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State of Arizona

Arizona Department of Education

Mathematics and science Partnership Grant FY2010 Renewal Application 
4/1/10 THROUGH 5/31/11 Competitive                             Subgrant Awards

to Eligible Local Educational Agencies Applying for Renewal Funds

under Arizona’s Mathematics and Science Partnership program

In Accordance with

	– Deadline –

Submission of Application 
February 11, 2010


Title II, Part B of 

No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 

Mathematics and Science Partnership    Grant Application

	COMPLIANCE

CHECK LIST


Directions:
An Applicant local educational agency (LEA) that is submitting a Mathematics and Science Partnership (MSP) RENEWAL Application should not submit this check list. The Compliance Check List is included in your Packet so that LEA personnel are informed of actions they are required to take prior to having an Application reviewed and scored by Technical Reviewers who represent the Arizona Department of Education (ADE).


Members of an LEA Leadership Team preparing a MSP Application should use the Compliance Check List as a tool to assist in analyzing the quality of the Application being submitted to the ADE.

Applicant LEA Name:




All statements (except the last one which applies solely to members of a Consortium) must be verified by ADE staff, where a check mark () indicates a “Yes” for each compliance issue.



The Applicant LEA must participate in the MSP Grant Application Webinar in mid January 2010 (TBA). 


The Applicant LEA has submitted its Subgrant Application by the deadline of 5:00 p.m.    on Thursday, February 11, 2010. The Application was submitted in electronic form to christie.mcdougall@azed.gov and as one (1) Original and three (3) copies that will be made available to ADE Technical Reviewers.  Failure to submit the Application electronically and ensure arrival at the ADE of an Original and 3 copies of your Application by the deadline constitutes non compliance and is grounds for excluding your Application from the Technical Review process. 


The Applicant LEA has responded to all of the Subgrant Application requirements and/or questions, in their many parts (including Appendix items).  (The ADE reserves the right to exclude from Technical Review any Application that fails to address all the requirements/questions.)



The Applicant LEA has satisfied any and all apparent violations of ADE procedures regarding required progress or completion reports or other requisite reporting, such as its submission of the Curricular & Instructional Alignment Declaration, in keeping with its responsibilities for receipt of federal and state funding.  NOTE: LEAs that are unable to resolve their having been placed on programmatic “hold” and/or having been found to be currently ineligible to receive state or federal funding are not eligible to compete for a Subgrant Award under the MATHEMATICS AND SCIENCE PARTNERSHIP Program.



The applicant LEA is eligible for RENEWAL funds at this time and has selected schools that meet the criteria of “high need” and has engaged in a viable partnership with the Mathematics, Science, or Engineering Department of an IHE.

Consortium Members:

The fiscal agent designated by LEAs that have chosen to collaborate as members of a single consortium shall assume the role of the Applicant LEA for purposes of submitting the Subgrant Application
Application Requirements
The application must be submitted by the deadline of 5:00 p.m. on Thursday,       February 11, 2010 in electronic form to christie.mcdougall@azed.gov and one original and three copies to the MSP Program Office located on the 4th floor at 2001 N. Central, Phoenix. All applicants interested in submitting the MSP RENEWAL Application must participate in a webinar focusing on the application requirements. The webinar will be scheduled in mid-January. All eligible grantees will be invited to participate.
Eligibility
Data must be provided in the application to demonstrate need and eligibility based upon the criteria outlined in the original RFP and listed below. The demonstration of need may be built upon a previous needs assessment if still relevant and more recent data on student academic achievement (spring 2009) and teacher qualifications. Mathematics and science assessment data must be used if available. Further, the proposal must demonstrate that participating teachers serve a sufficient number of students exhibiting this need. Eligible grantees are limited to two MSP grant awards, one in mathematics and one in science. This RENEWAL Application targets FY2009-Cycle I grantees that demonstrate a need for continued funding. 

