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General Questions & Answers
April 7, 2010

What is the Race to the Top program? 
The Race to the Top program is a federal competitive grant program funded under American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA). Race to the Top encourages and rewards states that are implementing significant reforms in four education areas: 

· Adopting standards and assessments that prepare students for success

· Preparing, recruiting, supporting, and retaining effective teachers and principals

· Improving the use of data to inform and improve practices

· Turning around the lowest performing schools

What are Washington’s chances of success for Race to the Top money?

We’re confident our education reform platform is strong and getting stronger every day; and we’re putting together a competitive application and a bold long-term education reform agenda.  Washington’s proposal is comprehensive; builds on the strong foundation of reform efforts that are in place now, and moves forward with innovative plans for the state’s future.  With the emphasis on improving student achievement and outcomes, and the support of our school district partners, we are confident we’ll have a strong application for Phase 2 of the competition.  

Now that we know that Delaware and Tennessee have “won” the first round, how does Washington’s application compare?

Washington state is unique, and our application will reflect statewide collaboration and our own education reform priorities. We’re certainly looking at Delaware and Tennessee, as are other states.  Washington, however will not present an application that copies Delaware and Tennessee’s applications; we have a different history with a distinct composition of students and school districts.

Who is eligible to apply for Race to the Top funds? 
States are the eligible applicants. 

How many states will be awarded Race to the Top grants? 
The U.S. Department of Education (USDE) has not determined the number of grantees for Race to the Top Programs. The process is competitive, and the number of grants will depend on the quality of the applications and the size of the grants awarded. 
When is the Race to the Top application due? 
Phase 1 applications were due January 19, 2010, and the winning grants were announced March 29th.  Delaware and Tennessee were awardees in Phase 1.  Phase 2 applications are due June 1, 2010 and awards will be made by September 30, 2010.  Washington State will be a Phase 2 applicant.

How will a state’s grant size be determined? 
The USDE provided states with regulations on grant sizes and requires states to use these ranges in developing their Race to the Top projects. The USDE will complete a detailed review of budget requests, considering such factors as the state size, level of district participation, and proposed activities. Washington State will apply for $250 million.
What is the timeline for obligating and spending Race to the Top funds? 
The USDE will obligate all funds to states by September 30, 2010. States will then have a 4-year project period in which to implement their plans and spend the grant money.

How will the application review process work? 
The USDE will use a two-tier review process to judge eligible applications. The initial review will be based solely on reviews of the written applications; the final review will be based on both a state’s written application and in-person presentation.

Who will review the Race to the Top applications? 
The USDE will use independent reviewers chosen from a pool of qualified educators, scholars, and other individuals knowledgeable in education reform. The Department will thoroughly screen all reviewers for conflicts of interest to ensure a fair and competitive review process.

Which sections of a state’s application and reviewer feedback will be made public? 
To foster transparency and openness, the USDE will post all state applications and final scores – for both successful and unsuccessful applicants – on its website at the conclusion of the competition.  
May states focus their applications on only one of the four education reform areas? 
No. The USDE will only consider applications that comprehensively address all four education reform areas specified.  See first question.

How much flexibility do states have to innovate under Race to the Top? 
Race to the Top offers states numerous opportunities to innovate. The program defines areas of targeted innovation, but doesn’t specify how to do so. The competition is designed to encourage states to draw on their particular strengths and successes to date, and to use those as launching pads for statewide scaling of promising practices. Creativity and innovation are rewarded in this competition.

How do local school districts participate in Washington’s Race to the Top project?

To receive a Race to the Top sub-grant, a local school district must become a “participating school district” by signing a Partnership Agreement that defines both the state and local grant responsibilities. Participating districts must agree to implement all required components described within the Partnership Agreement. The expectation is that a participating school district will implement significant aspects of a state’s plan because the reforms are designed to create a comprehensive approach to better teaching and learning. 

If interested in optional/competitive funding opportunities, the district must express interest in specific optional/competitive components. Districts will only be considered for optional/competitive components if they commit to all required components listed on Exhibit I. To receive consideration for these additional optional/competitive funds, the participating district will be required to complete a separate application.  Depending on district interest and federal funding levels, Washington’s Race to the Top program administrators will determine if a district may participate in more than one optional/competitive component.

District participation – related to both the required and optional/competitive components will be further clarified in Washington state’s “Race to the Top 90-Day Plan Guidelines.” This document will be shared with districts in September 2010 following official notification from the U.S. Department of Education regarding Washington state’s successful application and grant award level. The requirements and options outlined in Exhibit I encompass district commitments that will be implemented over the course of the four-year grant and be delineated in the district’s 90-Day Plan.  However the state-level commitments outlined in Exhibit I are not Washington’s entire Race to the Top application or state education reform plan, but rather represent those state Race to the Top grant commitments linked directly to the specific district Race to the Top commitments.
Where may I find more information about the Race to the Top application process, the state application, and school district requirements?
Go to:  http://www2.ed.gov/programs/racetothetop/index.html 
Go to:  www.waracetothetop.org
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School District Questions & Answers 

April 7, 2010

For those sites considering becoming a partner in the Washington State Race to the Top grant application. 

