June 17, 2009 Striving Readers Webinar Participants’ Questions 
	1. The SF424 instructions for line 18 states only the first year budget request should be entered.  Is this correct?

The SR 424 form is an Office of Management and Budget form that requires budget information for the first funding period; the form should be completed following the instructions.  However, note that the ED 524 form is an Education Department form that requires budget information for all four years of the project.  Please submit a 4-year budget on the ED 524, Section A form and a four year narrative on the ED 524, Section C-Narrative form.  


	

	

	
	

	2. Regarding reimbursement of pre-award costs (90 days pre-award): Does payment to an external evaluator to write the evaluation/research methodology section of a proposal qualify as a reimbursable pre-award expense?
Payment to an external evaluator to write the evaluation/research methodology section of a proposal does not qualify as a reimbursable pre-award expense.  The guidelines for determining allowable costs that are provided by the Office of Management and Budget define pre-award costs as “those incurred prior to the effective date of the award directly pursuant to the negotiation in anticipation of the award where such costs are necessary to comply with the proposed delivery schedule or period of performance.  Such costs are allowable only to the extent that they would have been allowable if incurred after the date of the award and only with the written approval of the awarding agency.”



	3. Can two or more SEAs apply together?

The Striving Readers Notice Inviting Applications does not restrict two or more SEAs from applying for a Striving Readers grant together.



	
	

	4. How many out of 75 struggling readers would need to be in the control group? What would be the minimum control group size?

Absolute priority #2 does not require that the 75 struggling readers per year have a 50 percent chance of being randomly assigned to the control group. It would be permissible, for example, to have an unbalanced sample with a higher proportion of students assigned to the treatment group.  It is important to keep in mind that, for a given sample size,  evaluation designs with equal numbers of treatment and control students generally have more statistical power than those with unbalanced samples. We recommend that applications proposing an unequal number of treatment and control students discuss the implications of the control group shift in addressing requirement 2i of Absolute Priority 2 that the evaluation be “designed to detect not less than a 0.10 standard deviation impact of the supplemental literacy intervention on student achievement…”


	5. Can the intervention be done before school? After school?
Absolute Priority #1 in the Notice Inviting Applications requires that the supplemental literacy intervention “provide(s) instruction exclusively or primarily during the regular school day, but that (it) may be augmented by after-school instruction.”



	
	

	6. Can a control group for one year become the intervention group for year 2, with a new control group? 

Priority 2 does not preclude project designs in which students in the control group are shifted to the intervention group after one or two years. Such a project design would have implications for the research questions addressed by the evaluation and the statistical power of the sample. We recommend that applications proposing such designs discuss the implications of the control group shift in addressing Project Evaluation Selection Criteria (4i): “the extent to which the evaluation plan describes rigorous statistical procedures for the analysis of data that will be collected, including a clear discussion of the relationship between hypotheses, measures, and independent and dependent variables”, and requirement 2i of Absolute Priority 2 that the evaluation be “designed to detect not less than a 0.10 standard deviation impact of the supplemental literacy intervention on student achievement…”


	7. Is there a max. # of schools?

There is no maximum number of schools that may participate in a project.


	

	8. Can we recommend two different interventions depending on the student's issues?
Each intervention that is proposed for implementation must also be a part of the evaluation of the project.  Consequently, if two different interventions are proposed, each intervention would be subject to the evaluation requirements, including sample size.

9. Because Successmaker has not been confirmed in the research beyond small evidence, could we use it to prove it one way or the other?

Please review the Selection Criteria – particularly the “Significance” criterion.  This criterion states how the peer reviewers will be instructed to review commercially published and locally or regionally grown supplemental literacy interventions.  Additionally, the selection criterion, “Project Design”, requires reviewers to look at the components of the proposed program to make sure the program includes the strategies that are required and stated in the criterion. 

10. Is there any way to see the evidence for the others are currently under review, 180, AR, and Fast ForWord? What about the evidence from earlier SR projects? Is that available yet? They have used: Learning Strategies Curriculum (Kansas), Read 180, Strategies for Literacy Independence across the Curriculum).
The current Striving Readers grantees awarded grants in 2006 have produced implementation reports from the first two years of their projects.  Those implementation reports on at www.ed.gov/programs/strivingreaders/index.html.  The link at the home page is Performance.  These reports summarize the evaluation plans and implementation outcomes for the first two years.  Impact reports on student outcomes will be published on the Striving Readers Website this summer.  At this time, we do not have outcome evidence to share.

11. Is there a bottom for these kids? They need to be at least 2 years delayed--is there a floor--say, no more than 4 years? How much state involvement should we anticipate once the grant cycle begins? 
The Notice Inviting Applications does not establish a floor for the skill level of students who can be served by the SR program.  

