percentage of 5" grade students who meet or exceed proficiency on the NECAP

(state) reading and writing assessments

e the percentage of 8" grade students who meet or exceed proficiency on the NECAP

(state) writing assessment

e the percentage of 11"™ grade students who meet or exceed proficiency on the NECAP

(state) writing assessment

e reduction of the reading performance gap between non-LEP and LEP students (Table 6)
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Establishing outcomes for young children participating in this project 1s more difficult. Rhode
Island has no mechanism 1n place to collect “student” data from the many programs and centers
serving children birth through age 5. This project proposes to collect and analyze the percentage
of participating 4-year-old children who achieve significant gains 1n oral language skills — the
performance measure required by the USDOE. In order to determine gains, awarded programs
will be required to administer a valid and reliable screening assessment to determine a baseline
for participating students. At the end of each project year, student progress will be measured by a
valid and reliable summative assessment. Teachers providing instructional support for children 1n
classrooms will also use on-going authentic assessment practices to monitor children’s progress
and will use that information to shape their instruction and interventions. Additionally, Rhode
Island’s Early Learning Council, which 1s co-chaired by Education Commaissioner, Deborah Gist,
has 1dentified the development of a kindergarten entry assessment as a priority strategy in 1ts
efforts to ensure all our children from birth to school entry have access to high-quality early
education experiences. This entry assessment will allow the state to describe and monitor trends
1n young children’s learning and development, including language and literacy development. A
workgroup of the Early Learning Council, lead by RIDE staff, will begin work on the
kindergarten entry assessment this summer.

A(1il) Technical Assistance

Rhode Island will provide technical assistance to LEAs and schools 1n the following areas:

e (Completing the sub-grant application process with an understanding of the

comprehensive and interconnected nature of the state priorities and funded activities

e Selecting professional development providers and implementing curriculum materials,

assessments, and training models
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e Describing the process and plans for monitoring implementation progress and making

program refinements

The Project Manager will assume primary responsibility for providing technical assistance.
Both advisories, the RISRCLP Advisory Team and RI State Literacy Team, are also expected to
provide guidance and assistance to the project manager.

During the pre-application phase of the project, the project manager will present an
informational session designed to explain the eligibility criteria and program requirements. A
pre-application workshop will follow. This session will provide in-depth guidance for writing the
sub-grant application and answering questions about (but not limited to) eligibility, state
priorities, funded activities, and evaluation requirements. It will also provide applicants with a
sample of how the school/LEA may allocate the funds from the grant. The example budget that
will be used during the pre-application workshop 1s included as Appendix D.

After sub-grants have been awarded, technical assistance may take multiple forms: leadership
team meetings, answering questions, fielding requests, and clarifying grant requirements and
federal mandates via telephone or email and meeting. Sub-grantees’ participation in RISRCLP
quarterly leadership meetings will serve as a condition of the award. The project manager will
survey sub-grantees to determine what technical assistance would be appropriate to meet their
needs. The RISRCLP Advisory Team and RI State Literacy Team may assist with this planning
and delivery.

A(1v) Evaluation

This application proposes to use an independent evaluator whose role 1n the project 1s limited
solely to conducting the evaluation. RIDE will develop a competitive RFP for an outside
evaluator. The selected vendor will evaluate RIDE’s progress toward accomplishing the project’s

goals and ensuring the rigor and soundness of the Rhode Island’s Striving Readers program by
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providing an objective and critical review of the program’s implementation. RIDE has allocated
approximately 16% percent of 1ts grant funding to the evaluation of the project, setting aside
$65,000 at the SEA level. In order to maximize the funds invested in evaluation, RIDE will
consult with the Regional Educational Laboratory of New England and the Islands (REL-NEI)
for technical assistance in developing a framework for the evaluation. This will include
developing a logic model, a set of evaluation questions, an approach for examining
implementation and impact, and suggestions for data collection.

Beginning at the end of Year 1 and continuing until the end of the project funding period,
sub-grantees will conduct fidelity observations of activities to document how the implemented
activities adhere to those proposed, and how they meet the priorities set forward by RIDE and
will submit them to the department. In order to evaluate professional development activities,
teachers will complete surveys evaluating the quality and perceirved impact of trainings on their
practice at key points during the three years of implementation. These data, along with
attendance data, will be analyzed to further assess the quality of sub-grantees’ activities.
Professional Learning Community (PLC) meetings will be tracked through notes taken by the
facilitating instructor and mentor of 1ssues raised by teachers that reflect successes and
challenges 1n applying new learning to classrooms. Beyond evaluating activities of individual
schools, RIDE will analyze the degree to which the individual schools’ activities align with one
another within and across LEAs and collectively further the project’s goals. The evaluation
team’s feedback to RIDE will ensure that adjustments be made to schools’ activities over the
three years of the grant.

A quasi-experimental interrupted times series design will be used to evaluate student
achievement data across grades 3-12 as another indicator of the efficacy of the Striving Readers

program. Three waves of state assessment NECAP data before the introduction of the Striving
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Readers program and three years of NECAP data during i1ts implementation will be analyzed for
indicators of the program’s impact on students’ reading achievement. A gap analysis of reading
achievement between students in IEP or LEP programs and students who are not in these
programs will also be completed.

