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Coordinator:
Welcome and thank you for standing by. At this time all participants are in a listen-only mode. During the question and answer session please press star 1 on your touchtone phone. Today’s conference is being recorded, if you have any objections you may disconnect at this time.


Now I will turn the meeting over to Mr. Mark Gerhard.

Mark Gerhard:
Thank you so much (Judy). Welcome everyone. I'm Mark Gerhard. I'll be your moderator today. We’re doing the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act Webinar today.


A couple of things we'd like to go over before we begin, as (Judy) said we will be taking questions via the conference call line. You can also submit your questions to us via text. If you look on the lower left hand corner of your console you will see an Ask a Question box. Type your question into that box and hit submit.


If you need the slides to be larger go ahead and hit the Enlarge Slide button or if you'd like to view this via closed captioning press the Closed Captioning button. If you have any questions during the event that pertain to the technical side please go ahead and submit those. My colleague at ON24, (Jennifer Sayler) will get in touch with you via Chat to help you out.


Other than that enjoy the presentation and I give you Deputy Secretary of Education Tony Miller.

Tony Miller:
Thank you. And thanks all who were able to join us today. We wanted to take the time today to follow up on the announcements that were made on Friday by the President of the United States and Secretary Duncan. We recognize that this is an unprecedented time.


We’re facing some challenges economically but with regard to education we also are - have the opportunity to end this period of crisis frankly to use state fiscal stabilization money, Recovery Act monies, to kind of address the challenges facing our economy and to advance reforms.


And so what we wanted to do today is talk through kind of the logic behind our approach that sets the context for the various programs that we announced on Friday as well as to kind of clarify and set expectations for what will be coming in the coming months.


With that what I wanted to first do is just talk through the agenda we have outlined. First of all I wanted to just share with everybody who was on the call because we've actually extended the invitation to what we hope will be all the key stakeholders and the whole education reform agenda and landscape, that’s one.


I also wanted to cover some of the ground rules for today’s call. Again, because we are in the public comment period we do need to be circumspect with respect to which things we could talk about in terms of comments and clarifications versus which things are best directed through the formal public comment process.


The second thing we'll talk about is what are our core reform priorities, the rationale behind them and obviously how that links to the unprecedented level of funding that we’re able to take advantage of.


We'll then, as part of that, go through a summary of the key programs providing more details on those that have already been announced but at least outlining at a high level those that are going to be announced in the coming weeks in terms of the specific priorities.


We'll then talk through the approach we’re taking to the application and specifically encouraging you all to take an integrated approach to application planning and hopefully our timing will allow that. And then we'll open it up for questions before we just clarify our next steps.


In terms of the participants with this unprecedented level of funding we have invited representatives from the governor’s and the governors' offices, state schools officers, state boards, state legislatures, mayors and superintendents as well as local school board members and education associations and stakeholders.


As Secretary Duncan has often prone to say, this is the time for adults to work together to address the challenges facing youth and students. And so consistent with that theme we've actually extended this invitation to a broad audience with the belief that we thought it was important that we all - one, we speak with one message and folks can hear the same thing because we’re pleased with the response with over 2000 folks who are registered to participate on today’s call.


Before getting into the next level of discussion I did want to just clarify the ground rules for the discussion. Again, the notices of the proposed priorities for Race to the Top and the State Fiscal Stabilization Fund Phase II were posted on Friday and they'll be published on Wednesday in the Federal Register.


In addition there’s a notice inviting applications for the Statewide Longitudinal Data Systems that was also posted on Friday and will also be published this upcoming Wednesday.


Given those programs in particular our discussion today regarding these programs must be limited to summarizing the law and the specific content in the notices. We will not be able to expand beyond that and in fact we'll use the public comment period to address any specific concerns that you have and will, again, respond in that formal process.


So again please we invite your written comments and we will kind of clarify any frequently asked questions through our Website ed.gov.


We will, after we finish with the presentation, we will open it up for questions and so just folks can note the dial-in number and the passcode for later in the discussion.


So the core reform priority and the unprecedented funding. I think first of all as we think about education and education reform we really do think about an agenda that spans from early learning so the Pre-K, the K-12 and through higher education. And one of the core elements of what we’re trying to accomplish is to bring much more of a full continuum to the programs in our thinking.