Refer to General Questions and Answers document for an overview of the Race to the Top program, the application process and additional background information.

Partnership Agreement

What is the Washington State Partnership Agreement? What does signing it mean?

The Partnership Agreement is the document that outlines components of Washington’s state education reform plan for the future. It includes both the required and optional/competitive components of the plan that are supported and aligned with the State’s Race to the Top application. By signing the Partnership Agreement, the school district agrees to implement the required components of the plan and becomes a “participating district”.  Participating districts will receive a sub-grant to use to implement the plan components, should Washington receive a Race to the Top grant award.

What are the Parts of the Partnership Agreement?
The Washington Partnership Agreement consists of four parts. 

Introduction to State Plan and Race to the Top contains statements about the general roles and responsibilities of the state and the participating school district, and the joint responsibilities in regard to project administration, non-performance, assurances, collective bargaining and other general requirements.

Exhibit I defines the required components of the state plan. Exhibit I is considered the preliminary scope of work for implementing the state plan at the local level. Exhibit I also lists the optional/competitive components of the plan that are also called innovation clusters. 

Signature page identifies the name and role of the persons required and encouraged to be a part of the agreement to implement the plan.
Attachment A contains the preliminary minimum participating school district grant award assuming 100% school district participation. A one-year and four-year estimate is provided.
Must a school district commit to all of the required components on Exhibit I to become a participating school district? 

Yes. If a Partnership Agreement is signed by the district Superintendent it means the school district will work to support and implement all of the required components in Exhibit I.
What are “optional/competitive components” or “Innovation Clusters”?

These are elective or non-required components of the state plans. Innovation Cluster(s) are groups of likeminded schools or school districts and/or partner organizations that share interests, research and new strategies for improving student achievement and outcomes or closing achievement gaps and serve as models for other schools or districts.  As part of the state Race to the Top plan, the purpose of an innovation cluster is to support, reward, catalyze and scale the innovative strategies to the larger state or national level. These components or programs will include additional financial support or special technical assistance to participant districts that is over and above the initial Race to the Top allocation to the district.
Must a school district check any of the optional/competitive components on Exhibit I to become a participating school district? 

No. Checking a component on Exhibit I that is labeled optional/competitive only indicates a district’s interest in a particular area or program. Some have specific conditions for participation such as poverty levels; others may be competitive grant programs because of the limited, additional funds available for these areas.  This initial interest does not guarantee that the district or one of its schools will be selected to participate.  Similarly, this interest or need, does not bind the district to participate at a later date.
NOTE: A district must accept all required components and become a participating district before they will be considered for participation in the optional/competitive components (innovation clusters).

May a school district express interest in more than one innovation cluster?  

Yes, however, it is unlikely that a school district will be selected for more than one area.
It appears that many components that are considered “required components” of the state plan that are on the Partnership Agreement Exhibit I are already required by Washington State law. Aren’t these activities that school districts are required to do anyway?  

Yes.  Most of the required components are aligned with existing or newly passed state law and/or policy that affect all school districts. School districts will be implementing these activities or responding to these laws according to the timeline defined in each of them.  Some of the required components affect schools and districts with specific conditions and are not required of all districts. 

Local Plan Development

If Washington State wins a Race to the Top grant, what is the next step for the participating school districts?

Participating school districts will have to decide how they will use their grant money to implement the required components of the state reform plan. Participating districts will have 90 calendar days to finalize implementation plans which will show how they will use the funds in support of state plan requirements over the four years of the grant period. In related materials the local school district plan is also called the 90 day plan. This locally developed plan will cover the 4 years of the grant award period.  

What will district plans look like?

District plans will include and be aligned with the same components of the state plan as outlined in the federal Race to the Top requirements.  A brief summary of these items include:

Key goals;

Key activities to be undertaken and the rationale for the activities;

Timeline for implementation over the four years of the grant award;

The parties responsible for the activities;

Annual targets for the plan, where applicable.

Technical assistance will be made available to assist school districts as they develop their plan.
How much funding will a school district receive for becoming a Race to the Top participating school district?

An estimated, minimum grant award table has been prepared and is provided as Attachment A.  The estimate is based on the assumption that 100% of Washington’s 295 school districts will become “participating school districts” and that Washington State will receive 100% of its $250M request.  

How were the estimates on Attachment A calculated?