· Mathematics Eligibility (K-8) (schools must meet the criteria listed in i OR ii)

i. Evidence of teachers with limited mathematics content knowledge or who are not “appropriately certified” in mathematics and schools have not achieved AYP school wide in mathematics OR
ii. Evidence of teachers with limited mathematic content knowledge or who are not “appropriately certified” in mathematics and schools and have a history of low test scores in mathematics (AIMS, NRTs) with 25% or more of students identified in the proposal scored below state targets (meeting the standard) on assessments of student achievement in mathematics (AIMS scores)
· Science Eligibility (K-8) (schools must meet the criteria listed in i OR ii)

i. Evidence of teachers with limited science content knowledge or who are not “appropriately certified” in science and schools have not achieved AYP school wide OR
ii. Evidence of teachers with limited science content knowledge or who are not “appropriately certified” in science and schools have a history of low test scores in science (on district assessments or NRTs, or AIMS if available)
The following (1-6) lists the required components of the application, in the order they must be submitted. Narrative sections must be type written, double-spaced and the font used must not be smaller than 12 point. Arial, Courier, or Calibri are permitted font types. There must be one inch side, top, and bottom margins. Please limit narrative to 20 pages. Charts, graphs, and tables may be single spaced with type no smaller than 10 point. Any supporting charts, graphs, and tables must be placed in the Appendix and referenced in the narrative. Once approved, applications will be transferred to the ADE online Grants Management System. A formatting sheet that matches the online application will be provided at the time of the webinar. Please use the formatting sheet as a guide when writing your application and adhere to the 7500 character limit for each section. This will allow an easy transfer to the online system if your project is approved.

1. Cover Page
            Use the form provided in the Appendix of this request for proposals.

2. Abstract   


Provide an abstract of the proposal that briefly and concisely describes the MSP project’s anticipated activities and timeline during the fourteen months. Please include the partnership participants (students, teachers, schools, and other partners), project goals and objectives, activities, key features (model of delivery), and the project’s intended results. The abstract should be no more than 1,000 words and is not included in the page limit.
3. Partnership Plan
Baseline data must be determined using a relevant assessment of teacher quality and professional development needs. This section shall include a description and the results of a comprehensive assessment (multiple sources) of the teacher quality and professional development needs with respect to the teaching and learning of mathematics or science with selected schools that comprise the partnership. A delineation of the methods used to collect this information should be part of the narrative.  If a new need is targeted in this RENEWAL project then it must be based on a new comprehensive assessment. Otherwise, this section may refer to the project’s previous comprehensive assessment if still relevant and provide more recent data on        student academic achievement (spring 2009) and teacher qualifications in determining need and the establishment of the goals and objectives. Partners must collectively identify and prioritize the baseline professional development needs of involved teachers and the academic needs of their students, including:
a. The number and percentage of teachers in the selected schools that comprise the partnership who have sufficient and insufficient mathematics or science content knowledge. This data should be disaggregated by  grade level; 

b. Specific student learning needs in selected schools that comprise the partnership based on student achievement data from multiple sources;

c. The number and percentage of students to be impacted by this partnership.

Articulate any changes in the specific long-term and short-term goals and objectives targeted by this MSP RENEWAL project. Create a logic model or theory of action that is linked to the goals and objectives of the RENEWAL project. Partnership forms (provided in the Appendix) need to be submitted for partners (i.e. schools, higher education partners, evaluators, or non-profits). Describe any changes to your partnership for the RENEWAL year and include vitas for any new partners’ key staff. This section must also provide a reflection that describes the partnership goals and objectives of the MSP project which ended August 2009, details specific evidence of achievement of these goals and objectives, and indicates lessons learned as a result of these efforts. The evidence must include the impact of the professional development activities on student achievement and teacher effectiveness. 
All partners’ contributions must be aligned to the goals, objectives, and targeted content of the project. All parties involved share responsibility, goals, and accountability for project implementation and outcomes. It is acceptable that a representative of the IHE is a project director, but a representative from the LEA must also be designated as a co-director. Include a reflection that focuses on the strengths and weaknesses of the partnership’s past governing structure with respect to decision-making, communication, and fiscal responsibilities. Describe any modifications to the governance structure for the RENEWAL and link the changes to the goals, objectives, and project activities. Grantees need to adhere to regulations 76.652 and 76.656 of the U.S. Department of Education’s General Administration requirements (EDGAR) and Section 9501 of ESEA as reauthorized by NCLB. These regulations state that meaningful consultation must occur between the LEA and any private schools within that LEA’s attendance area. This consultation must occur prior to submitting the grant proposal.  The purpose of this regulation is to ensure that teachers of all students (public or private) are able to benefit from the provision of federal funding. The Partnership Plan must also describe how the partnership will continue the activities funded under this proposal after the grant period has expired (May 31, 2011). The plan must address building leadership capacity both at the administrator and teacher levels. 