Today’s discussion is going to focus on our K-12 agenda specifically as reflected in the key priorities that we have for reform, which is common standards internationally-benchmarked that ensure career and college readiness and that are linked to aligned assessments, the importance of effective teachers and leaders, the importance of data systems that provide quality and timely information and the importance of addressing the needs of our most struggling schools.


Again just to set the context our core reform priorities really are anchored in - starts with our standards and assessments, this notion of common internationally-benchmarked standards with aligned assessments is critical. We realize that with 50 states there is a - the reality is we have 50 sets of standards.


That complicates the ability for students and for parents to see how they’re comparing with their peers across the country. And it’s inconsistent with the view that all students must be prepared with 21st century skills.


We realize also that this is an unprecedented time in the country where governors, chief state school officers, unions, business leaders and others are calling for common high standards and aligned assessments. And we think if we are going to get back to the best in the world as the President has called the aspiration by 2020, it must be anchored and rigorous common internationally- benchmarked standards with aligned assessments so that forms the core.


But if that sets the expectations we also clearly understand that talent matters. It is the experience that the student has in the classroom confronted with the teacher that can make the difference. And it’s important that that teacher is operating in an environment that is supported by and nourished by leaders on site. And so high standards, common standards coupled with effective talent is critical.


The next part of our agenda and our high priority is the data systems. It’s the notion that quality information when provided in the hands of students, teachers, parents and policymakers can enable the system to improve. It allows better decision making for example teachers can better assess what’s working in the classroom and tailor their teaching accordingly.


Principals can understand what’s working across classrooms and make the appropriate adjustments to expand what’s working and to change what’s not. And policymakers can advance the necessary reforms. So the whole notion of data systems we think is critical to transparency and to fostering a system that will continue to improve to allow us to move up on student achievement.


But lastly I think there’s a clear recognition that the risk of some schools falling through the cracks will remain. And so we need to have the capability to aggressively intervene where required in the chronically low-performing schools. So building the capability and the capacity to do that is essential to again raising the bar and to closing the gap.


So with that foundation we have two major programs that the Recovery Act has really emphasized that provide the most flexibility if you will to advance in these reforms.


The first on the left side of the page is the State Fiscal Stabilization Fund. The almost $49 billion which explicitly is meant to help save and create jobs but also to advance the reforms as reflected in the assurances that the governors have made. Because we've been very encouraged by the fact that we have received applications from all 50 states and politics aside people are committed to advancing reforms in education.


In addition what we have announced on Friday and/or will be announcing shortly is an additional almost $10 billion worth of grants that include Race to the Top and many other competitive grants that really do allow us to advance our reform agenda.


So on the $48.6 billion of that the first phase which was 2/3 of the money associated with education was almost $28 billion. That was already made available.


In addition we have made available approximately another $8 billion that was comprised of government services monies, government service fund monies that was made available either during the first phase or most recently on July 1 in recognition of the challenges that we’re facing as revenues fell off at the state level.


And so we've tried to accelerate getting the money out to provide the support that governors and state budgets and state legislative offices were calling for. The remaining portion, the $12.6 billion is the Phase 2 application for state fiscal stabilization. That is what was published - the notice for proposed priorities was published on Friday. And that’s what, again, is linked to the reforms.


The $9.7 billion is comprised of a series of programs starting with the large blue one in the upper left portion of the graphic. We have Race to the Top which is roughly $4.35 billion. Going clockwise we next have approximately $3.5 billion in school improvement grants. That $3.5 billion is monies that will be made available shortly.


Next is education technology monies, the $650 million. We published the guidance and much of that money has already been obligated. Okay and these and are monies that can be used for technology consistent with a whole host of improving education uses.


Next is the Investing in Innovation Fund. The $650 million complement to the Race to the Top. Those two funds combined part of the $5 billion stimulus money that was used specifically as discretionary funds to advance education reforms.


The Investing and Innovation Fund will be likely the last set of discretionary grants put out. You'll see a schedule later in the presentation. But it’s clear that we have a commitment to fostering innovation.


Continuing around, the Teacher Incentive Fund, a $300 million fund again improving and addressing different teacher compensation programs. And then lastly the Statewide Longitudinal Data System, the $250 million fund that we think is critical to supporting efforts to ensure transparency and providing high quality consistent and more timely information.


So with that we'll just go through each of the major programs. One, for the State Fiscal Stabilization Phase 2, this is a program that as Phase 1 is targeted for states, specifically the office of the governor.