The level of state involvement will vary by state.  As the eligible applicant, the SEA will outline the partnership arrangement.



	
	

	12. If schools participate in this study that already have an intervention in place, they are having a difficult time justifying denying some students an intervention that has been in place at the school. Can they use existing intervention program material with the control group?

Priority 1 requires that the struggling readers randomly assigned to the control group be assigned to “other activities in which they would otherwise participate, such as a study hall, electives, or another activity that does not involve supplemental literacy instruction.”  Hence, priority 1 does not allow control group students to participate in a supplemental literacy intervention that is in addition to their English Language Arts class and occurs within students’ course schedule during the school day.


	13. So the reporting for cohorts 1 and 2 goes into the following years, but each group only receives one year of intervention, is that correct? 

Priority 1 requires that treatment group students receive an intervention that is at least one full school year in length. If an applicant proposes an intervention that is one school year in length, then the application would need to propose that the evaluator collect and analyze one year of outcome data for treatment and control group students. If an applicant proposes an intervention that is two (or three) school years in length, then the application would need to propose that the evaluator collect and analyze two (or three) years of outcome data for treatment and control group students. However, it would be permissible for an applicant to propose the collection of student outcome data after the intervention year(s) have ended for a particular cohort. Because the Project Evaluation selection criteria (4i) asks external reviewers to consider the “extent to which the evaluation plan describes rigorous statistical procedures for the analysis of data that will be collected, including a clear discussion of the relationship between hypotheses, measures, and independent and dependent variables”, we recommend that the applicant clearly explain the research questions addressed by any longitudinal data collection and analysis.

Please also see the answer to Question 21 below.

	14. Do the 5 schools need to be in the same school system? Could we qualify as part of a regional partnership (PREP)?  
Schools participating in the project are not required to be in the same school system.  Participating schools could be part of a regional partnership.



	15. What if a school did not meet the 35% poverty for the dates we have data for, but now they do? Is that OK?

The Notice Inviting Applications requires that the applicant submit an attachment that indicates that schools recommended for participation be Title I eligible.  There is some flexibility in how an LEA counts children from low-income families in middle and high schools in making its determination about whether these schools are eligible for Title I.  An LEA may use the “feeder pattern” concept which allows it to project the number of low-income children in a middle school or high school based on the average poverty rate of the elementary school attendance areas that feed into that school.  Please see the response to question 10 on page 11 of the Non-Regulatory Guidance: Local Educational Agency Identification and Selection of School Attendance Areas and Schools and Allocation of Title I Funds to Those Areas and Schools. At www.ed.gov/programs/titleiparta/wdag.doc/  

16. What qualifies as “evidence” that schools identified in an application are Title I eligible?  What kind of documentation is necessary? 
An applicant that uses data on eligibility for free- and reduced-priced meals under the National School Lunch may submit any one of the following forms of documentation: 

· A copy of the form or report a local educational agency submitted to the State school food authority that identifies, by school, the total percentage of students eligible for free- or reduced-price lunches.  
· A copy of a summary report that contains the needed data (total percentage of students  eligible for free- or reduced-price lunches by school) from the website of the State school food authority.   
· A report generated by a district's or state's management information system indicating the percentage of students that receive free- or reduced-price lunches.  Please note:  the report must indicate the name of the applicant, the date the report was produced and the time the report was created.  
·  A chart on district or state letterhead signed by the superintendent that indicates the total percentage of students eligible for free- or reduced-price lunches for each school named in the application.   
In all cases, data must be for the 2008-09 school year.  

	17. Budget: Are there a specific number of grantee meetings that must be budgeted each year?
Please budget for a kickoff meeting and an annual meeting in the first year of implementation.   Grantees will be required to attend a minimum of one annual meeting per year.  After grants are made, ED will sign a cooperative agreement with each grantee that includes information on grantee meetings.




	18. Regarding the requirement that the control group students only receive the 'regular' program (such as electives), how does this fit with most states' requirements that all students achieving below grade level must receive academic intervention services? 

Priority 1 requires that the struggling readers randomly assigned to the control group be assigned to “other activities in which they would otherwise participate, such as a study hall, electives, or another activity that does not involve supplemental literacy instruction.”  Hence, priority 1 does not allow control group students to participate in a supplemental literacy intervention that is in addition to their English Language Arts class and occurs within students’ course schedule during the school day. 