4. Professional Development Plan
This section must provide a reflection of the professional development plan enacted during the life of the project to date and indicate lessons learned as a result of these efforts. Include a reflection that addresses whether the proposed timeline was realistic and appropriate, detailing any modifications that were implemented. Reflect on the strengths and weaknesses of the following critical elements of the previous plan: 

· Alignment to the targeted Arizona Mathematics or Science Standards, Arizona Professional Teaching Standards, and National Staff Development Council Standards;

· Work-embedded application of new learning, continuous reflection, and ongoing support;

· Rigorous and challenging academic content and the development of pedagogical content knowledge;

· Four design elements:  Learn the content, Reinforce the content learning, Consolidate the learning, and Implement the content. 
Describe any changes in these areas you are planning to implement for this RENEWAL project. Be very specific in your description. Detail the plan for professional development for the RENEWAL year in terms of continuing and/or new cohorts. Provide information about the timeline, activities, and responsible staff based on lessons learned. The number of staff delivering the professional development must be proportionate to the number of participants. A mathematician/educator or scientist/educator team is highly recommended. Projects must provide a total of 104 contact hours per cohort during the 14 months. An example lesson plan incorporating the four elements must be submitted which demonstrates alignment to the state standards along with rigorous content. There must be a blend of both content and pedagogy.
Projects will compile and deliver a professional development packet to the ADE at the conclusion of the grant. The professional development packet will include all participant materials (e.g. handouts, activities, and references), instructor notes, curriculum development, and any other necessary components that would enable replication of all professional development sessions. This requirement should be included as part of the partnership agreement between the LEA and IHE faculty.
5. Evaluation Plan

Describe your project’s previous experimental design and reflect on the strengths and weaknesses of the design, overall evaluation plan, and how the delivered activities helped the MSP Program build a rigorous, cumulative, reproducible, and usable body of findings. Indicate how your overall evaluation plan can be improved for this RENEWAL, including plans and instruments for both formative and summative outcomes. Detailed procedures should include how to measure:

· Progress toward meeting the goals and objectives established in response to the identified needs;

· Student academic achievement in mathematics or science;

· Teacher content knowledge and implementation efforts.

Demonstrate completion of the evaluation plan for each cohort by May 31, 2011 within the narrative and submit a data collection timeline. The data collection timeline form is provided in the Appendix. Be sure to include a plan for recruiting and retaining participant and comparison/control teachers for the life of the project. The evaluation plan must anticipate attrition of participants from both groups and describe strategies used to ensure that the design will maintain sufficient sample size and statistical power in analysis. (The Teacher Assurance Form is located in the Appendix).
· MSP applicants, who, by themselves, may not have the required minimum sample of teachers, can propose to partner with other MSP applicants to carry out a cross-site model. Applicants partnering in this way would need to implement the same MSP program (e.g., the same professional development structure providing the same content and format). 
· Each project must hire an external evaluator who should be an active partner from the planning stages through completion of the final reports. The evaluator designs and manages an evaluation and accountability system that includes measurable objectives related to BOTH process evaluation (implementation) and outcome evaluation. The external evaluator may be affiliated with the partnering IHE, but he/she must not be working in the same department as the participating IHE faculty nor take an active role in the program delivery.
· The external evaluator collaborates closely with program staff to collect and analyze data, and to provide feedback to project stakeholders, including the partnership participants, schools, districts, ADE, state evaluators, and the Federal government in the form of an evaluation report. Additional responsibilities include implementing state-wide project assessments and ensuring the local evaluation meets the Federal GPRA reporting guidelines. The evaluator, collaborating with the project director, provide quality control and upload project data to state coordinator and Federal reporting systems as specified by grant requirements. The evaluator must attend the spring technical assistance meeting held by the ADE each year in Phoenix.