Its purpose is to save and create jobs, drive education reform and increase transparency. The money - as in Phase 1 - flows to the state but then through to LEAs and to institutes of higher education.


The program requirements are really geared around a strategy of transparency. So we've identified, again, the four assurance areas that we just talked about. For each we've identified a set of indicators that would convey what status a current state is across the various assurance area.


And then the requirement is that states must provide existing information in terms of reporting that status. Where states don't have that capability yet they must submit a plan to provide that level of information by September of 2011.


So again State Fiscal Stabilization is about making it very transparent the current status of reform efforts and allow states who cannot do that today allows them two years to ensure that that level of transparency exists. And that is across all of our states, so separate from Race to the Top, this is a level of transparency for all states.


We think that is critical as we, again, provide more competitive grants to better understand both the Department of Education but frankly for all key interested parties and stakeholders to understand the status of various reform efforts.


Next program we'll talk through is the State Longitudinal Data System. This is a competitive grant aimed at the development of the Statewide P20 Longitudinal Data System. It allows key information to be captured, analyzed and we'll track students from preschool through high school, college and into the work force.


Key principles you'll see reflected are interoperability. It’s the notion that to have an effective system it needs to speak to - different systems need to speak to each other. And so at a statewide level that’s quite important. It is to encourage and reinforce the notion of common data definitions so that as data is aggregated it can be more easily analyzed and digested because you’re comparing apples to apples.


It’s also important to recognize that the State Longitudinal Data System is consistent with the State Fiscal Stabilization Fund in that to the degree that monies can be used to ensure that you have the infrastructure you need to make the information available. That’s also consistent with satisfying the plan requirements for the State Fiscal Stabilization Fund.


Lastly you'll see that the requirements are consistent with the America COMPETES Act. So again there are no incremental new requirements beyond.


Next program is Teacher Incentive Fund; again a competitive program for districts, states and nonprofits. This is a program clearly targeted towards helping to improve teacher and leader effectiveness. It’s meant to reward teachers and principals in high-need schools, to boost the number of effective teachers teaching in hard to staff subjects and to increase the number of instructors who teach in high-need schools in those same hard to staff subjects.


We'll be publishing a notice of proposed priorities, requirements and definitions in the upcoming weeks and we'll be inviting public comment.


Education Technology, a $650 million program. Many of these funds have been allocated by formula. And guidance was just released to the states. We encourage these states to make these funds competitive grants. And again given the aggressive we set out we - our hope is that this program will help improve student achievement, teacher training and curriculum through the use of technology in the school. Success would be technology-literate students by the end of eighth grade.


School Improvement Grant: the next program for Title I schools. This combines the $3 billion Recovery Act monies with the - over $500 million and fiscal 2009 appropriations. The purpose is to really leverage change and to turn around Title I schools that have been identified for improvement and corrective action or restructuring.


We recognize that this an unprecedented opportunity for states and districts. It’s a key component of one of our reforms. It’s critical to Race to the Top. And so this is a large program that should help support all states in turning around their struggling schools.


Next we have the Invest and Innovation Fund; again a $650 million program that complements race to the top; also competitive. The purpose is to identify and promote specific educational practices that have a proven success track record with respect to improving student achievement.


And it’s also meant to develop and implement and replicate, if you will, kind of emerging practices that promise to be both innovative and effective. Again we'll talk through the timeline. But the notice of proposed priorities requirements, definitions will be published in the Federal Register over the coming weeks.


And then lastly for Race to the Top a hallmark competitive grant program. As (unintelligible) outlined this is a - the largest discretionary program in the history of the Department at over $4 billion.


Clearly competitive. And I think as you'll notice in the proposed program requirements the notion of eligibility requirement is an absolute priority. So first of all the importance of having an approved application for our State Fiscal Stabilization Fund, both Phases 1 and Phases 2.


The importance of not having any statutory or regulatory barriers that would limit the linking of data about student growth and achievement to teachers for teacher and principal evaluation. And the need for a comprehensive and the systemic approach to reform that takes into account all - not a subset - but all of the education reform that we've identified.


As you'll see there are 19 selection criteria divided into two categories. There’s - called the State Reform Conditions category. These criteria will enable states to demonstrate the kind of the will and capacity to improve the systemic change that’s needed.