As stipulated 1n the grant’s specifications, sub-grantees will be required to submit data that
1dentity:

e The percentage of participating 4-year old children who achieve significant gains in oral

language skills

e The percentage of participating 5™ grade students who meet or exceed proficiency on

State English language arts assessments

e The percentage of participating 8" grade students who meet or exceed proficiency on

State English language arts assessments

e The percentage of participating 11" grade students who meet or exceed proficiency on

State English language arts assessments

These data will be analyzed and integrated into the project’s reports across all years of the
project.
A(v) Dissemination

In Rhode Island, dissemination begins when funds have been awarded. The

Commissioner will publically announce the SRCLP grant award and notification, including the
successful applications, and 1t will be posted on the RIDE website. Announcement of the sub-
grant informational sessions will be distributed to multiple listservs that include the
superintendents, curriculum directors, principals, ELL Directors and Special Education
Directors. Educational programs serving children birth through age five will recerve email

notification from RIDE’s Coordinator of Early Childhood Initiatives. Interested parties, whose
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schools or programs meet the criteria for inclusion, will be encouraged to send a team to an
informational session. The sub-grant application, guidance document, and posted questions and
answers will also be housed on RIDE’s website. After sub-grant awards have been made, the
review process and results will also be posted on this site.

As schools and programs successfully implement components of their comprehensive
plans, they will share lessons learned. To continue RIDE’s commitment toward building state-
wide infrastructure, the Project Manager will be responsible for disseminating grant-funded
information and practices to non-awarded schools and organizations. SRCLP 1nitiatives, such as
assessments, instructional technology, and training will be replicated on a smaller scale.
Currently, disaggregated state assessment data 1s disseminated 1n formats that are easily
understood and accessible to the public. RIDE, on behalf of 1its LEAs and schools, and the
Department of Health, on behalf of 1ts early education programs, make data and reports useful to
various stakeholders. This attention to detail in public reporting will continue with the reporting
the evaluation of the RISRCLP results, including disaggregated data and success 1n achieving
outcomes.

B(1) State Sub-grant Competition

Sub-grant funding will be awarded to advance the literacy skills of students from birth
through grade 12, including pre-literacy skills, reading, and writing. In compliance with the
Striving Readers Comprehensive Literacy Program, as authorized as part of the FY 2010
Consolidated Appropriations Act (Pub. L. No. 111-117) under the Title I demonstration authority
(Part E, Section 1502 of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act) and aligned with Rhode
Island Department of Education (RIDE) priorities previously articulated in this application, all
Rhode Island sub-grant awards will focus on improving the language and literacy development

of disadvantaged students. Disadvantaged students include children (birth through age 5) and
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students (Kindergarten through grade 12) at risk for educational failure: living 1n poverty;
limited-English-proficient; new immigrants; migrants; far below grade level achievement in
reading and/or writing; have disabilities; not on-track to becoming college- or career-ready by
high school graduation; at risk for not graduating on time; homeless; living 1n foster care;
parenting teenagers; or previously incarcerated.

In order to award the SRCL funds 1n a timely manner, RIDE will host one competition.
Because of the age range of the children to be served and the potential for an LEA to receive

funds across that range, a three-part sub-grant application will be developed:

e Part A must be completed in order to be considered for the 40% of sub-granted funds that
must be used to serve students 1n secondary schools. The equitable distribution will result
1n 20% of the funds being awarded at the middle school level and the remaining 20%

being awarded at the high school level.

e Part B must be completed 1n order to be considered for the 40% of sub-granted funds that

must be used to serve students in kindergarten through grade 5.

e Part C must be completed 1n order to be considered for the 15% of sub-granted funds that

must be used to serve children from birth through age 5.

Using this process of a multi-part application will reduce the burden on LEAs should they
choose to apply for SRCL funds across the age range. All applications will include a program
abstract and school (program)-based budgets for an award period of three years.

The applicant, on behalf of 1ts schools and/or programs, must articulate 1its comprehensive
plan and 3-year timeline for implementation of the RICLP components. While individual sub-
grant applications will be guided by individual school and program needs, 1t 1s the expectation of
RIDE that sub-grantees’ proposals reflect the many of the SRCL project priorities. The following

section lists the priorities and provides example activities that would support each of them.
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K-12
Priority A: Provide efftective, ongoing professional development 1n literacy instruction for:
teachers of reading, special education and English language learners; core content subject
teachers; instructional leaders; and teaching assistants
K-5 Cohort. Professional development designed to build knowledge and skills 1n reading and
writing, emphasizing comprehension of informational text. Topics to include: Strategies to help
students understand what they read so they become independent, resourceful readers and writers;
working with text structure; using discussion to improve reading comprehension; selecting texts
aligned to effective teaching strategies and reading comprehension; designing instruction that
engages and motivates students to construct meaning from text; and engages and motivates
students to produce clear, coherent arguments and informative/explanatory pieces of writing.
Years 1: Expert in elementary content area literacy will provide a sufficient number of
days (approx. 30) of training/consultation which may include a summer institute and a
combination of 1n-class modeling and afterschool sessions.
Year 2: Continuation of training/modeling across the school year with consultant and
establishment or refinement of Professional Learning Communities.
Year 3: Continuation of training/modeling across the school year to refine observation
skills using feedback model with consultant and continuation of Professional Learning
Communities.
Grades 6-12 Cohort.
Year 1: Concentrated professional development for six content area teacher leaders
(mathematics, science, social studies, English language arts, reading/literacy specialist,
and school administrator) designed to build capacity for improved school-wide