· Projects are encouraged to identify and use valid and reliable (research-based) measurement tools or strategies. So that projects can be compared statewide, each project is required to use measurement tools selected by the state: 1) Appropriate sections of the Reformed Teaching Observation Protocol (RTOP) and 2) teacher content measures. The external evaluator or senior staff member of the project will coordinate the administration of the teacher content measures and the RTOP to project participants at two time points: before professional development begins, and again after all professional development has been completed. The content measures and the RTOP must also be administered to the comparison group at two appropriate time points. Project staff and evaluators will follow a state-developed protocol for administering the instruments and disseminating data so that the proprietary information of the instruments and the personal privacy of participants are fully ensured.
· Individual projects are required to provide scheduled updates and data to the ADE and the U.S. Department of Education regarding progress in meeting the objectives described in the evaluation plan.  

6. Budget

This section must provide a reflection that describes the cost effectiveness of the funded program and whether the proposed budget supported the activities required to meet the goals and objectives of the funded MSP project which ended August 2009:
Reflection should address lessons learned from the project budget, including whether adequate funds were allocated in each budget category, cost effectiveness of the project, any costs that were either overestimated or underestimated, and whether the budget overage/underage impacted the ability to support the goals and objectives of the project. If your project didn’t spend all approved funds, include an explanation of why funds remained.
Provide a detailed line item budget for 14 months for the RENEWAL.  The budget form is an Appendix item. The amount contained in each budget category must be commensurate with the services or goals proposed, and the overall cost of the project must match the professional development provided and the number of teachers served. All budgets must fund key partnership staff to participate in at least two state technical assistance meetings and one regional MSP meeting and an external evaluator to attend the spring state technical assistance meeting. A brief summary of the 4/1/09 through 5/31/10 budget outlining the costs of each category with totals for each partner must be provided in the narrative portion. Matching and in-kind contributions are taken into positive consideration during review for project funding. Include descriptions of all such contributions in the narrative.  Funds received shall be used to supplement, and not supplant, state and/or local funds that would otherwise be used for proposed activities. Funds may be used for the following:
· Support of professional development programs and content development in mathematics
· administrative costs 

· stipends for participating teachers, control group teachers, and substitutes (a minimum of $20/instructional hour for teacher participants is recommended) 

· materials for professional development use, program evaluation, etc.

· travel costs and expenses to attend in-state MSP technical assistance meetings and one USDOE MSP Regional Meeting
Ineligible Costs:

· costs associated with writing the proposal

· materials for classroom use
· space rental
· expenditures for food at professional development sessions 
· supporting the research of individual scholars or faculty members
· computers, projectors, smart boards, or other similar equipment
· supporting travel to out-of-state professional meetings/conferences     (other than the USDOE Mathematics and Science Partnership Meetings and/or Conferences), unless it is demonstrated that attendance will directly and significantly advance the project 
No more than 10% of the project budget should be allocated to project evaluation, which may include stipends to control or comparison teachers for their time and effort in evaluation. It is acceptable for the partnership to charge indirect costs. Please refer to the following regulations for guidance: EDGAR Sec. 75.562 - Indirect cost rates for educational training projects, EDGAR 80.30 - Changes, and EDGAR Section 80.36 - Procurement.  However, institutions are strongly encouraged to maximize the use of grant funds for direct services. All budgets and budget descriptions must be aligned with the activities described in the proposal narrative and reflect any coordinated uses of resources from other sources. The Higher Education budget must be detailed showing costs for curriculum development, planning, delivery, and evaluation separately. All LEAs who receive federal funds (including MSP funds) must maintain time and effort documentation. This requirement is included in the General Assurances and the MSP Assurances that LEAs must submit. 


Review Process

Proposals will be reviewed by ADE staff for completeness and compliance with the requirements set forth in Title II, Part B of NCLB to determine applicant eligibility.  Any questions about significant omissions from a proposal or about applicant eligibility will be referred to the proposing organization.  If in the judgment of the ADE, a proposal is significantly incomplete, or an applicant cannot establish its continued eligibility, the proposal will be omitted from the competition.  

Grants will be awarded through a competitive review process.  The review and scoring of each application will be based on criteria that support sustained and intensive high-quality professional development, based on the most current research.  Using a numerical scoring system, this process is intended to identify the applications that meet the needs of Arizona’s eligible schools.