And again in that respect it’s important to note that states will be judged by their accomplishments relative to their plan. The Reform Plan Criteria to differentiate - our plan is to continue to advance education reforms. And here states will be judged by the quality of their plan and the extent that their targets for education reform and improvement are ambitious but also achievable.


So these are meant to complement one another. We recognize in their totality that they - in some ways they can be overwhelming. Again we recognize that states are facing budget shortfalls. The budget offices have been challenged to get state budgets completed, to get the initial applications for state fiscal stabilizations completed.


And that this is - could be perceived as kind of coming as an avalanche on top in terms of how could we digest all that’s being put in front of us and - or will be put in front of us in the coming weeks.


Why we think it’s important to be clear about - and to make available now as much information as possible is because we think it’s important that we have -- and you all have -- as coordinated an approach and as much time as possible to plan.


If you look at the level of coordination that’s required, while not unusual, if you put the scale of the money and your people at the stakes it’s unprecedented. So just simply characterized on this - on two dimensions, who applies for the money, the primary applicant and where the money will be spent.


Start with Race to the Top, clearly your state applies to [with] the governor’s office. But at least 50% of the money goes to the district, to the local educational agency. So clearly there is the need to collaborate.


Or that’s easily extended when you think about State Fiscal Stabilization, the second phase as well as the first phase. School improvement grants, the ed-tech money, again, flow through the state but again distributed to districts.


Arguably the Statewide Longitudinal Data System is applied for by the state for use at the state level. And so you could argue that that requires less coordination but in reality - I'm thinking through the network that’s required to make a Statewide Longitudinal Data System effective -- it still in fact requires coordination with districts.


And then lastly if we map the Teacher Incentive Fund which can be applied for by both states - at the state level for use at the state level as well as by districts locally for use at the local level you could think about those as requiring less coordination but still we would encourage coordination.


And then lastly in the lower right hand corner the Invest and Innovation which is clearly intended as a complement to Race to the Top to be for districts and nonprofits working with districts to capture the most innovative practices.


But in total just some of all the program dollars, clearly 95% of the total money being made available explicitly requires some level of SEA and LEA coordination. Again back to the importance of adults need to work together on behalf of students.


The next element is timeline. What you'll see noted here is for State Fiscal Stabilization we published for comment on Friday. It'll be officially in the Federal Register on Wednesday. We will go through the public comment period, appropriately respond to those comments with the goal of publishing a final notice, invite applications and then process applications through the fall.


When you then marry the Statewide Longitudinal Data System, request for applications there is a similar time period that allows, again, for overlap in planning and coordination so that your plans to either make the information available which is a requirement for SFSF Phase Two or to develop a plan; that can be done in a coordinated fashion.


If you think about the next three major programs, Race to the Top, the School Improvement grants for turning around school and the Teacher Incentive Fund all have similar and overlapping planning periods to maximize the ability to coordinate across programs and across applicants.


And then lastly as districts work to submit their applications for Invest and Innovation will benefit from the context of all the other programs before it. So again while potentially overwhelming on the one hand the notion of allowing, in this case, anywhere between roughly three to four months of planning time we thought was the optimal approach.


With that we'll turn it over to our moderator and we will ask for questions. Yep, my understanding is again so as not to confuse there is a - the number you see here should be 888-995-9724; again, 888-995-9724.

Coordinator:
And the passcode for that is Recovery. If you would like to ask an audio question please press star then 1.

Tony Miller:
All right, I think we have questions that come in through the Web. (Karen)?

(Karen):
Does each LEA apply for SFSF or is this something that the SEA does for all in one application?

Tony Miller:
Yes, the State Fiscal Stabilization Fund - the application must be submitted by the governor’s office. And so the SEA will submit one application to the Department of Education.


Yeah, the corollary is LEAs do apply to the state so to be clear. From a Department of Ed standpoint we receive one from the governor’s office. LEAs then apply to state for - to ensure that they will support the assurances. Okay?

(Karen):
Can Ed-Tech be used for development of systems and support for the use of data in schools?

Tony Miller:
Yes it can.

Mark Gerhard:
(Judy), can we take the first caller please?

Coordinator:
Your first question comes from (Donna Harris).

(Donna Harris):
Good afternoon.

Tony Miller:
Good afternoon.