instructional practices. Content area experts work with teachers to improve knowledge
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and skills 1in the 1nstruction of content area reading and writing. Topics to include:
providing explicit vocabulary instruction; integrating research-based literacy strategies
1into their content lessons; increasing student motivation and engagement 1n literacy
learning; becoming reflective practitioners by evaluating the eftfectiveness of their
literacy-focused 1nstruction and considering alternative approaches when necessary;
1dentifying students' specific literacy needs and gauge their progress using local reading
assessment data; coaching peers in the use of literacy strategies. Content leaders receive a
combination of 83 hours of face-to-face and online collaborative learning sessions
throughout the year.
Year 2: Development of leadership role of Content Area Teacher Leader Team; yearlong
on-going professional development sessions with experts 1n the various content areas for
department teams (2-3 peers from departments along with content area teacher leader);
development of Professional Learning Communities for entire faculty. One hundred-
twenty (120) hours of combination of face-to-face and online sessions with experts for
department teams (16 teachers) ; 26 hours consisting of 6 hours of webinars with experts
along with 20 hours of time devoted to create knowledge together as they experiment
with and reflect on new instructional strategies (84 teachers).
Year 3: Continuation of Professional Learning Communities through 50 hours of time
devoted to refinement of knowledge 1n integrating research-based literacy strategies into
their content lessons.

K-12 Cohorts.
Years 2 & 3: Curriculum development/refinement work to support the implementation of
the Common Core State Standards with emphasis on: Reading Standards for

Informational Text K-12, Writing Standards K-12, Reading Standards for Literacy in
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History/Social Studies 6—12, Reading Standards for Literacy in Science and Technical
Subjects 6—12, Writing Standards for Literacy in History/Social Studies, Science, and
Technical Subjects 6—12. Small teams of teachers/administrators at various grade/age
spans will be given 19-25 days of concentrated time during the summer months for this
work.

Priority B: Provide professional development and assistive instructional technology to support

students’ literacy learning, including vocabulary, comprehension, and writing

Grades K-12 Cohort.
Year 1: Professional development that builds knowledge and skills 1n using instructional
technology to support students’ content area learning. Purchase of assistive instructional
technology software, such as Solo6, that provides students with embedded learning
supports to navigate through content area reading and writing. Purchase of portable
school laptop set-ups or other appropriate technologies for use in any classroom to
support schools 1n need of updated equipment.

Priority C: Provide professional development and materials to implement missing components of

the state’s comprehensive assessment system

Grades K-12 Cohort.
Year 1: Professional development for ELL teachers on how to administer academic
English language proficiency assessments and use the data for ongoing progress
monitoring of ELL students 1n the four language domains of listening, speaking, writing,
and reading. Professional development in evaluating social and instructional English as
well as academic language corresponding to the content areas of language arts,
mathematics, science, and social studies. Purchase of WIDA MODEL kits for use 1n

progress monitoring to support ongoing differentiation of instruction.
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Priority D: Support all learners by “determining appropriate support and interventions to

supplement and intensify the core curriculum to meet the needs of all learners,”® including

students of limited English proficiency and students with disabilities

Grades K-12 Cohort.
Year 1: Professional development for all classroom and content area teachers in
integrating the WIDA English Language Proficiency (ELP) Standards and content
standards 1nto classroom 1nstruction and assessment; applying a research-based,
comprehensive approach to scaffolding academic content and building language
proficiency that benefits English language learners and all learners; using data from
academic English language proficiency (ELP) standards assessments to inform and
differentiate instruction. Additionally or in place of the professional development listed
above, Special Education teachers may receive training in the use of formative evaluation
data, utilizing the RTI methods to measure the effectiveness of literacy interventions and
expand the use of assistive instructional technology. To support implementation into
classroom instruction, teachers will receive 4-5 full days of professional development
supported by 18-22 hours of smaller content area or grade level discussion/planning
Sess10ns.
Years 2 & 3: Refinement of learning from previous year with 2-3 focused all-day
sessions with consultant in Year 2 and one additional day in Year 3;
development/refinement of extended day and/or year programs to support the accelerated
literacy achievement of students of limited English proficiency and students with

disabilities along with other disadvantaged students.

" RI Criteria and Guidance for the Identification of Specific Learning
Disabilities, p. 9
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Early Learning Programs (birth through entering Kindergarten)
Priority E: Support the early identification of English Language Learners by developing best
practice guidelines for screening and support of children ages birth through 3, 1n target
communities and by implementing best practice guidelines developed by RIDE for screening and
support of children, ages 3 through 5, 1n target communities by training Child Outreach
professionals
Birth — Age 3 Cohort.
Year 1: Work with stakeholders to develop best practice guidelines for screening and
support of children birth-age 3 1n a pilot group of medical homes 1n the target
communities.
Years 2 & 3: Support incorporation of best practice guidelines for screening and support
of children birth-age 3 1n most medical homes 1n the target communities and train staff to
implement, as necessary.
Age 3-5 Cohort.
Years 1 - 3: Provide training to Child Outreach professionals to implement best practice
ouidelines developed by RIDE for screening and support of English language learners 1n
target communities. Grant will support training for approximately 25 professionals each
year. Remaining funds in Year 3 may be used for additional monitoring of
implementation and retraining as needed.
Priority F: Develop and implement a continuum of supports and interventions to meet the
language and literacy needs of all learners; especially students of limited English proficiency and

students with disabilities.
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Age 3-5 Cohort.