Participating school districts are guaranteed 50% of the state’s Race to the Top grant award.  That 50% share will be allocated to participating districts according to the Title I formula.  A state may use funds from the remaining 50% portion to make equity adjustments for non-Title I districts and/or very small districts.  The estimates are based on a Race to the Tope participating district receiving at least $22 per student FTE. 
If the Title I formula is being used for allocation purposes, are the Race to the Top grant funds subject to Title I rules when it comes to the use of those funds? No. The U.S. Department of Education has stated that a participating district’s use of Race to the Top funds is not subject to restrictions on funds under Title I rules.  This includes the “supplement, not supplant” provisions, which do not apply to Race to the Top grants. 
Specifically, how does a school district in Washington State become a participating district and receive a Race to the Top sub-grant
Step1. Review the Washington State Education Reform Plan with local participants and stakeholders. The State has outlined its statewide reform agenda and specific implementation plans. The larger state plan should be shared, reviewed and discussed at the local level because it will be in place regardless of whether the state receives a Race to the Top grant.
Step 2. Review the required components of the State Plan. All of the required components must be accepted to become a participating school district.  

Step 3. Review and indicate the optional/competitive components (innovation clusters) of the state plan the school district has initial interest in and wishes to participate in, if selected.  Marking these items will gauge the interests and needs of participating school districts and help distribute additional resources and /or technical assistance and training.

Step 4. The Partnership Agreement is signed by local representatives.  According to federal guidance, a school district may become a participating district with only the signature of the district superintendent.  However, the signing of the Agreement by ALL parties listed including the School Board Chairperson, a principal from the district and the president of the local teachers’ bargaining unit is highly encouraged for the following reasons.

· Four signatures on a district’s Partnership Agreement indicate widespread local understanding of the State Plan and Race to the Top requirements, options and agreement to implement, should Washington State receive funding and issue a sub-grant to the participating district. 

· Four signatures on all 295 school district Letters of Agreement will greatly enhance Washington State’s Race to the Top application.  The application requires a detailed report on the level of participation in the plan.  Competitive points are awarded to state applicants according to this degree of participation.  The funding level of a winning proposal may be decreased according to the level of participation of its school districts.

Step 5. The Partnership Agreement is signed, scanned and electronically sent to the address on the Agreement.  An original signed hard copy is mailed to the address in the directions

Step 6.  When the State Superintendent of Public Instruction or designee signs the Agreement, the school district is considered a participating school district in the state’s Race to the Top program and becomes eligible for a Race to the Top grant award.

How will the other 50% of a state’s Race to the Top grant award to be used?

The other 50% of the Race to the Top funds is sometimes referred to as the state’s half, because a state has considerable flexibility in using these funds to support its reform plan. These funds are not distributed via the Title I formula; in fact, there is no pre-set formula for their distribution. Instead, this portion of the grant is available to a state for state-level activities, for disbursements to school districts for equity reasons and for other purposes a state may propose in its plan. In general, there are few restrictions on the money, except that it must be used to implement the state’s approved Race to the Top plan; and must be consistent with the U.S. Department of Education’s administrative regulations as well as the federal Office of Management and budget’s cost principle circulars. With these exceptions, states have considerable latitude in defining their plans and considerable discretion in how they use grant funds. 

How will Washington State use the 50% state portion of the Race to the Top grant award, if we are funded?

Approximately 10% of the state’s half will be used to equalize the initial Title I formula amounts for non-Title I districts and for small district minimum grants.  In addition, the State will use much of the remainder of the 50% for the optional/competitive components (innovation clusters) noted. The state portion will also fund state administrative support, technical assistance and the state-level capacity-building necessary to provide technical assistance for participating districts. 

May a participating school district take indirect costs on the Race to the Top sub-grant? 
Yes. The federal negotiated indirect cost rate must be used by the participating district, if indirect costs are taken.

Are Educational Service Districts eligible to receive a sub-grant from the 50% reserved for school districts /Local Education Agencies (LEAs)? The USDE considers regional education service districts to be LEAs, however, Race to the Top regulations do not allow ESDs to receive a sub-grant from the portion of the Race to the Top grant that is reserved for school district implementation and allocated to participating school district by formula. 
Where may I find more information about the state application and school district requirements?
Go to:  http://www2.ed.gov/programs/racetothetop/index.html 
Go to:  www.waracetothetop.org
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Washington State Legislation References/Descriptions
April 7, 2010

E2SSB 6696 – Education Reform – Enacted March 2010

This legislation provides:  state authority to intervene in lowest performing schools, creates new evaluation systems for teachers and principals, allows other entities in addition to higher education institutions to provide teacher and administrative preparation programs, provides for more direction and transparency in district policies and practices regarding school and classroom staffing, creates a structure for educator workforce data gathering and consideration, and provides for parental input regarding experiences with their local school.