(Donna Harris):
We are glancing through - haven't quite gotten through all of the pages that were released on Friday yet or the ones that are forthcoming. But what we noticed is that there are some research cites for some of the things in the notices and not for others. Will there be guidance or FAQs coming that provide a research base for all of your requirements that you list?

Tony Miller:
I'm sorry, we had static on our end, I apologize. Could you repeat that list bit of your question?

(Donna Harris):
Sure. Glancing through...

Tony Miller:
Yeah.

(Donna Harris):
...I just wanted to know whether it is or isn't there, whether it’s coming or not coming, is there a research base coming or is it already in the notices for all of the requirements that you currently have in your notices either the ones that are already out there or the ones that are coming.

Tony Miller:
Is there a research base?

(Donna Harris):
A research citation like some of them are citing statutes, some regs, some - I'm wondering if there are - if there is other data that is going to be incorporated either in the notices themselves or in some FAQs or something.

Tony Miller:
I think - and I would answer and others can jump in - I believe we have occasionally cited research. And again we'll be clearing things in the FAQs but right now there is - I don't want to set an expectation that there'll be some comprehensive research base that we’re going to be publishing for each of our program areas.

(Donna Harris):
Okay thank you.

Tony Miller:
You’re welcome.

Coordinator:
(Pat Anderson), you may ask your question.

(Pat Anderson):
Currently schools that are Title I schools receive supplemental education services monies to help students that need to make AYP. Are these funds going to be replaced or should states include this kind of program in their application?


Under the current SEA and make an AYP, schools that receive supplemental services funds, are those funds going to continue or will this new program replace that?

Tony Miller:
Yes...

((Crosstalk))

Tony Miller:
We’re looking around to make sure we - but those programs will continue, it’s not mean to be replaced by these competitive grants.

(Pat Anderson):
Okay. Thank you.

(Karen):
The next question comes from (Santiv Rayo) from (Nican). And the question is: "How long is the public comment period?"

Tony Miller:
Typically the public comment period is 30 days.

(Karen):
The next question comes from (Jonelle Pina) from (Core). And the question is: "Will charter schools be eligible for Teacher Incentive funds?"

Tony Miller:
Yes.

(Karen):
The next question comes from (Jim McGlinn) from New Jersey (Aptis Rey). "Does the vision of this funding program allow for expanding the school day through public/private partnerships with nonprofit organizations? If so are you aware of any states that are currently doing this well that can serve as a model for others if they tackle the framing of their respective plans?"

Tony Miller:
Yeah - yes, I think the notion of extended day, extended year programs has been - has been something that’s been cited as oftentimes an effective approach. And so we would encourage any applicant to consider that as they think about effective uses and approaches.


In terms of specific areas where that has been done I believe Pittsburgh - in the suburbs of Pittsburgh is one and - I'm looking at my colleagues if there’s other - any other kind of geographies we might recommend folks to look at?

Woman:
Massachusetts.

Tony Miller:
Massachusetts.

Woman:
Massachusetts has a statewide initiative around that.

Mark Gerhard:
Can we have the next caller question please?

Coordinator:
(Paul Marshall), you may ask your question.

(Paul Marshall):
Yes, thank you. The question is about teacher incentive programs. I'm assuming that the restrictions are in relation to the unions. Could you expand on what those restrictions would be?

Tony Miller:
Yeah, I think it would be premature for us to make any detailed representation before the notice comes out. So I'm not trying to be coy but that would just be more prudent.

(Paul Marshall):
Okay, thank you.

Coordinator:
Your next caller is (Max Progue).

(Max Progue):
Yes, this is (Maxwell) from Peoria, Illinois. And I apologize for coming into the call late; you might have covered this earlier. But I was just wondering about the applicability to our new charter school that we were planning for opening in 2010. And it would be a math, science and technology charter school with - infused with a lot of, you know, project-based learning.

Tony Miller:
Yeah, so again if any charter school that is a recognized LEA, right, Local Educational Agency, by the state would be eligible to receive funding.

(Max Progue):
Okay and all these areas then right?

Tony Miller:
For all areas where their LEA is a potential recipient, yes.

(Max Progue):
Okay, thank you.

Coordinator:
Your next caller is (Donna Adette).

(Donna Adette):
Thank you. If you mentioned it I apologize I missed it. What is the timeline for education technology?