Academic intervention services could be offered to both treatment and control group students outside of the regular school day or as part of the regular English Language arts class. Because the Project Evaluation selection criteria (4i) asks external reviewers to consider the “extent to which the evaluation plan describes rigorous statistical procedures for the analysis of data that will be collected, including a clear discussion of the relationship between hypotheses, measures, and independent and dependent variables”, we recommend that the applicant clearly describe the research questions addressed by the contrast between the treatment and control group.

	19. Letters from LEA: Can the LEA provide one letter signed by both the Sup. and the Principal? 
The Notice Inviting Applications requires a letter from the superintendent and the principal of each school proposed for participation in the project.



	20. Is there a suggested list of approved supp. literacy intervention programs like other grants put out?
The Department of Education will not provide a suggested list of approved supplemental literacy interventions.  

	21. Does each cohort need to be a totally new group of kids?

As noted in the answer to Question 13, Priority 1 requires that treatment group students receive an intervention that is at least one full school year in length. If an applicant proposes an intervention that is two (or three) school years in length, then the applicant could propose that random assignment remain intact for two (or three) years and that the evaluator collect and analyze two (or three) years of outcome data for treatment and control group students. If an applicant proposes a multi-year intervention, for each school year the proposed project would need to serve some students who are receiving the intervention for the first time and some students who are receiving the second (or third) year of the intervention. For example, if an applicant proposed a two-year intervention that serves students in grades 6-7, then the applicant would need to serve a new group of 6th graders each year, but the 7th graders would be returning students. The evaluation design would need to propose data collection on all the students served by the intervention, and for the control group students in the 6th and 7th grades. Because it a multi-year intervention design would necessitate treatment and control groups remaining intact over multiple years, we recommend that applicants proposing multi-year interventions clearly address Project evaluation criteria c2 regarding procedures for monitoring the integrity of random assignment. In addition, because including some returning students in the 750 struggling readers in the evaluation’s sample each year would affect the overall sample size across the three years of the project,  we recommend that applications proposing multiyear interventions discuss the implications clearly address requirement 2i of Absolute Priority 2 that the evaluation be “designed to detect not less than a 0.10 standard deviation impact of the supplemental literacy intervention on student achievement…” 
22. Will we need to get permissions from those in the control group?

The Department’s Protection of Human Subjects Research Website includes information on the protection of human subjects in research and can be found at the following link: http://www.ed.gov/about/offices/list/ocfo/humansub.html.  Evaluation partners will need to have procedures in place (review boards, guidelines) for conduction research involving human subjects.

The Striving Readers program office has consulted with the Family Policy Compliance Office (FPCO), the office in the Department that administers the Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA), regarding the applicability of FERPA to the disclosure of education records to Striving Readers grantees’ independent evaluators. FERPA does permit such a disclosure to state education agency contractors under certain circumstances.  The educational agency or institution must be able to show that:  1) the outside party is providing a service for the agency or institution that it would otherwise provide for itself using employees; 2) the outside party would have a “legitimate educational interest” in the information disclosed if the service were performed by employees (34 CFR § 99.31(a)(1)); and 3) the outside party is under the direct control of the educational agency or institution with respect to the use and maintenance of information from education records.
23. Are there a minimum number of students that an interventionist must see in a day/in an hour? 
The number of students served by a supplemental literacy intervention will most likely be determined by the program requirements.  To evaluate any supplemental literacy intervention, the intervention must be implemented on model.  Each model has its particular characteristics and requirements, which we assume implementers will adhere to.




	
	

	24. Do you want school data disaggregated by NCLB subgroups? 
The Notice Inviting Applications does not ask the applicant to disaggregate data by NCLB subgroups.


	25. So, control group students would NOT be able to receive ANY intervention support for the four years of this program? Even if the school already has an additional intervention period set up...Please Clarify. 

See the answer to Question 6. Priority 2 does not preclude a project design in which students receive interventions not funded by Striving Readers after they leave the evaluation sample.


	26. Are you saying ONLY the Stated Education Agency may submit- having named its participating schools? Thanks.
The State Education Agency is the only eligible applicant for this competition.  The SEA is required to name schools it is proposing for participation in the SR program.



	27. Is it necessary to find schools that do not currently have an intervention in place? 
Priority 1 and 2 do not preclude including schools in the project that already have an intervention in place. However, schools that currently have a supplemental literacy intervention that meets the criteria described in Priority 1 would need to agree to conduct random assignment of three cohorts of students newly eligible for the intervention, and to withhold the intervention from the control group for at least one year.


	28. The address in the document for submission of paper application is different from what you just displayed on the ppt. it lists 550 12th St. SW.  Which is correct?  

There are two Washington, DC addresses: one for the submission of the application by mail and the other for the submission of the application by hand delivery.  Please check the application for each address.  