Years 1- 3: Develop and implement a continuum of language-based supports and
interventions for children who do not have access to enrollment 1n English speaking early
childhood programs, including language-based groups and/or enrollment 1n half-day high
quality early childhood program for children with limited English proficiency and
students with disabilities.
Priority G: Develop and implement a parent training series, specifically focused on supporting
children’s language and pre-literacy development, modeled on the R/ Early Learning Standards
Fun Family Activities Training Program for parents of children birth through age three.
Implement the R/ Early Learning Standards Fun Family Activities Training Program for parents

of children ages three through five.

Birth — Age 3 Cohort.

Year 1: Develop and implement a parent training series, specifically focused on
supporting the language and pre-literacy development of children modeled on the R/
Early Learning Standards Fun Family Activities Training Program

Years 2 & 3: Continuation of implementation of parent training series specifically
focused on supporting the language and pre-literacy development of children modeled on

the RI Early Learning Standards Fun Family Activities Training Program.

Age 3-5 Cohort.

Year 1: Implement a parent training series, Rl Early Learning Standards Fun Family
Activities Training Program which includes a focus on supporting children’s language

and pre-literacy development.

Rhode Island Department of Education ~ SRCLP Application May 2011 Page 29

PR/Award # S371C110027 e29



Years 2 & 3: Continuation of implementation of R/ Early Learning Standards Fun
Family Activities Training Program with focus on supporting children’s language and
pre-literacy development.

Priority H: Provide effective, ongoing training in language and pre-literacy development for

instructional providers (teachers, teaching assistants, caregivers, etc.) of children from birth

through age five.

Birth — Age 3 Cohort.
Year 1: Develop and implement professional development for instructional providers of
English language learners focused on dual language development, classroom
environments and teaching strategies which support language and pre-literacy
development.
Years 2 & 3: Continuation of implementation of professional development for
instructional providers of English language learners focused on dual language
development and classroom environments and teaching strategies which support
language and pre-literacy development.

Age 3-5 Cohort,
Year 1: Develop and implement professional development for instructional providers of
English language learners. Topics to include: language development and English
Language Proficiency Standards (ELPS), classroom environments and teaching strategies
which support language and literacy development, use of data from standardized
observation tools of instructional practice, use of authentic assessment data aligned with
ELPS and RI Early Learning Standards (RIELS) combined with diagnostic assessment to
inform curriculum planning, and strategies for providing children with meaningful

exposure to English when the primary caregiver 1s not bilingual.
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Year 2 & 3: Continuation of implementation of professional development for

instructional providers of English language learners.

For K-12: Each applicant must also provide a matrix that demonstrates how the LEA will
align the use of state and federal funds and programs under Title I, Title II-A, and Title I1I of the
Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (ESEA), as amended, and, as appropriate, the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, and the Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical
Education Act of 2006, to support a coherent approach to funding and implementing effective
literacy 1nstruction for disadvantaged students.

Further, the applicant must articulate how other programs will be used to support etfective
instruction and will be integrated within an overall plan to prevent reading difficulties or support
the interventions, including those for students of limited English proficiency and students with
disabilities.

For Early Childhood Providers: The applicant must provide an explanation as to how 1t
will align the use of any state and federal funds and programs such as those received under the
Head Start Act, Title 1, and/or the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, to support to
support a coherent approach to funding and implementing effective literacy instruction for
disadvantaged students. If appropriate, the applicant should describe how the other programs will
be used to support effective instruction and will be integrated within the overall plan to prevent
language and pre-literacy difficulties or support interventions, including those for students of
limited English proficiency and students with disabilities.

Bonus Points: Because RIDE believes that the greatest impact could be made by a systemic
approach, additional points will be awarded to proposals that articulate a coherent SRCL
program that serves students birth through grade 12. This systemic approach may be

accomplished through partnerships and must include a coherent strategy to support
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disadvantaged students as they transition from early childhood programs to elementary school,

from elementary school to middle school, and from middle school to high school.

B(ii) Priority
The RIDE will run a ngorous, high-quality competition for Striving Readers Comprehensive

Literacy funds. Eligible applicants will include:

e [EAs, including public charter schools and state operated schools, applying on behalf of
1ts elementary and/or secondary (middle and high) schools that exhibit large numbers of
disadvantaged students, including limited English proficient students and those with
disabilities who are struggling with developing the necessary literacy skills needed to
read, comprehend, and use language effectively. State assessment results for these
schools 1ndicate persistent gaps 1n student achievement in the areas of reading and
writing.

e LEAs, including public charter schools or non-profit providers of early childhood
education, who offer literacy programs for children from birth through age 5, who serve
the greatest number or percentage of disadvantaged students from the applicant pool.
These providers may partner with a public or private non-profit organization, including
institutes of higher education, with a demonstrated record of effectiveness in improving
early literacy development (birth — age 5) and/or providing professional development 1n
early literacy.

B(ii1) Providing Evidence
K-12

LEAs, including public charter schools and state operated schools, applying for sub-grants

will select schools to participate based on criteria that fully align with the requirements the

Striving Readers Comprehensive Literacy Program, as authorized as part of the FY 2010
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Consolidated Appropriations Act (Pub. L. No. 111-117), and with the priorities established by

the Rhode Island Department of Education.