Tony Miller:
Yeah, most of the education technology grants were awarded on Friday. So we put out guidance but the grants themselves have been awarded.

(Donna Adette):
Okay. Thank you.

Coordinator:
(Alan Woodsuff), you may ask your question.

(Alan Woodsuff):
Yeah, to clarify, you mentioned districts applying for the Innovation Fund. May a nonprofit that is working on behalf of multiple districts be the applicant?

Tony Miller:
Yes, we are anticipating that that would be an allowed applicant.

(Alan Woodsuff):
Thank you.

Coordinator:
(Karen Laba).

(Karen Laba):
Hi. In the reference to - in the Race to the Top guidance you referred to LEAs; are those only Title I participating LEAs, Title I eligible LEAs and what about charter schools that may or may not be Title I?

Woman:
Any.

Tony Miller:
Yeah, it should be any - and it’s not just Title I LEAs, it’s any and all LEAs would be included. Yeah, and I'm sorry, including charters that would be LEAs.

(Karen Laba):
So the Title I requirement is not an essential piece?

Tony Miller:
No.

(Karen Laba):
Okay, thank you.

Coordinator:
(Esther Stauver) of Arkansas.

(Esther Stauver):
Hi. I just want to find out what your - funding your cycles are going to be? Whether or not it’s going to be one-year or multiple years?

Tony Miller:
I'm sorry, for which programs?

(Esther Stauver):
For all of your funding programs, are they all just one year or are they multiple years?

Tony Miller:
Well...

(Esther Stauver):
Specifically the Investing and Innovation Fund?

Tony Miller:
That’s a multiple year program. Typically you'll have two years to expend the money across most of the Recovery Act programs. I'm sorry, to be clear, Race to the Top and Investing in Innovation Fund are multi-year --so those are four years.

Woman:
And, Tony, should we clarify, just on the previous question for Race to the Top in terms of the non-Title I LEAs I just wanted to clarify that as you've probably seen in the statute 50% of the money goes directly to LEAs based on their relative share of Part A of Title I. And so for that 50% it would go to those schools - to those LEAs based on their relative share including charter schools that are LEAs.


For the remaining 50% that’s within the state’s discretion and that could go to any LEA within the states.

(Karen):
The next question comes from (Kristin McNeil) of Washoe County Schools. "Is the Title I G school improvement allocation for fiscal year '09 going to be combined with the ARRA application?"

Tony Miller:
Yes it is. And it will be governed by the same proposed priorities.

Mark Gerhard:
Next caller please.

Coordinator:
(Robert Brooks) from DC.

(Robert Brooks):
Yes, I was interested in knowing how may we receive a copy of this presentation?

Tony Miller:
We'll be making a copy of this presentation available via our Website.

(Robert Brooks):
Thank you.

(Karen):
The next question comes from (Steve Andrews) of Illinois. "Can you explain the requirement in Race to the Top that states not have any kind of legislative limit on the number of charters?"

Tony Miller:
Again, for comment, again, I think I would take it at face value.

Mark Gerhard:
Next caller please.

Coordinator:
(Mark Grendin) from Maine.

(Mark Grendin):
Hi. Is there any funds available for windmill or wind energy initiatives at the local district level?

Tony Miller:
I'm no expert but I would believe that the Department of Energy has a host of alternative energy related funds. And so they may very well have some monies available. With respect to the Department of Education we do have some collaborations with the Department of Energy on the notion of green buildings, etcetera, for some of the use of funds but not specifically for windmill projects.

Mark Gerhard:
Next caller please.

Coordinator:
(Brendan Lowe), Tennessee.

(Brendan Lowe):
Hi. I was just wondering what opportunities there will be to network with those participants in this call. Is there a list of contacts that we would be able to access?

Tony Miller:
I think that’s a great suggestion in that we would like to foster collaboration, a networking amongst and across LEAs as well as SEAs. We haven't kind of thought through frankly exactly how to make that happen in terms of the participant list for this call. And obviously that would be something that participants would have to opt into and so we couldn't unilaterally just make that list available. But it’s something we will follow up on to see if there are others who would share that interest.

(Brendan Lowe):
Okay, thank you.

(Karen):
The next question comes from (Penelope McFee) from the Arthur M. Blank Foundation. Okay, "Will Secretary Miller give more detail in the two categories of Race to the Top? Not sure we understand the difference?"