 

	29. Since the random assignment of students must begin this October for the study segment to begin 2010-11, this precludes the use of grade 6 students in the first treatment year (since we do not know at that point which middle schools these students will be in. Is this correct?

Priorities 1 and 2 do not preclude the use of grade 6 students in the first treatment year.  If an applicant will not yet know which middle school grade 6 students will attend in 2010-11 at the end of the 2009-10 school year, the applicant could propose an evaluation design in which random assignment was conducted after the assignment was known, e.g. during Summer 2010 or very early in the 2010-11 school year.


	30. When reviewing student data, we have raw numbers of actual test takers and actual failures. We also have AYP data.   Which do we use? 

Please use the AYP data that you report to the Department of Education.


	31. Have the evaluation criteria changed from last year's application? 

The project selection criteria for the external reviewers, including Significance, Project Design, and Project Evaluation have changed since the 2006 Striving Readers grant competition. For information about the project selection criteria for the 2006 grant competition, see http://www.ed.gov/legislation/FedRegister/announcements/2005-3/081505b.html.


	32. May a student identified as specific learning disabled in the area of reading be part of either the treatment or control group?
The students currently receiving services under Striving Readers grants include learning disabled students.  There is no provision in the Notice Inviting Applications that precludes students with specific learning disabilities from receiving services.  



	
	

	33. MUST you identify the evaluator in the application? Our state requires an RFP after the grant is awarded.

We recommend that the name and qualifications of the proposed evaluator be included in the application in order for the external reviewers to evaluate the extent to which the proposed project evaluation meets Project Evaluation criteria 5, “The extent which the independent evaluator identified in the application has experience conducting scientifically based reading an in designing and conducting experimental evaluations,” and meets the requirement of Absolute Priority 2 that the evaluation “be carried out by an independent evaluator whose role in the project is limited solely to conducting the evaluation.”  If an evaluator cannot be identified prior to the submission of an application, we recommend that you provide convincing evidence that will meet peer reviewers’ scrutiny. 



	34. Must each school have 75 eligible students, or may the average be 75?

The program definitions section of the application states that eligible school must serve at least 75 struggling readers per year; the 75 struggling readers will include both treatment and control groups.


	35. Will states awarded be restricted from possible upcoming grants?
This Striving Readers competition has stated the eligibility criteria for this competition in its Notice Inviting Applications.  Future competitions and requirements for eligibility are not in our purview.   



	36. If a building has K-8 grades, are they eligible?
The first Absolute Priority requires that services go to middle and high school students in any of grades 6-12.  There is no requirement that eligible students be grouped according to a particular building arrangement.



	37. Does the control group (example 6th grade) ever receive intervention in the following years if they stay at the school (7th or 8 th grade)?

See the answer to question 6.


	38. Is the control group expected to be 50% of the combined treatment and control groups?
See the answer to question 4.


	39. Can several states submit an application as a consortium to meet the sample size requirements?
Several states may submit an application as a consortium to meet the sample size requirements.



	40. Can schools carry funds over into the following year?
The determination of whether a grantee may carry funds over from one year to the next is made after the annual performance report is submitted to ED.  ED looks at a variety of factors including whether substantial progress has been made when it determines continuation awards and carry over funds.



	41. Are the cohorts different each school year, or may students remain in cohorts for more than one year?
See the answers to Questions 13 and 21.



	42. Are Agencies that have previously been funded (and their interventions) eligible for this competition?

The Notice Inviting Applications does not restrict previously funded agencies from receiving awards from this competition.



	
	

	43. The narrative is limited to 40 pages. Is the narrative required to be double-spaced? Is there are required font size, such as, 12-point font?
Instructions for the application’s content and form are provided in the Notice Inviting Application, Section IV.



	44. Has anyone checked to see whether five or ten schools are sufficient to detect an effect size of 0.10?

See the answer to Question 51 below.



	45. Our state requires that all students below level receive academic intervention services. If students are assigned to a control group, would they need to be removed from state-mandated academic intervention services?
See the answer to Question 18.


	
	

	


	
	

	46. Must each of those 3 cohorts of students contain 750 students each? 
Yes.  In each of the three years of providing intervention services, each cohort must include 750 students.  See also the answers to questions 13 and 21.