Betore applying for SRCL funds, applicants must conduct a comprehensive needs assessment
to determine progress toward full implementation of the Rhode Island Comprehensive Literacy
Plan (most current draft or Board of Regents approved). Sub-grant applications will discuss the
analysis of 1ts findings including, but not limited to:

e The district’s current alignment to the Rhode Island Comprehensive Literacy Plan
(RICLP). This section must include a description of the literacy program currently being
used across grade levels. This discussion should include components of reading, writing,
speaking and listening instruction using both literature and informational texts;
assessments used to determine student progress and program evaluation; supports for all
literacy learners; and curricula and materials alignment with the Common Core State

Standards, as adopted by the Board of Regents 1n July 2010.

e The criteria used for selecting schools for participation. State assessment results for
reading and writing, including gaps i1dentified by disaggregation, must be included.
Priority examples include:

e Number of LEP students 1n school (significant n size)

e Number of students with an IEP 1n school (significant n size)

e Percentage of gap in students reaching proficiency between LEP and non-LEP
students

e Percentage of gap in students reaching proficiency between IEP and non-1EP

students
e Percentage of students in poverty

e High school graduation rate, as appropriate
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e Other criteria, such as local assessment results, other financing (state, federal, or
foundation), or current initiatives that could impact the successtul implementation of the

Striving Reading Comprehensive Literacy Program, should be included in the discussion.

e The applicant’s capacity to support and monitor implementation.
e Partners, including agencies, non-profit organizations, institutes of higher education, and

families and their role in the implementation of this program.

Early Learning Programs (birth through entering kindergarten)

LEAs, including public charter schools and non-profit providers applying for sub-grants
will select schools and/or programs to participate based on criteria that are fully aligned with the
requirements the Striving Readers Comprehensive Literacy Program, as authorized as part of the
FY 2010 Consolidated Appropriations Act (Pub. L. No. 111-117), and with the priorities
established by the Rhode Island Department of Education.

Betfore applying for SRCL funds, applicants must conduct a comprehensive needs assessment
to determine progress toward full implementation of the Rhode Island Comprehensive Literacy
Plan (most current draft or Board of Regents approved). Sub-grant applications will discuss the

analysis of 1ts findings including, but not limited to:

e Student demographics, including the number (or percentage) of disadvantaged students —
children at risk for educational failure due to living 1n poverty, have limited English

proficiency, and/or have disabilities ages birth through five.

e [ocal assessment system results for language and literacy screening and progress
monitoring.

e The availability of and children’s access to a continuum of interventions designed to
address children’s language and literacy development and learning; including access to

high quality early childhood education programs which provide comprehensive pre-
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literacy and language instruction; accurate, timely, relevant, and appropriate
data/assessments used to monitor the continuous improvement of the children’s literacy
and language development and program evaluation; supports for all literacy learners; and
curricula and materials alignment with the RI Early Learning Standards and other

appropriate educational standards.
e The current alignment to the Rhode Island Comprehensive Literacy Plan (RICLP).

e Other criteria, such as other financing (State, Federal, or Foundation), or current
1initiatives that could impact the implementation of the Striving Reading Comprehensive

Literacy Program.
e The applicant’s capacity to support and monitor implementation.

e Partners, including agencies, non-profit organizations, institutes of higher education, and

families, and their role in the implementation of this program.

B(iv) Review Process and Qualifications of the Reviewers

The SRCLP sub-grant review will be modeled after the process Rhode Island used to
award Reading First funds. Three-member peer review teams will use a scoring rubric to review
and judge sub-grant applications. The rubric, developed from the application guidelines, will
specity that each of the application parts (A, B, and/or C) must receive a score 1n the Meets
Standard or Exemplary Plan range 1n order to be funded.

Members of each review team will be selected from a carefully chosen group of experts
who have a working knowledge of Rhode Island’s Comprehensive Literacy Plan (most current

draft or Board of Regents approved). Further, these panelists will possess:
e Deep knowledge of the priorities established by the RIDE

e Deep content knowledge of pre-literacy and/or literacy development, including across

contents
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e Understanding of the change process and large-scale program implementation
e Expertise in judging evidence, including data analysis
e Extensive familiarity with Rhode Island’s standards (CCSS or RIELS/NAEYC) and the

process for aligning curricula and instructional materials

Review panel members will sign statements of confidentiality and attest that their participation in
the process does not conflict with personal or professional interests.

An orientation and training session for peer reviewers will include an overview of the RI
SRCLP application, the guidance provided to the potential applicants, and the scoring rubric —
documents that will be available to eligible applicants as part of the pre-application technical
assistance. During the training, sample responses will be read and scored 1n order to assure inter-
rater reliability.

During the review process, the internal RISRCLP advisory team will be available for
recommendations on disagreements 1n application ratings and outliers. These advisors will
provide objective opinions where needed to determine 1f a plan meets the requirements of the
Striving Readers Comprehensive Literacy Program as intended by law. Results of the application
review process (including scores and comments) will be given to the RISRCLP Project Manager,
who will, 1n turn, prioritize the findings and report them to the Director of Instruction,
Assessment, and Curriculum and to the Division Chief tor Educator Excellence and Instructional
Effectiveness, who will make funding recommendations to the Commissioner. Final approval
will be made by Deborah A. Gist, Commissioner. The announcement of sub-grant awards will be
made by the Commissioner’s office.