An expert panel will evaluate eligible applications according to or against the required application components and the established criteria reflected in the scoring rubric.  The review panel will review each eligible application and make recommendations for acceptance.  Following the review, the ADE staff will contact selected Project Directors to discuss any modifications of the project plan and/or budget that may be required.  In order to maximize the effects of limited funds, applicants may be asked to revise the project budget and/or scope of work.


Review Criteria

      Complete scoring rubrics can be found on the ADE website.  The Superintendent of Public Instruction may emphasize specific factors in making decisions to fund proposals, such as evidence that the project will serve specific geographic areas and will facilitate the state in meeting overall professional development and teacher education goals.

Rejection of Proposal                                                                                                The ADE reserves the right to reject any and all proposals received as a result of this announcement and will do so if the proposal does not adhere to funding specifications or application preparation instructions.
Project Administration

Notification of the Award: Once the review process is completed, the Project Director will be notified of the status of the proposal.  Notification is anticipated to be completed by February 19, 2010. 

Award Conditions:  

For the FY2010 MSP Renewal competition, approximately $900,000 is available for this Mathematics and Science Partnership award competition.

Reporting Requirements:

Each eligible partnership receiving a grant must submit a detailed plan of the topics (concept level) and participant materials 2 weeks prior to the first day of planned activities.  Instructor notes are not due at this time.  

All partnerships are required to report quarterly and annually to the ADE and annually to the USDOE regarding their progress in meeting the objectives and targets described in their accountability plan. Further information regarding reporting requirements and forms will be communicated to Project Directors via email or MSP Technical Assistance Meetings. Projects will compile and deliver a complete Professional Development packet (as described previously) to the ADE at the conclusion of the grant.
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State of Arizona

Arizona Department of Education

Mathematics and science Partnership   Grant Application

Applying Institution or Organization:

Project Title:

Project Director


Name:


Title:


Address:


Telephone:                                                    Fax:


E-mail:

Amount of MSP Funds Requested:

Number of Teachers to be Served Directly:             

Approximate Number of Students to be Served:

Approximate Number of Title I Students to be Served:


Partner Contributions and Commitments

I.  REQUIRED PARTNERS

Mathematics, Science, or Engineering Department/Faculty of an Institution of Higher Education

Institution:

Department:

Contact:

Title:

Mailing Address:

Phone:

Fax:

E-mail:

Describe what supports the institution will provide to enhance partnership activities; such as:  faculty to plan, present, and evaluate professional development, onsite support for teachers during school year, etc. 

Printed Name and Authorized Signature of Chairperson of the Mathematics, Science, or Engineering Department of partner institution:

______________________________________     _____________________________________

Printed Name




  Department

______________________________________

Signature (Blue Ink)
 Partner Contributions and Commitments

II.  REQUIRED PARTNERS - continued

High Need LEA (Duplicate this form for each partner)

District (Schools):

Contact:

Title:

Mailing Address:

Phone:

Fax:

E-mail:

Describe how the high need LEA will support the partnership activities, such as: assist with identifying and recruiting teachers who need to increase content knowledge, provide detailed teacher and/or student data to the partnership for purposes of analysis/evaluation, supply materials for classroom use, link MSP content work to individual teachers’ professional development plans, provide time for teachers to meet and plan, or arrange for release time for teachers to take pre-tests and post-tests, meet with other administrators and teacher partners to assess future professional development needs, etc.
Printed Name and Authorized Signature of Superintendent or Administrator:

______________________________________     _____________________________________

Printed Name




  District/School

______________________________________

Signature (Blue Ink) 

Partner Contributions and Commitments
III. ADDITIONAL PARTNERS  (Duplicate this form for each additional partner.)
Partner:

Contact:

Title:

Mailing Address:

Phone:

Fax:

E-mail:

Describe the role of this partner and describe specific ways that this partner will support the partnership activities.
Printed Name and Authorized Signature of Superintendent /CEO/Dean/Chair:

______________________________________     _____________________________________

Printed Name




District/School/Organization

______________________________________     _____________________________________

Signature (Blue Ink) 



Title
Teacher Assurance Form for Review of the LEA’s Mathematics and Science Partnership Plan
 Please complete one form for each selected school meeting “high need” criteria.                     