	47. If we have no 12th grade state assessment, do we use state data from 06-07, and 07-08 for high school?  

Absolute priority 2 requires that the evaluation “measure outcome of the supplemental literacy intervention by using, at a minimum, the reading/language arts assessment used by the State to determine whether a school has made adequate yearly progress under Part A of Title I of ESEA.” ESEA requires states to conduct annual reading /language arts assessments in grades 3-8, but does not require states to conduct reading/language arts assessments for every grade of high school. If an applicant proposes to implement an intervention for a high school grade that does not have a state reading/language arts assessment, then the applicant would not be required to use state assessment data as an outcome variable to measure the impact of the intervention.
48. Are states allowed to be flexible in determining what scores on their assessments 

define two years below grade level?
The Striving Readers Notice of Final Priorities established the definition of “struggling readers” as “readers who have only partial mastery of the perquisite knowledge and skills that are fundamental for reading at grade level and are reading two or more grades below grade level when measured on an initial screening reading assessment.”  Project

 evaluators and project directors will determine what scores on their state assessment define two years below grade.
49. To pay for the external evaluator does the state pay with the set aside dollars or does each of the schools help with the cost?
The cost of the external evaluator is included in the budget submitted with the application.  On the ED524 budget form, the evaluator’s costs would appear on the Contractual line.

50. If data is to be collected on Cohort 1 for each period 2-4, does it not need to be implementation data if the cohort is only receiving one year of services?

See the answer to question 13. Priority 2 requires the project evaluation to include “an analysis of fidelity of implementation of the features of the supplemental literacy intervention.” For each year of the evaluation, those data on fidelity of implementation need only be collected for the schools, teachers, classrooms, or students that are currently part of the intervention.

51. Can you give details of the assumptions behind the power calculations, which arrive at 750 as the number of individually randomized students given an MDES of 0.1?

The power calculations are based on the following assumptions: 10 schools with 75 new students for each of two years and an 80 response rate. The estimates assume 80 percent power, a significance level of 0.05 for a two-tailed test, a covariate that explains 49 percent of the student-level variation in the outcome, and a fixed effect estimator. It also assumes a balanced (1:1) random assignment ratio within each school.

Conducting statistical power calculations is an important part of any evaluation. Because Absolute Priority #2 requires that the rigorous and independent evaluation be “designed to detect not less than a .10 standard deviation impact of the supplemental literacy intervention on student achievement”, applications will need to include their own power calculations to demonstrate they meet the priority. 

For more information on the calculation of statistical power in education evaluations with experimental designs, please see:
· Howard Bloom. "Minimum Detectable Effects:  A Simple Way to Report the Statistical Power of Experimental Designs." Evaluation Review, Vol. 19, No. 5, 547-556 (1995).  

· Peter Schochet. "Statistical Power for Random Assignment Evaluations of Education Programs."  Princeton, NJ:  Mathematica Policy Research, Inc., 2005. [http://www.mathematica-mpr.com/publications/PDFs/statisticalpower.pdf]
52. In the case of Arizona, there is a separate requirement for ELL instruction as different from other supplemental intervention programs that might make the chosen intervention different for different groups. 
Priority 1 does not preclude offering different supplemental literacy interventions to different groups of students.  Any supplemental literacy intervention that is proposed for implementation must meet the criteria included in absolute priority 1, and included in the Selection Criteria.  Peer reviewers will be measuring the characteristics of the intervention against the selection criteria. In addition, for each supplemental literacy intervention proposed the applicant must meet requirement 2i of Priority 2 that the evaluation be “designed to detect not less than a 0.10 standard deviation impact of the supplemental literacy intervention on student achievement…”
June 18 Striving Readers Webinar Participants’ Questions


1. Is this power point presentation anywhere online?

The PowerPoint is now on the Striving Readers web site: www.ed.gov/programs/strivingreaders/applicant.html. The PowerPoint is under the heading “Technical Assistance” and is titled: “Striving Readers Competition 2009.”
2. Does the school need to have 75 total students who are two or more levels below grade level OR 75 students in each grade?
Each school needs minimum of 75 struggling readers per year per school in all grades served by the supplemental intervention. For example, a high school that provides the intervention to grades 9-12 would need 75 students per year in grades 9-12. A high school that provided intervention only to grade 9 would need 75 9th graders. Note the 75 struggling readers must be randomly assigned to either the targeted intervention (treatment) or control condition.
3. Can the intervention be two interventions which, combined, meet the criteria in absolute priority 1?
The Notice Inviting Applications (NIA) does not preclude combining two interventions.  Any supplemental literacy intervention that is proposed for implementation must meet the criteria included in absolute priority 1, and also listed in the Selection Criteria.  Peer reviewers will be measuring the characteristics of the intervention against the selection criteria. ED recommends that if an applicant proposes to combine interventions, it discuss the extent to which the interventions have been implemented together in the past to address application requirement that the supplemental intervention “has been implemented in at least one school in the United States during the preceding five years.”
4. Is http://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc the correct address for the Practice Guide: Improving Adolescent Literacy?
Yes; the “Improving Adolescent Literacy: Effective Classroom and Intervention Practices” is the IES publication mentioned in the Webinar that appears on the What Works Clearinghouse site.
5. We are a 501c3 high school with a student pop of 780 students 90% Hispanic whose mean in reading are scoring lower than Fla scores and National scores can we apply for ourselves?