SHB 2776 – Basic Education Funding – Enacted March 2010

This legislation provides the base financial values for the new basic education funding formula established by ESHB 2261.  The baseline values for the elements in the prototypical school basic education models are established for class sizes, building-level staff, supplemental instruction programs, central office administration, maintenance, supplies, and operating costs, transportation and other areas.  A timeline for the phase-in of formula element enhancements is included.  Work group charges and product timelines are revised related to levies and levy equalization and an enhanced salary allocation model.

ESHB 2261 – Basic Education Funding – Enacted May 2009

This legislation established a basic education funding structure based on a prototypical schools model.  2018 is declared the time by which the new definition of basic education is fully funded.  The Quality Education Council is created to establish baseline values for the elements of the funding model. Several work groups are created to focus on specific areas: a technical group to develop formula details and phase-in plans, a group to focus on local levies and levy equalization, and a group to recommend details of an enhanced salary allocation model.  The State Board of Education is to make recommendations on an accountability index for schools and an assistance program.  The Professional Educator Standards Board is to address a number of issues including standards for cultural competency and implementation of the pro-cert assessment.
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Definitions and acronyms for use by local school district administrators, staff and partners organizations in reviewing Washington State Race to the Top application materials and Partnership Agreement.

Achievement gap refers to the observed disparity on a number of educational measures between the performance of groups of students defined by gender, race/ethnicity or socioeconomic status.

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA) - On Feb. 13, 2009, Congress passed the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 at the urging of President Obama, who signed it into law four days later. A direct response to the economic crisis, the Recovery Act has three immediate goals: Create new jobs and save existing ones; Spur economic activity and invest in long-term growth; Foster unprecedented levels of accountability and transparency in government spending.  The ARRA authorizes over $100 billion in funds for education including $4.35 billion for the Race to the Top program.
Advanced Placement – Series of advanced coursework offered in high school that can qualify student for college credit.

AVID – Advancement via Individual Determination, a program to assist students to become college ready through the attainment of study skills, increased content knowledge and through self-determination.

College Ready Assessments: A common vision of a well-integrated educational system extending from birth through postsecondary education is essential. To be considered “college ready” students should demonstrate the knowledge and skills required for placement in credit-bearing college coursework with the likelihood of successful completion
Core 24 – Core 24 is the new graduation requirements framework being considered by the Washington State Board of Education (SBE) to prepare all students to be college and career ready.  Core 24 will require students to develop a high school and beyond plan, complete a culminating project, and choose courses to help them achieve their goals.  The SBE has already increased the math requirement; Core 24 increases the science, English, arts, and social studies requirements, as well.
Common Core Standards – This is a national initiative by the Council of Chief State School Officers (CCSSO) and the National Governor’s Association to develop a core set of academic standards in mathematics and English language arts. The standards will be offered to states to consider for adoption.

CRMT – College Readiness Math Test measures high school student math skills to let know in advance, if they are ready for college level mathematics courses without remediation. 

CTE – Career and Technical Education provides students with skills necessary for a successful transition to postsecondary education or work and a desire for life-long learning in a global society.  
Cultural competency is the ability to interact effectively with people of different cultures.

Data Coach is term used to refer to a person who provides detailed guidance for helping schools move away from unproductive data practices and toward examining data as a catalyst for systematic and continuous improvement in instruction and student learning.
DEL – Department of Early Learning, the Washington state agency charged with policy implementation and programs in support of early learning.

DEWIS – A Dropout Early Warning and Intervention system provides a framework for educational planning that is outcome oriented and promotes greater involvement and ownership in the decision making process by key stakeholders.  The primary benefit of this type of systematic planning includes the ability to identify and describe, in consistent terms, those students who are at greatest risk of academic failure so that intervention can occur early.

Early Learning and Development Benchmarks are a guide to young children’s learning and development from birth to Kindergarten entry.

ERDC – The Education Research and Data Center is housed within the Washington State Office of Financial Management (OFM) and is charged with conducting analyses of cross-cutting education issues for the P-20 system.

EMO – Education Management Organization is an organization or firm that manages at least one school that receives public funds and operates the public school(s) it manages under the same admission rules as regular public schools.  EMO’s can be for profit or not for profit organizations.

Exhibit I – The section of the Partnership Agreement that defines the required components of the state education reform plan that a school district must agree to support and implement to become a participating school district and receive a RTTT sub-grant. Exhibit I is also referred to as the Preliminary Scope of Work.

FERPA – Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act.  This 1974 federal law provides students with access to their education records and protects student identity and privacy when educational records are transmitted and transferred.

Growth model – a statistically valid method or measuring growth in student, group, school and district performance over time.  Change is reported over time rather than by grade level performance in one year.

Grade Level Standards and Resources – http://www.standards.ospi.k12.wa.us.   This website provides user-friendly access to the state’s learning standards along with aligned resources.