Tony Miller:
Repeat the question again, (Karen), just so we can be clear? Yeah.

(Karen):
"Will Mr. Miller give more detail on the two categories of the Race - of Race to the Top?"

((Crosstalk))

Tony Miller:
At the bottom of that one slide...

Woman:
Twenty-nine...

((Crosstalk))

Man:
Yeah, I think it’s the two types of criteria, correct?

Tony Miller:
Yes. So let’s try it again. There’s a notion of state reform conditions and then there’s reform plan. And so the first is really geared around - and you'll see it in the proposed priorities which of these are conditions which the states when they submit their application it will be a question of have you completed this. Right? So again you will be describing what the actions you've taken to create the statutory, regulatory or any other conditions to help advance reform and to support innovation.


So again it’s backwards-looking. What have you done to make sure that you have a fertile ground for reform to take effect? That’s the first category.


The second category would then be prospectively now going forward, okay, what more do you plan on doing? And so that’s the difference between the two categories.

Mark Gerhard:
Next caller please.

Coordinator:
(Frank Yates) from Mississippi.

(Frank Yates):
Yes, my question is about leveling the playing field. That is for the very small LEAs that may not have the staffing capacity to apply for the competitive grants. Has anything been put in place to assist those LEAs to be able to participate in these competitive grants?

Tony Miller:
I think the answer I would say we have limited ability to provide direct support to an applicant for a competitive grant because of - that would in fact potentially be biasing. That said I know that there are many foundations - private foundations and others who have been making themselves available and supporting potential applicants.


And so I would encourage you to reach out to private foundations for potential support. But we will not be in a position to provide detailed technical assistance and support for applications for these competitive grants be it big or small, if you will, states or districts.

Mark Gerhard:
Next caller please.

Coordinator:
(Steven Pruitt) from Georgia.

(Steve Pruitt):
Hello. Thank you for taking our call. What is the expectation with regard to common course standards? Is it your expectation that all states would adopt or align to be eligible for Race to the Top?

((Crosstalk))

Tony Miller:
Yeah, I think - I was going to say I think from a timing standpoint in the first phase of the application it’s a commitment to adopting and by the second phase it will have adopted. Yeah.

Mark Gerhard:
Next caller please.

Coordinator:
(Serena DeVillo) from DC.

(Serena DeVillo):
Hi. Thank you for taking my call. I have a similar question to the gentlemen who just asked about it from Mississippi so I have a feeling I might know your answer. But I was wondering if there are also any grants specific to HSIs or Hispanic-serving institutions or other minorities?

Tony Miller:
So you said specific - of the programs that we have talked about today?

(Serena DeVillo):
Correct, yeah.

Tony Miller:
So those don't have, if you will, specific set-aside requirements for Hispanic or minority serving entities. Go ahead, comment?

Woman:
But we do have funding in the Department of Education budget specifically directed at minority serving institutions including Hispanic serving institutions. And the President has put forth a community college initiative that has been incorporated in legislation that is moving in the House and hopefully will move in the Senate that would have an emphasis on minority-serving institutions as well.

(Serena DeVillo):
Thank you.

Mark Gerhard:
Next caller please.

Coordinator:
(Mary Lou Anderson) from New Mexico.

(Mary Lou Anderson):
Thank you for taking my call. And by this time my three questions have all been answered so I will defer to the next caller. Thank you.

Mark Gerhard:
And the next caller.

Coordinator:
(Oliver Burrows) from Wisconsin.

(Oliver Burrows):
Thank you very much for taking my call this afternoon. I'm not sure that I caught this answer if it was given earlier. Is there any set aside monies in this for faith-based organizations that are working to develop virtual school programs to work with at risk or other underserved student populations?

Tony Miller:
So if I understand your question I don't believe there’s a specific set-aside in that regard. There’s a question - I guess the question would be under the Investment in Innovation Fund to what degree you would qualify as a organization working with a district. I think that will be something that we would address in the notice of proposed priorities in the coming weeks.

(Oliver Burrows):
But that would be in the Invest and Innovation portion of what you discussed today would be what we should be looking for?

Tony Miller:
Yes.

(Oliver Burrows):
Very good. Thank you.

Mark Gerhard:
Next caller please.

Coordinator:
(Robin Hayes) from Virginia.