RIDE will make the sub-grant review process public during pre-application technical
assistance by posting the application, guidance document, and scoring rubric on 1ts website.

After scoring 1s complete, the RISRCLP Project Manager will provide scores and feedback to
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each applicant. Once sub-grants are awarded, all results will be publically available on the RIDE
website. Based on past practice, the names of the reviewers will not be made public.
(C)(1) Project Management

The Rhode Island Department of Education (RIDE) 1s committed to providing strong
leadership and support for the SRCL Program to ensure that ALL students, birth through grade
12, meet the standards regarding pre-literacy and literacy proficiency and that this program 1s a
success. The Oftfice of Instruction, Assessment, and Curriculum, under the direction of Phyllis
Lynch will oversee Rhode Island’s Striving Readers Comprehensive Literacy Program using a

multi-tiered approach that will provide direct management and supervision:

Director, Office of Instruction, Assessment, and Curriculum

!

Project Manager

!

RISRCLP Advisories RI State
Advisory — — Literacy
Team Team

Project Management Timeline

Table 10: Year 1 Project Management
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Table 11: Years 2 & 3 Project Management

Month/Year

10/2012
10/2013

Year 2 Continuation Awards 1/2013
| Year 3 Continuation Awards 1/2014

| Quarterly Advisory Meetings (Project Manager, RISRCLP Advisory Team,
and State Literacy Team)

As required
(performance report and financial expenditure information) under 34 CFR
75.118

*Rhode Island state assessments = fall administration

C(i1) Key Personnel
A Project Manager will coordinate the RISRCLP implementation and oversee the entire

initiative. Specifically, the project manager will:
e Develop the sub-grant application and guidance document, as outlined within this
application
e Plan and present informational sessions and pre-application workshops for eligible

applicants
e Organize and facilitate the sub-grant review process, including a realistic timeline
e C(ollaborate with the Finance Office to distribute awards and monitor spending

e Plan and host sub-grantee leadership meetings to provide coordination and networking

between and among programs serving student age- and grade-levels
e Plan and facilitate quarterly RI State Literacy Team advisory meetings

e C(ollaborate and consult with the internal RISRCLP Advisory Team
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e Monitor implementation progress, including annual continuation applications and
budgets

e Supervise student data collection and analysis

e (Compile and submit annual progress reports, as required by the GPRA

e Publicize annual results

e Update RIDE directors and other appropriate stakeholders

e Represent RIDE at regional and/or national SRCLP meetings

e Serve as the RIDE contact for the RI Striving Readers Comprehensive Literacy Program,

including the liaison to the state’s public and private institutes of higher learning

The project manager will also serve as an integral member of the Rhode Island Statewide
Literacy Team and the RISRCLP Advisory Team and be expected to provide program updates
and problem-solve 1ssues hindering implementation. The project manager position 1s represented
as 1.0 FTE 1n the budget section.

It 1s essential that an experienced project manager with a deep knowledge of literacy content
and 1nstruction fill this position. An understanding of RIDE’s strategic vision 1s also critical.
Because of this unique list of characteristics, the position will be assigned from within the
Department. Upon federal award, Diane Girard, Education Specialist for Literacy, will assume
the duties of project manager. Working at RIDE for seven years, Girard served as the Rhode
Island Reading First Coordinator for two years; giving her experience in managing federal grant
responsibilities. Please see Appendix E for a detailed vita.

Michele Palermo, 1s RIDE’s expert in the area of early childhood education and will
serve as a consultant to the project manager and liaison to RI’s Early Learning Council. She will

help facilitate the sub-grant competition, including application review for proposed pre-literacy
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programs for children birth through age 5 and provide content expertise for quarterly sub-grantee
leadership team meetings. Please see Appendix F for a detailled résume.
C(i1i) RISRCLP Advisories

The RI Striving Readers Comprehensive Literacy Program will rely on both internal and
external counsel. The RISRCLP Advisory Team and the RI State Literacy Team will share
oversight responsibility for achieving the program’s objectives on time and within budget.

Shared responsibilities include:
e (Coordinate efforts to improve literacy instruction across Rhode Island
e Advise on the development of the state’s application
e Assist with the oversight and evaluation of the RISRCLP activities and spending

o Facilitate building statewide commitment and capacity for RISRCLP implementation

Communication 1s essential for building statewide infrastructure. The project manager will be the
conduit and responsible for the flow of information.
RISRCLP Advisory Team

The SRCLP Advisory Team 1s a group of RIDE directors and education specialists who
represent the broad backgrounds and range of experiences of Rhode Island students and schools.
Knowledgeable about RIDE’s strategic vision and providing oversight for several current
1initiatives, this team provided advice and input, including identifying RIDE’s priorities, for
completing this application. Upon grant award, the RISRCLP Advisory Team will continue to
meet with the project manager to monitor implementation progress and problem solve 1ssues. For
example, 1f sub-grantees request specific expertise, such as knowledge of second language
acquisition, the project manager will consult with the appropriate member(s) of the advisory

team 1n order to recommend action.
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Table 12: Rhode Island Striving Readers Comprehensive Literacy Program Advisory