HECB – The Higher Education Coordinating Board administers the state’s student financial aid programs and provides strategic planning, coordination, monitoring and policy analysis for higher education in Washington.

Innovation Cluster(s) are groups of likeminded schools or school districts and/or partner organizations that share interests, research and new strategies for improving student achievement and outcomes or closing achievement gaps and serve as models for other schools or districts.  As part of the state Race to the Top plan, the purpose of an innovation cluster is to support, reward, catalyze and scale the innovative strategies to the larger state or national level.

Instructional Improvement Systems are coordinated data systems and related resources used by school districts to provide teachers, principals, and administrators with the information and resources they need to inform and improve their instructional practices, decision-making, and overall effectiveness.
LASER – Washington State Leadership and Assistance for Science Education Reform is a statewide partnership program designed to implement an inquiry based K-12 science education program aligned with Washington State learning standards.
Local Education Agency (LEA) – Federal terminology for a local education entity such as a school district or an educational service district.

MESA – Math Engineering Science Achievement is a nationally recognized, effective academic development program that engages educationally disadvantaged students so that they excel in Math, science and graduate with math-based degrees.
NAEP – National Assessment of Education Progress

Navigation 101 – An internet based life skills and planning curriculum for students in grades 6 -12. Students are engaged and supported and take ownership of their own planning for post-secondary success.

NBCT –National Board Certified Teachers are highly accomplished educators who meet high and rigorous standards.  Teachers who achieve National Board Certification have met rigorous standards through intensive study, expert evaluation, self-assessment and peer review. 
Optional/Competitive Components - The portions of the state education reform plan (listed on Exhibit I of the Race to the Top Partnership Agreement) that are elective. By checking one or more of these components, a school district indicates an interest in being considered for participation. Districts will only be considered for these components if they are also committing to all required components.  These components are supported by additional funds and will be delivered through competitive grant programs or special selection processes, if the state receives a Race to the Top grant award. Indicating an initial interest does not guarantee a school district will be selected for participation nor does it bind the district to participation at a later date. Depending on the expression of district interest and federal funding levels, Washington’s Race to the Top program administrators will determine if a district can participate in more than one component. The Innovation Clusters described in the Race to the Top Partnership Agreement are for the most part components of the state plan. (Also see Required Components).
OSPI –The Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction is the primary agency charged with overseeing K-12 public education in Washington state. The OSPI works with the state’s 295 school districts to administer basic education programs and implement education reform on behalf of more than one million public school students.
P-13 – Pre-Kindergarten through the first year of college.

PK-3 grade alignment – State and local effort underway to bring together and align educational opportunities within communities and schools for young children entering Kindergarten.  

PK-20 - Pre-Kindergarten through postsecondary education.

Partnership Agreement – States the terms of the agreement between the Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction and a school district for the implementation of specific portions of the state education reform plan funded through the Race to the Top Program. A school district becomes a “participating school district” upon signing of the Partnership Agreement. 

PESB – Professional Educator Standards Board is a 12 member board that addresses teacher and administrator preparation, certification and continuing education and assignment policy issues. 

Persistently lowest-achieving school means, as determined by a state, a school in need of improvement, corrective action or restructuring. (See federal definition section regarding models and Tiers).

Project Lead the Way is a non-profit organization which offers curriculum to prepare students to be the most innovative and productive leaders in Science, Technology, Engineering and Math (STEM).

Race to the Top – The Race to the Top program is a federal competitive grant program funded under American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009. Race to the Top encourages and rewards States that are implementing significant reforms in the four education areas: Adopting standards and assessments that prepare students for success; Recruiting, rewarding and retaining effective teachers and principals; Improving the collection and use of data and inform and improve practice; Turning around the lowest performing schools.

Required Components - The portions of the state education reform plan (listed on Exhibit I of the Race to the Top Partnership Agreement) that  a school district must agree to implement, support or accomplish to be considered a “participating district” in the State’s Race to the Top grant application. If Washington State receives a Race to the Top grant award, participating school districts will receive sub-grant awards to help support the implementation of the required components. (Also see Optional/Competitive Components).
SBE – State Board of Education is a 16 member board that addresses high school graduation requirements, basic education compliance, statewide accountability and oversight and advocacy of the K-12 system.

SBCTC –The State Board for Community and Technical Colleges is responsible for administering the Community and Technical College Act and providing leadership and coordination for Washington's public system of 34 community and technical colleges. The SBCTC is governed by a nine-member board appointed by the Governor.
School Improvement Models – There are four school improvement models defined by the U.S. Department of education.  They are: Turnaround model; Restart model; Transformational model and school closure.  See the federal definitions for a description of each of these models.