The eligible applicant for this competition is the State education agency—the agency primarily responsible for the State supervision of public elementary schools and secondary schools.
6. What about RTI? If students are in Tier III AND in the control group are they not to receive the Tier III intervention?
The eligibility criteria for this competition require that students in the control group do not receive a “different supplemental literacy intervention” (different from the supplemental intervention the treatment group is receiving).  Students in the control group may be assigned to activities other than a supplemental literacy intervention such as a study hall, electives, or another activity that does not involve being in a supplemental literacy intervention class.  When determining whether these “other activities” would be considered a “different supplemental literacy intervention”, please review the characteristics of a supplemental literacy intervention as they are listed in Priority #1 and note the Selection Criteria-Project Design criteria.    
7. Must a cohort be selected in the initial implementation year and followed for the remaining years of the grant?

Priority 1 requires that treatment group students receive an intervention that is at least one full school year in length. If an applicant proposes an intervention that is one school year in length, then the application would need to propose that the evaluator collect and analyze one year of outcome data for treatment and control group students. If an applicant proposes an intervention that is two school years in length, then the application would need to propose that the evaluator collect and analyze two years of outcome data for treatment and control group students. However, it would be permissible for an applicant to propose the collection of student outcome data after the intervention year(s) have ended for a particular cohort. Because the Project Evaluation selection criteria (4i) asks external reviewers to consider the “extent to which the evaluation plan describes rigorous statistical procedures for the analysis of data that will be collected, including a clear discussion of the relationship between hypotheses, measures, and independent and dependent variables”, we recommend that the applicant clearly explain the research questions addressed by any longitudinal data collection and analysis.
The following information is included in the answer given to Question 20 from the June 17 Webinar questions.  We’re including the answer here, too, because it expands on the issues implied in this question.  Priority 1 requires that treatment group students receive an intervention that is at least one full school year in length. If an applicant proposes an intervention that is two (or three) school years in length, then the applicant could propose that random assignment remain intact for two (or three) years and that the evaluator collect and analyze two (or three) years of outcome data for treatment and control group students. If an applicant proposes a multi-year intervention, for each school year the proposed project would need to serve some students who are receiving the intervention for the first time and some students who are receiving the second (or third) year of the intervention. For example, if an applicant proposed a two-year intervention that serves students in grades 6-7, then the applicant would need to serve a new group of 6th graders each year, but the 7th graders would be returning students. The evaluation design would need to propose data collection on all the students served by the intervention, and for the control group students in the 6th and 7th grades. Because it a multi-year intervention design would necessitate treatment and control groups remaining intact over multiple years, we recommend that applicants proposing multi-year interventions clearly address Project evaluation criteria c2 regarding procedures for monitoring the integrity of random assignment. In addition, because including some returning students in the 750 struggling readers in the evaluation’s sample each year would affect the overall sample size across the three years of the project,  we recommend that applications proposing multiyear interventions discuss the implications clearly address requirement 2i of Absolute Priority 2 that the evaluation be “designed to detect not less than a 0.10 standard deviation impact of the supplemental literacy intervention on student achievement…” 
8. Do the control and treatment groups have to be in the same school? Can we have one school do interventions and another school not participate?

The eligibility criterion (d) requires that all of the proposed schools agree to implement the proposed supplemental literacy intervention for three school years. Priority 2 requires that random assignment be conducted at the student level within schools. Priority 2 would not permit a design that employed only school-level random assignment. 
9. It looks like random assignment is at the student level. Which seems to preclude having one class or school be part of the treatment and another be part of the control. Is this correct? 

See the answer to #8 above.

With the student-level random assignment design, treatment group students will enroll in supplemental literacy classes that are limited only to treatment group students at their schools. Control group students will assigned to “other activities in which they would otherwise participate, such as a study hall, electives, or another activity that does not involve supplemental literacy instruction.”
10. Can students be shifted from control to intervention group after one year? How would this be statistically evaluated?