	School Name:
	
	LEA Name:
	


The following teachers have reviewed, discussed, and agreed to their part in implementing the MSP Plan that is being proposed by their LEA:

	
	Name
	Title
	Signature (Blue Ink)

	1.
	
	
	

	2.
	
	
	

	3.
	
	
	

	4.
	
	
	

	5.
	
	
	

	6.
	
	
	

	7.
	
	
	

	8.
	
	
	

	9.
	
	
	

	10.
	
	
	

	11.
	
	
	

	12.
	
	
	

	13.
	
	
	

	14.
	
	
	

	15.
	
	
	

	16.
	
	
	

	17.
	
	
	

	18.
	
	
	

	19.
	
	
	

	20.
	
	
	

	21.
	
	
	


	
	Name
	Title
	Signature (Blue Ink)

	22.
	
	
	

	23.
	
	
	

	24.
	
	
	

	25.
	
	
	

	26.
	
	
	

	27.
	
	
	

	28.
	
	
	

	29.
	
	
	

	30.
	
	
	

	31.
	
	
	

	32.
	
	
	

	33.
	
	
	

	34.
	
	
	

	35.
	
	
	

	36.
	
	
	

	37.
	
	
	

	38.
	
	
	

	39.
	
	
	

	40.
	
	
	

	41.
	
	
	

	42.
	
	
	

	43.
	
	
	

	44.
	
	
	

	45.
	
	
	

	46.
	
	
	

	47.
	
	
	

	48.
	
	
	

	49.
	
	
	

	50.
	
	
	


	MSP Data Collection Timeline

	Measure
	Collection Date(s)
	Projected Submission Date
	Number of Forms

	LMT/DTAMS Participants Pre

with demographic
	
	
	

	LMT/DTAMS

Control Pre

with demographic
	
	
	

	RTOP

Participant Pre
	
	
	

	RTOP

Control Pre
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	LMT/DTAMS Participants Post
	
	
	

	LMT/DTAMS

Control Post
	
	
	

	RTOP

Participant Post
	
	
	

	RTOP

Control Post
	
	
	


*note – please indicate in the table if data has already been submitted

Use a separate table for each cohort.

	PROPOSED BUDGET:  LINE ITEMS DESCRIPTION  (4/1/10 through 5/31/11)

	Function Code
	Object Code
	Description
	Budgeted
Amount

	Instruction 1000 

	Salaries
	6100
	 
	

	Employee Benefits
	6200
	
	

	Purchased Professional Services
	6300
	 
	

	Purchased Property Services
	6400
	 
	

	Other Purchased Services
	6500
	 
	

	Supplies
	6600
	
	

	Other Expenses
	6800
	 
	

	Support Services 2100, 2200, 2600 , 2700 

	Salaries
	6100
	
	

	Employee Benefits
	6200
	
	

	Purchased Professional Services
	6300
	
	

	Purchased Property Services
	6400
	
	

	Other Purchased Services
	6500
	
	

	Supplies
	6600
	
	

	Other Expenses
	6800
	
	

	Support Services - Admin 2300, 2400, 2500, 2900

	Salaries
	6100
	
	

	Employee Benefits
	6200
	
	

	Purchased Professional Services
	6300
	
	

	Purchased Property Services
	6400
	
	

	Other Purchased Services
	6500
	
	

	Supplies
	6600
	
	

	Other Expenses
	6800
	
	

	Operation of Non-Instructional Services 3000

	Salaries
	6100
	
	

	Employee Benefits
	6200
	
	

	Purchased Professional Services
	6300
	
	

	Purchased Property Services
	6400
	
	

	Other Purchased Services
	6500
	
	

	Supplies
	6600
	 
	

	Other Expenses
	6800
	 
	

	Indirect Cost 

	Restricted Indirect Cost Rate
	6910
	
	

	Capital Outlay 

	Property
	6700 et. al.
	
	

	Total Budget Amount

	
	








Certification by Authorized or Institutional Official:





The applicant certifies that to the best of his/her knowledge the information in this application is correct; that the filing of this application is duly authorized by the governing body of this organization, or institution, and that the applicant will comply with the general statement of assurances.





_____________________________________      _____________________________________


Typed/Printed Name of Authorized Official          Title





_____________________________________      _____________________________________


Signature of Authorized Official   (Blue Ink)          Date
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