State Education Reform Plan – The state of Washington’s future plan for improving student achievement and closing achievement gaps over the next five years. Based on a vision and specific measureable goals and objectives, the state plan is the foundational support on which the Race to the Top application has been built.
STEM – an abbreviation for Science, Technology, Engineering and Math – refers to courses, programs, or other activities to:  1) improve science and mathematics achievement, and 2) integrate and apply science and mathematics skills through engineering, technology, and other applications.
Student Growth means the change in student achievement for an individual student between two or more points in time.
SIG – School Improvement Grant and or the funding available to support the school improvement process.

State Education Agency (SEA) – Federal terminology for the governmental entity in each state that is authorized to administer education policies and programs.  In Washington, this is the Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction. 

STEM – Science, Technology, Engineering and Mathematics 

Student Growth Model – See Growth Model.
State Education Reform Plan or State Plan – The state plan for achieving significant improvement in student outcomes including making substantial gains in student achievement, closing the achievement gap, improving high school graduation rates and ensuring student preparation for success in college and careers and implementing core reforms in the four ARRA areas.

TFA – Teach for America is a non-profit organization which recruits recent college graduates and professionals to teach for two years in low-income communities.  The goal of Teach for America is for its corps of members to not only to make a short-term impact on their students, but also to become life-long leaders in pursuing educational equality. Corps members do not have to be certified teachers, although certified teachers may apply.  Uncertified corps members receive alternative certification through coursework taken while completing the program.
TNTP –The New Teacher Project (TNTP) is a national nonprofit dedicated to closing the achievement gap by ensuring that high-needs student get outstanding teachers. Founded by teachers in 1997, TNTP partners with school districts and states to implement scalable responses to their most acute teacher quality challenges.
Transitions Math Project – Transition Mathematics Project is a Washington non-profit which is designed to help students successfully progress from high school to college-level math.  TMP works with educators to identify the math skills and knowledge high school students need to complete college-level work, meet minimum admission requirements and avoid remediation upon enrolling in college.

WTECB – The Workforce Training and Education Coordinating Board is a board of nine voting members that oversees a workforce development system that includes 18 education and training programs.

90-Day Plan is the term used to describe a local school district’s four-year, Race to the Top implementation plan. This local plan is based on Exhibit I of the Partnership Agreement.  If Washington receives a Race to the Top award, the participating school district will have 90 calendar days to outline the way it will use its sub-grant to implement the required elements of the larger state plan. 
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Select Definitions and Description of Models 

from Federal Race to the Top Program Guidance 

Federal Register / Vol. 74, No. 221 / Wednesday, November 18, 2009 / Notices
Alternative routes to certification means pathways to certification that are authorized under the State’s laws or regulations, that allow the establishment and operation of teacher and administrator preparation programs in the State, and that have the following characteristics (in addition to standard features such as demonstration of subject-matter mastery, and high-quality instruction in pedagogy and in addressing the needs of all students in the classroom including English language learners and student with disabilities): (a) can be provided by various types of qualified providers, including both institutions of higher education and other providers operating independently from institutions of higher education; (b) are selective in accepting candidates; (c) provide supervised, school-based experiences and ongoing support such as effective mentoring and coaching; (d) significantly limit the amount of coursework required or have options to test out of courses; and (e) upon completion, award the same level of certification that traditional preparation programs award upon completion.

America COMPETES Act elements means (as specified in section 6401(e)(2)(D) of that Act):  (1) a unique statewide student identifier that does not permit a student to be individually identified by users of the system; (2) student-level enrollment, demographic, and program participation information; (3) student-level information about the points at which students exit, transfer in, transfer out, drop out, or complete P–16 education programs; (4) the capacity to communicate with higher education data systems; (5) a State data audit system assessing data quality, validity, and reliability; (6) yearly test records of individual students with respect to assessments under section 1111(b) of the ESEA (20 U.S.C. 6311(b)); (7) information on students not tested by grade and subject; (8) a teacher identifier system with the ability to match teachers to students; (9) student-level transcript information, including information on courses completed and grades earned; (10) student-level college readiness test scores; (11) information regarding the extent to which students transition successfully from secondary school to postsecondary education, including whether students enroll in remedial coursework; and (12) other information determined necessary to address alignment and adequate preparation for success in postsecondary education.

College enrollment refers to the enrollment of students who graduate from high school consistent with 34 CFR 200.19(b)(1) and who enroll in an institution of higher education (as defined in section 101 of the Higher Education Act, P.L. 105-244, 20 U.S.C. 1001) within 16 months of graduation.
Common set of K-12 standards means a set of content standards that define what students must know and be able to do and that are substantially identical across all States in a consortium.  A State may supplement the common standards with additional standards, provided that the additional standards do not exceed 15 percent of the State's total standards for that content area. 

Effective principal means a principal whose students, overall and for each subgroup, achieve acceptable rates (e.g., at least one grade level in an academic year) of student growth  States, LEAs, or schools must include multiple measures, provided that principal effectiveness is evaluated, in significant part, by student growth.  Supplemental measures may include, for example, high school graduation rates and college enrollment rates, as well as evidence of providing supportive teaching and learning conditions, strong instructional leadership, and positive family and community engagement.