Lisa Foehr Educator Quality & Certification | Director
Instruction, Assessment &
Diane Girard Curriculum Literacy Specialist
Student, Community & Academic
Colleen Hedden Supports Title 1 Coordinator
Student, Community & Academic | Education Specialist,
Emily Klein Supports IDEA/Title 111
Sharon Lee Multiple Pathways Director
Instruction, Assessment &
Phyllis Lynch Curriculum Director
Instruction, Assessment &
Robert Measel Curriculum ELL Specialist
Instruction, Assessment &
Colleen O'Brien Curriculum Literacy Specialist
Instruction, Assessment & Coordinator,
Michele Palermo Curriculum Early Childhood Initiatives

Student, Community & Academic
David Sienko Supports Director

Educator Excellence and
Mary Ann Snider Instructional Effectiveness Chief™

Student, Community & Academic | Education Specialist,

Becky Wright Supports Alternate Assessment

* Chief of Educator Excellence and Instructional Effectiveness oversees the Office of Instruction, Assessment &
Curriculum and the Office of Educator Quality & Certification

Rhode Island State Literacy Team (RISLT)

Rhode Island has a strong record of convening committees of state literacy experts to
oguide RIDE’s work. In 1999 the Rhode Island Reading Panel was convened 1n conjunction with
the federal Reading Excellence initiative and developed The Rhode Island Kindergarten — Grade
3 Reading Policy. By 2002 this advisory group was reconvened as the Rhode Island Reading
Leadership Team to guide and build statewide infrastructure for reading instruction, as mandated

by Reading First. This group was also responsible for expanding the K-3 reading policy into the

Rhode Island PreK- 12 Literacy Policy, adopted by the Board of Regents 1n 2005
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In accordance with the SRCL formula funding, the Rhode Island’s State Literacy Team was
convened for a two-fold purpose - to develop the Rhode Island Comprehensive Literacy Plan and
to guide and monitor Rhode Island’s SRCL 1nitiative. A diverse group of stakeholders, this

advisory group represents the state’s literacy expertise:

e Professionals with knowledge of and experience 1n literacy development and instruction

at all age/grade levels (birth — grade 12)

e Specialists with experience implementing literacy programs at the school, district, and

state levels
e Experts in the response-to-intervention (Rtl) process

e Authorities in professional development, teacher preparation, and state licensure/

accreditation 1n literacy development and instruction

Appendix G provides a list of RISLT members and their area(s) of expertise.

As an advisory body, RISLT will meet quarterly with the project manager and members
of the RISRCLP Advisory Team to review and analyze data to determine implementation
progress and/or program effectiveness. Their analyses will include the quantity and quality of
district, school and/or program professional development funded by SRCLP funds. Data sources
may include attendance forms, participant evaluations, and/or follow-up interviews.

D(1) Adequacy of Resources
The enclosed budget reflects the state’s priorities by mandating specific activities to support
full implementation of the Rhode Island Comprehensive Literacy Plan. Careful consideration

was given to the following:

e The time and costs required to provide high-quality, sustained professional development
that meets the standard articulated 1n the DEFINITIONS section of this application.

Applicants will need to contemplate and articulate the scope of the proposed training
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across state priorities, the credentials and expertise of proposed trainers/contractors, and
plan adequate supports to facilitate the integration of new learning into instructional

practice.

e The assimilation of instructional technology to support struggling learners was
thoughtfully mapped out to include not only the software product but to support
applicants whose schools or programs are in need of updated equipment. Training was

also planned as an integral tool for successful implementation.

e The time and resources needed to implement the state’s comprehensive assessment
system 1ncludes obtaining and analyzing accurate data about student achievement and
developing and implementing differentiated instruction and interventions to accelerate
literacy achievement. This budget contains proposed expenditures for assessment tools,

interventions to address 1dentified needs, and training to support implementation.

e Because leadership undergirds all educational change, sub-grantees will be required to
participate 1n state and national meetings to learn from and network with each other and
national experts. At the school level, oversight and coordination are essential thus
applicant schools will be allowed to hire a grant coordinator.

Rhode Island will use the allowable 5% of the awarded funds to administer SRCLP grant. As
previously articulated the project manager will administer the funds and oversee implementation
progress. A portion of the set-aside funds will also be used to support data analysis and
evaluation reporting. Building infrastructure 1s embedded 1n all that RIDE does — every new
initiative includes disseminating grant-funded information and practices to non-awarded schools
and organizations. SRCLP 1nitiatives, such as assessments, instructional technology, and

training, will be replicated on a smaller scale.
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D(i & iv) Allocation of Subgrant Funds and Sutficiency

As articulated 1n the estimates listed on page 6 of the federal application, Rhode Island 1s
requesting the allowable maximum of $8 million. Sub-grant awards will be of sufficient size to
support projects that improve literacy instruction for a significant number of disadvantaged
students. In order to adhere to this expectation and not “water down” support across the LEA,
RIDE will require applicants to submit a budget for each of 1ts applicant schools (or programs).

Rhode Island expects that federal SRCL funds will be awarded to support:

e Approximately nine elementary schools (K-5) with an award of up to $355,000.00 per

school per year (for a maximum of $3,200,000.00).

e Approximately four middle schools with an award of up to $400,000.00 per school per

year (for a maximum of $1,600,000.00).

e Approximately three high schools with an award of up to $535,000.00 per school per year

(for a maximum of $1,600,000.00).

e |t 1s not possible to approximate how many awards will be made as many small programs
may form partnerships. However, RIDE will require applicants to submit budgets for
each of 1ts applicant programs to ensure that funds are not “watered down” across the
partnership (for a maximum of $1,200,000.00).