(Robin Hayes):
Yes, good afternoon. Thank you very much for taking my call. My question is if you are a nonprofit organization does this at any way assist nationwide the monies for - that’s basically coming under education? I guess my question is, is there any room for any monies being used for grants for nonprofits nationwide?

Tony Miller:
So yes I believe if I understand, again, your question the Invest and Innovation Fund, right, that $650 million fund, nonprofits, be those local, regional or national...

(Robin Hayes):
Yes.

Tony Miller:
...would potentially be qualified as an applicant provided they’re doing work with a district or a number of districts to advance educational reform and have - meet the criteria that we'll be publishing. So it is meant to include and not preclude nonprofits be they local or national.

(Robin Hayes):
Thank you very much, you answered my question.

Coordinator:
(John Abodilli) from DC.

(John Abodilli):
Thank you for taking my call. There are thousands of arts nonprofits that partner with LEAs and SEAs each day on behalf of students. Will these nonprofits be eligible for the Innovation funds as well as the other funds where appropriate?

Tony Miller:
Yes, the presumption would be, again, consistent with the priorities, right, and as you can see the theme of advancing a host of - the four key assurances as well as taking a comprehensive perspective on improving student achievement nonprofits working in that capacity with districts will be eligible for the Invest and Innovation Fund so yes.


We'll take one more question and then let me clarify one point just the - the earlier question on Race to the Top and the notion of the requirement of adopting a common core standards, to be clear, that is not an eligibility requirement. And so what I mean by that is are you ineligible? Is a state ineligible if it has not adopted common core? The answer to that is no.


To be eligible you will not have to have adopted a common core set of standards. That is not an eligibility requirement. However, it is in fact a state reform condition so it is in the category of you will be assessed. Part of the evaluation will be have you done that or not but it’s not an eligibility requirement.

Mark Gerhard:
And just further clarify it’s still in proposed form so until we get comments it’s not a final criteria. It’s still in proposed.

Tony Miller:
Yes, which is true for everything that we've been talking about today, to be clear, these are all proposed requirements and are - be subject to our response - the comments that we get our response and then they'll be finalized.

(Karen):
The last question comes from (Debra Moe) from Louisiana. And the question is, "How can an elective teacher, arts or foreign language or vocational, etcetera, be linked to student achievement in states that do not measure achievement in these areas? Will these teachers be left out of pay for performance models?"

Tony Miller:
Right, these are aimed at school-wide programs. And so - I'm sorry, go ahead.

Woman:
So those teachers could be incorporated through a school-wide model...

Tony Miller:
Yes.

Woman:
...not all grant recipients have to implement the school-wide model. That’s one way to incorporate those teachers. But in addition to that the grant - the Teacher Incentive Fund would allow for - with respect to the teachers using other measures of student achievement outside of standardized test scores.

Woman:
And for Race to the Top as well as you'll see in the notice when you look at both the definitions of achievement and growth and in the criterion on differentiating teacher and principal effectiveness you'll see that too.


There’s an opportunity both for tested grades and subjects and for non-tested grades and subjects where the states and LEAs will be coming up with an approach to measure it using that approach, you know, and sharing that information.


And so that is something where there will be local flexibility for people to determine an approach using multiple measures that are appropriate for different grades and subjects both tested and non-tested as well.

Tony Miller:
Great. We want to thank you for taking time and joining us today. We hope we've answered kind of some of your questions. What you see is on the last page is the next steps that we will be taking at the Department of Education as well as the next steps we would suggest applicants and others would take.


On our side we will continue to conduct these types of Webinars in our outreach to again clarify questions. Throughout the course we will obviously respond to public comment.


One of the things that is very important to us is recognizing the many applications. We’re looking at ways to take a more integrated approach to the application planning and review process and to developing tools that will support you in the application process.


We would hope, again, that potential applications would take advantage of the planning horizon. There will be a number of months before the applications will be due. So this is a great time for states to talk to districts, for the various agencies within the state to talk to one another to ensure a more coordinated application to maximize the likelihood of accessing these competitive dollars that are, again, at a unprecedented level.


Starting Wednesday you can submit public comments regarding Race to the Top, SFSF Phase 2 to www.regulations.gov. We will be publishing shortly the school improvement grant as well as the Investing and Innovation Fund notice of proposed priorities, again, that will be in the coming weeks.


With that thanks all.

Coordinator:
Today’s conference call has concluded, you may disconnect at this time.

END