Effective teacher means a teacher whose students achieve acceptable rates (e.g., at least one grade level in an academic year) of student growth (as defined in this notice).  States, LEAs, or schools must include multiple measures, provided that teacher effectiveness is evaluated, in significant part, by student growth (as defined in this notice).  Supplemental measures may include, for example, multiple observation-based assessments of teacher performance.

Formative assessment means assessment questions, tools, and processes that are embedded in instruction and are used by teachers and students to provide timely feedback for purposes of adjusting instruction to improve learning. 

Graduation rate means the four-year or extended-year adjusted cohort graduation rate as defined by 34 CFR 200.19(b)(1).

Highly effective principal means a principal whose students, overall and for each subgroup, achieve high rates (e.g., one and one-half grade levels in an academic year) of student growth (as defined in this notice).  States, LEAs, or schools must include multiple measures, provided that principal effectiveness is evaluated, in significant part, by student growth (as defined in this notice).  Supplemental measures may include, for example, high school graduation rates; college enrollment rates; evidence of providing supportive teaching and learning conditions, strong instructional leadership, and positive family and community engagement; or evidence of attracting, developing, and retaining high numbers of effective teachers.

Highly effective teacher means a teacher whose students achieve high rates (e.g., one and one-half grade levels in an academic year) of student growth (as defined in this notice).  States, LEAs, or schools must include multiple measures, provided that teacher effectiveness is evaluated, in significant part, by student growth (as defined in this notice).  Supplemental measures may include, for example, multiple observation-based assessments of teacher performance or evidence of leadership roles (which may include mentoring or leading professional learning communities) that increase the effectiveness of other teachers in the school or LEA.

High-minority school is defined by the State in a manner consistent with its Teacher Equity Plan. The State should provide, in its Race to the Top application, the definition used. 
High-need LEA means an LEA (a) that serves not fewer than 10,000 children from families with incomes below the poverty line; or (b) for which not less than 20 percent of the children served by the LEA are from families with incomes below the poverty line.

High-need students means students at risk of educational failure or otherwise in need of special assistance and support, such as students who are living in poverty, who attend high-minority schools (as defined in this notice), who are far below grade level, who have left school before receiving a regular high school diploma, who are at risk of not graduating with a diploma on time, who are homeless, who are in foster care, who have been incarcerated, who have disabilities, or who are English language learners.

High-poverty school means, consistent with section 1111(h)(1)(C)(viii) of the ESEA, a school in the highest quartile of schools in the State with respect to poverty level, using a measure of poverty determined by the State. 

High-quality assessment means an assessment designed to measure a student’s knowledge, understanding of, and ability to apply, critical concepts through the use of a variety of item types and formats (e.g., open-ended responses, performance-based tasks).  Such assessments should enable measurement of student achievement (as defined in this notice) and student growth (as defined in this notice); be of high technical quality (e.g., be valid, reliable, fair, and aligned to standards); incorporate technology where appropriate; include the assessment of students with disabilities and English language learners; and to the extent feasible, use universal design principles (as defined in section 3 of the Assistive Technology Act of 1998, as amended, 29 U.S.C. 3002) in development and administration.  

Increased learning time means using a longer school day, week, or year schedule to significantly increase the total number of school hours to include additional time for (a) instruction in core academic subjects, including English; reading or language arts; mathematics; science; foreign languages; civics and government; economics; arts; history; and geography; (b) instruction in other subjects and enrichment activities that contribute to a well-rounded education, including, for example, physical education, service learning, and experiential and work-based learning opportunities that are provided by partnering, as appropriate, with other organizations; and (c) teachers to collaborate, plan, and engage in professional development within and across grades and subjects.

Instructional improvement systems means technology-based tools and other strategies that provide teachers, principals, and administrators with meaningful support and actionable data to systemically manage continuous instructional improvement, including such activities as: instructional planning; gathering information (e.g., through formative assessments (as defined in this notice), interim assessments (as defined in this notice), summative assessments, and looking at student work and other student data); analyzing information with the support of rapid-time (as defined in this notice) reporting; using this information to inform decisions on appropriate next instructional steps; and evaluating the effectiveness of the actions taken. Such systems promote collaborative problem-solving and action planning; they may also integrate instructional data with student-level data such as attendance, discipline, grades, credit accumulation, and student survey results to provide early warning indicators of a student’s risk of educational failure.

Interim assessment means an assessment that is given at regular and specified intervals throughout the school year, is designed to evaluate students’ knowledge and skills relative to a specific set of academic standards, and produces results that can be aggregated (e.g., by course, grade level, school, or LEA) in order to inform teachers and administrators at the student, classroom, school, and LEA levels.