Appendix D provides a more detailed look at the expenses for each level (high school, middle
school, elementary school, early childhood providers).

At the K-12 level more than eight hundred teachers, administrators, and support statt waill
participate in RISRCLP activities. This number represents a minimum of sixteen schools,
dependent upon the number and size of successful sub-grant applicant schools. Estimating the
number of participants at the early education (birth — age 5) level 1s more difficult. A local-

control state with no universal pre-K, Rhode Island has many private and independent programs
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and centers. Proposed activities for this level include initiatives that will impact the state’s entire
preschool and childcare population - teachers, parents and children.
D(ii1) Other Funding

For K-12 subgrants: The applicant must also provide a matrix that demonstrates how the
LEA will coordinate the use of state and federal funds and programs under Title I, Title I1I-A, and
Title I1I of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (ESEA), as amended, and, as
appropriate, the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, and the Carl D. Perkins Career and
Technical Education Act of 2006, to support a coherent approach to funding and implementing
effective literacy instruction for disadvantaged students.

Further, the applicant must articulate how other programs will be used to support effective
instruction and will be integrated within an overall plan to prevent reading difficulties or support
the interventions, including those for students of limited English proficiency and students with
disabilities. This articulation must include the sustainability of the project impact as it relates to
raising student literacy achievement after the SRCL funding has ended.

For Early Childhood Providers: The applicant must provide an explanation as to how 1t will
align the use of any state and federal funds and programs such as those received under the Head
Start Act, Title 1, and/or the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, to support to support a
coherent approach to funding and implementing effective literacy instruction for disadvantaged
students. If appropriate, the applicant should describe how the other programs will be used to
support effective instruction and will be integrated within the overall plan to prevent language
and pre-literacy difficulties or support interventions, including those for students of limited

English proficiency and students with disabilities.
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INDIRECT COST RATE AGREEMENT

STATE EDUCATION AGENCY
ORGANIZATION: DATE: May 27, 2010
Rhode Island Department of _ AGREEMENT NO. 2009-211 & 2009-215
Elementary & Secondary Education FILING REFERENCE: This replaces previous
Shepard Building, Sixth Floor Agreement No, _2008-113 {(C)
225 Westminster Streef dated _January 19, 2010

Providence, Rhode Island 02903-3400

The purpose of this Agreement is to establish indirect cost rates for use in awarding and managing of Federal
contracts, grants, and other assistance arrangements to which Office of Management and Budget (OMB) Circular
A-122 applies. This agreement is issued by the US Department of Education pursuant to the authority cited in

Attachment A of OMB Circular A-87.

This Agreement consists of four parts: Section | - Rates and Bases; Section Il - Particulars; Section lli - Special
Remarks; and, Section IV -Approvals.

Section | - Rate(s) and Base(s)

Effective Period Coverage

TYPE | From  To Rate Base Location Applicability
Fixed® 07-01-2008 06-30-2009 21.5% 1/ All 2/
Fixed® 07-01-2009 06-30-2010 18.2% 1/ All 2/
Predetermined  07-01-2008 06-30-2010 13.0% 1/ All 3
Provisional 07-01-2010 09-30-2010 18.2% i All 2/
Provisional 07-01-2010 09-30-2011 13.0% 1/ All 3

* Fixed with Carry-Forward.

1/ Total Direct Costs less equipment purchases, flow-through funds, alterations and renovations, and the portion

of individual subcontracts exceeding $25,000.
2/ All programs not requiring the use of a Restricfed Rate as shown in 34 CFR 76.560-569.

3/ All programs requiring the use of a Restricted Rate as shown in 34 CFR 76.560-569.

Treatment of Fringe Benefits: Generally, the Organization treats fringe benefits applicable to direct salaries and
wages as direct costs. In accordance with OMB Circular A-87, Attachment B (8)(d)(3), it does not charge payments

to separating employees for unused leave as direct costs on federal awards.

Capitalization Policy: All equipment and furniture items with a unit cost of $5,000 or more, computers with a unit
cost of $500 or more, and property improvement costs, are treated as “equipment.”
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ORGANIZATION: Rhode Island Department of Elementary & Secondary Education  ~ Page 03

Section lli - SpecialRemarks

1. This Agreement Is effective on the date of approval by the Federal Government.
2. Questions regarding this Agreement should be directed to the Negotiator.
3. Approval of the rate(s) contained herein does not establish acceptance of the Organization's total methodology

for the computation of indirect cost rates for years other than the year(s) herein cited.
4. Federal programs currently reimbursing indirect costs to this State Education Agency by means other than the

rate(s) cited in this agreement shall be credifed for such costs. The applicable rates cited herein shall be
applied to the appropriate base to identify the proper amount of indirect costs allocable to the program(s).

Section IV - Approvals _

For the State Education Agency: For the Federal Government:
Rhode Island Department of US Department of Education
Elementary & Secondary Education Room 6048, UCP
225 Westminster Street 550 12th Street, SW
Providence, Rhode Island 02903-3400 Washington, DC 20202-4450
‘*‘ - ;

Signatyre Sre

Deborah A. Gist Mary Gougisha
Name Name

Commlssioner

e e Director, Indirect Cost Group
Title Title

June 4, 2010 May 27, 2010
Date Date

‘Nelda V. Barnes
Negotiator

(202) 377-3876

Telephone
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