Priority 2 does not preclude project designs in which students in the control group are shifted to the intervention group after one year. Such a project design would have implications for the research questions addressed by the evaluation and the statistical power of the sample. We recommend that applications proposing such designs discuss the implications of the control group shift in addressing Project Evaluation Selection Criteria (4i): “the extent to which the evaluation plan describes rigorous statistical procedures for the analysis of data that will be collected, including a clear discussion of the relationship between hypotheses, measures, and independent and dependent variables”, and requirement 2i of Absolute Priority 2 that the evaluation be “designed to detect not less than a 0.10 standard deviation impact of the supplemental literacy intervention on student achievement…”
11. Can a large district apply on its own without State? 
The eligible applicant for this grant is the State education agency which will applies on behalf of LEAs and local schools.  An LEA is not eligible to apply without the State.
12. Does the Dept of Education have any reading intervention for a Minority High School who has approximately 650 students that are reading below National Average?

The Department of Education does not provide or recommend any specific or particular supplemental literacy intervention.  The characteristics of the kind of supplemental literacy intervention that peer reviewers of the applications will be looking for are listed in Absolute Priority #1 and in the Selection Criteria: Project Design.
13. Can you provide details on the assumptions behind the power calculations, which arrive at 750 as the number of individually randomized students given an MDES of 0.1? 

The power calculations are based on the following assumptions: 10 schools with 75 new students for each of two years and an 80 response rate. The estimates assume 80 percent power, a significance level of 0.05 for a two-tailed test, a covariate that explains 49 percent of the student-level variation in the outcome, and a fixed effect estimator. It also assumes a balanced (1:1) random assignment ratio within each school.

Conducting statistical power calculations is an important part of any evaluation. Because Absolute Priority #2 requires that the rigorous and independent evaluation be “designed to detect not less than a .10 standard deviation impact of the supplemental literacy intervention on student achievement”, we recommend that applications include their own power calculations to demonstrate they meet the priority. 

For more information on the calculation of statistical power in education evaluations with experimental designs, please see:
· Howard Bloom. "Minimum Detectable Effects:  A Simple Way to Report the Statistical Power of Experimental Designs." Evaluation Review, Vol. 19, No. 5, 547-556 (1995).  

· Peter Schochet. "Statistical Power for Random Assignment Evaluations of Education Programs."  Princeton, NJ:  Mathematica Policy Research, Inc., 2005. [http://www.mathematica-mpr.com/publications/PDFs/statisticalpower.pdf]

14. Students who are two or more grade levels below often receive other services, e.g., ELL, SPED, other Title I services--can these students still be part of the control?

Students who are assigned to the control group cannot be receiving a supplemental literacy intervention that is in addition to their English Language Arts class and that occurs within the student’s course schedule during the school day.  Please review Priority 1 and the Selection Criteria: Project Design; in these two sections of the NIA you will find a description of the characteristics of a supplemental literacy intervention.  Reviewers of applications will be using the information in the Selection Criteria section to judge whether the control group meets the requirements for a control group.    
15. Would you clarify the difference between “Title I receiving” and “Title I eligible”?

Title I eligible schools are those that are eligible for Title I, Part A funds under section 1113 of ESEA and Title I regulations at 34 CFR 200,77 and 200.78 and in the non-regulatory guidance the Department issued in August 2003.  This latter document, Regulatory Guidance: Local Educational Agency Identification and Selection of School Attendance Areas and Schools and Allocation of Title I Funds to Those Areas and Schools can be found on the Department’s website at www.ed.gov/programs/titleiparta/wdag.doc/.

Title I eligible schools may not necessarily be receiving Title I funds.  Receipt of a Title I allocation will depend on where a school stands in the district’s ranking of schools by poverty and how far down the list of eligible schools the district decides to fund schools.

For this competition, schools must be Title I eligible.

16. What qualifies as “evidence” that schools identified in an application are Title I eligible?
An applicant that uses data on eligibility for free- and reduced-priced meals under the National School Lunch may submit any one of the following forms of documentation: 

· A copy of the form or report a local educational agency submitted to the State school food authority that identifies, by school, the total percentage of students eligible for free- or reduced-price lunches.  
· A copy of a summary report that contains the needed data (total percentage of students eligible for free- or reduced-price lunches by school) from the website of the State school food authority.   
· A report generated by a district's or state's management information system indicating the percentage of students that receive free- or reduced-price lunches.  Please note:  the report must indicate the name of the applicant, the date the report was produced and the time the report was created.  
·  A chart on district or state letterhead signed by the superintendent that indicates the total percentage of students eligible for free- or reduced-price lunches for each school named in the application.   
In all cases, data must be for the 2008-09 school year.  
17. If state tests are used to identify struggling readers, what is the purpose of the screening test? 
The NIA does not prescribe specific tests to be used for screening. State tests may be used to screen for struggling readers if the test provides the information that the program implementers and the independent evaluators need for the placement of students into the supplemental literacy intervention.
18. There seems to be limited number of NORMED reference reading assessments designed for use as screening and diagnostic measures esp for adolescents--I understand the need for normed referenced assessments as outcome measures--but is there any flexibility for screening and diagnostic measures? Esp if state tests are used for initial identification as a struggling reader.