Low-minority school is defined by the State in a manner consistent with its Teacher Equity Plan. The State should provide, in its Race to the Top application, the definition used.

Low-poverty school means, consistent with section 1111(h)(1)(C)(viii) of the ESEA, a school in the lowest quartile of schools in the State with respect to poverty level, using a measure of poverty determined by the State.  

Participating LEAs means LEAs that choose to work with the State to implement all or significant portions of the State’s Race to the Top plan, as specified in each LEA’s agreement with the State.  Each participating LEA that receives funding under Title I, Part A will receive a share of the 50 percent of a State’s grant award that the State must subgrant to LEAs, based on the LEA’s relative share of Title I, Part A allocations in the most recent year, in accordance with section 14006(c) of the ARRA.  Any participating LEA that does not receive funding under Title I, Part A (as well as one that does) may receive funding from the State’s other 50 percent of the grant award, in accordance with the State’s plan.

Persistently lowest-achieving schools means, as determined by the State:  (i) Any Title I school in improvement, corrective action, or restructuring that (a) Is among the lowest-achieving five percent of Title I schools in improvement, corrective action, or restructuring or the lowest-achieving five Title I schools in improvement, corrective action, or restructuring in the State, whichever number of schools is greater; or (b) Is a high school that has had a graduation rate as defined in 34 CFR 200.19(b) that is less than 60 percent over a number of years; and (ii) Any secondary school that is eligible for, but does not receive, Title I funds that (a) Is among the lowest-achieving five percent of secondary schools or the lowest-achieving five secondary schools in the State that are eligible for, but do not receive, Title I funds, whichever number of schools is greater; or (b) Is a high school that has had a graduation rate as defined in 34 CFR 200.19(b) that is less than 60 percent over a number of years.  To identify the lowest-achieving schools, a State must take into account both (i) The academic achievement of the “all students” group in a school in terms of proficiency on the State’s assessments under section 1111(b)(3) of the ESEA in reading/language arts and mathematics combined; and (ii) The school’s lack of progress on those assessments over a number of years in the “all students” group.  (See also page 15)

Rapid-time, in reference to reporting and availability of locally-collected school- and LEA-level data, means that data are available quickly enough to inform current lessons, instruction, and related supports.

Student achievement means—

     
(a)  For tested grades and subjects: (1) a student’s score on the State’s assessments under the ESEA; and, as appropriate, (2) other measures of student learning, such as those described in paragraph (b) of this definition, provided they are rigorous and comparable across classrooms. 

            (b)  For non-tested grades and subjects: alternative measures of student learning and performance such as student scores on pre-tests and end-of-course tests; student performance on English language proficiency assessments; and other measures of student achievement that are rigorous and comparable across classrooms.

Student growth means the change in student achievement (as defined in this notice) for an individual student between two or more points in time.  A State may also include other measures that are rigorous and comparable across classrooms. 

School Improvement Models – Federal Definitions – USDE website

Turnaround model: Replace the principal and rehire no more than 50 percent of the staff and grant the principal sufficient operational flexibility (including in staffing, calendars/time, and budgeting) to implement fully a comprehensive approach to substantially improve student outcomes.

Restart model: Convert a school or close and reopen it under a charter school operator, a charter management organization, or an education management organization that has been selected through a rigorous review process.

School closure: Close a school and enroll the students who attended that school in other schools in the LEA that are higher achieving.

Transformation model: Implement each of the following strategies: (1) replace the principal and take steps to increase teacher and school leader effectiveness; (2) institute comprehensive instructional reforms; (3) increase learning time and create community-oriented schools; and (4) provide operational flexibility and sustained support.

Persistently lowest-achieving schools

In selecting the districts to which federal school improvement funds will be awarded, the state must use specific criteria outlined by the Department. States must identify and prioritize these funds to its persistently lowest-achieving schools. These schools are defined as:

· Tier I: Any Title I school in improvement, corrective action, or restructuring that-

i. Is among the lowest-achieving five percent of Title I schools in improvement, corrective action, or restructuring in the state;

ii. Is a high school that has had a graduation rate as defined in 34 C.F.R. § 200.19(b) that is less than 60 percent over a number of years;
· Tier II: Any secondary school that is eligible for, but does not receive, Title I funds that-

i. Is among the lowest-achieving five percent of secondary schools in the State that are eligible for, but do not receive, Title I funds; or

ii. Is a high school that has had a graduation rate as defined in 34 C.F.R. § 200.19(b) that is less than 60 percent over a number of years.

· Tier III: Any state Title I school in improvement, corrective action, or restructuring; SEAs will set exact criteria, which could include schools with low absolute performance but high growth rates over a number years, or the bottom 6–10 percent of Title I schools in improvement, corrective action, or restructuring.

PAGE  
1