If an applicant believes that the existing nationally normed screening and diagnostic assessments are not appropriate for its proposed project or that such measures do not exist, the applicant should provide justification for why it proposes to use different assessments. The reviewers may consider that information when considering the extent to which the application meets project design collection criteria 4.
19. Do you want letters of support? If so, where in the application process would they be submitted?
We have required letters from superintendents of LEAs and principals of schools that are proposed for inclusion in the project.  These letters must include the information required in Section III. Eligibility Information of the Notice Inviting Applications.  

The e-Application template requires that letters of support be included as one component of the Project Narrative; a designated space has been provided to attach these letters.  Please see instructions on e-Application at http://e-grants.ed.gov (the Department’s e-Grants Web site).
20. Could you please clarify the expectations for screening assessments, specifically: could we use our Washington Assessment of Student Learning (WASL) as our initial screener, and then use another nationally normed screener just for those students who did not pass the WASL? Would that satisfy the screening requirements? Thank you.
The Notice Inviting Applications does not preclude the use of State assessments as screening assessments.  We recommend that you provide some explanation and/or justification for the screening assessment you select.  The information you provide will be useful to reviewers as they evaluate the proposed assessment that you have identified.  
21. Since our state assessment does not produce a 'grade level', per se, we would probably use the 'below proficient' category to identify an initial group. But should we then plan to give a normed assessment to ensure that included students meet the 2 years below level requirement? 
As noted, the Notice Inviting Applications does not preclude the use of state assessments as screening devices.  If you identify your State assessment as the screening assessment, we recommend you justify your decision to use the “below proficient” category to identify and place students in the supplemental literacy intervention and that you indicate how the “below proficient” category correlates with “reading two or more grades below grade level.”   
22. When I go to the URL for the Striving Readers application, the 2008 application is there but not the 2009. 
The 2009 application is available at: http://www.ed.gov/programs/strivingreaders/applicant.html
23. Can anyone point me to some appropriate norm referenced screening tools?
The Notice Inviting Applications does not recommend any specific assessments as the appropriate assessments for use in this project.  We recommend that you support your choice of assessments with information that will help justify your choice to reviewers of your application. 
24. How can we address the issue that reading intervention is required by statute for students in our state? We cannot withhold reading intervention for a control group.

Priority 1 requires that the struggling readers randomly assigned to the control group be assigned to “other activities in which they would otherwise participate, such as a study hall, electives, or another activity that does not involve supplemental literacy instruction.”  Hence, priority 1 does not allow control group students to participate in a supplemental literacy intervention that is in addition to their English Language Arts class and occurs within students’ course schedule during the school day. 

Because the Project Evaluation selection criteria (4i) asks external reviewers to consider the “extent to which the evaluation plan describes rigorous statistical procedures for the analysis of data that will be collected, including a clear discussion of the relationship between hypotheses, measures, and independent and dependent variables”, we recommend that the applicant clearly describe the research questions addressed by the contrast between the treatment and control group.
25. How do states determine which schools to work with? There is not time for a RFA process.
The Notice Inviting Applications does not describe a process for determining which schools will be included in the proposal soliciting grant funds.    

26. Is parental consent required to assign students to experimental or control group?

The Department’s Protection of Human Subjects Research Website includes information on the protection of human subjects in research and can be found at the following link: http://www.ed.gov/about/offices/list/ocfo/humansub.html.  The responsibility for determining whether the research that is conducted during the project period is exempt or nonexempt from Protection of Human Subjects Research regulations is the evaluator’s.  Evaluation partners will need to have procedures in place (review boards, guidelines) for determining whether any actions must be taken to protect student privacy during the time they are conducting research involving these students.  This work must be done by the grantee and its evaluation partner immediately upon receipt of an award.  

The Striving Readers program office has consulted with the Family Policy Compliance Office (FPCO), the office in the Department that administers the Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA), regarding the applicability of FERPA to the disclosure of education records to Striving Readers grantees’ independent evaluators. FERPA does permit such a disclosure to state education agency contractors under certain circumstances.  The educational agency or institution must be able to show that:  1) the outside party is providing a service for the agency or institution that it would otherwise provide for itself using employees; 2) the outside party would have a “legitimate educational interest” in the information disclosed if the service were performed by employees (34 CFR § 99.31(a)(1)); and 3) the outside party is under the direct control of the educational agency or institution with respect to the use and maintenance of information from education records.
27. Can states be part of more than one application?
The Notice Inviting Applications does not preclude states from being a part of more than one application.



