





































































































B. Download Correct Application Package

a. CFDA number
Applicants must first search by the CFDA number for each 1ES Request for Applications without the alpha

suffix to obtain the correct downloadable Application Instructions and Application Package. For the
Education Research Request for Applications, applicants must search on: CFDA 84.305.

b. Education Research Application Instructions and Application Package

The Grants.gov search on CFDA 84.305 will vield more than one application package. For the Education
Research Request for Applications (i.e,, the research topics listed in this Reguest for Applications),
applicants will be able to download packages marked:

CFDA 84-305A2009-1 Education Research Application Instructions and Application
Package (June 2008 deadline) and

CFDA 84-305A2009-2 Education Research Application Instructions and Application
Package (October 2008 deadline).

An applicant must download the application package designated for the competition and deadline date to
which the applicant wishes to apply or the application will be submitted to the wrong competition.
Although the two packages are similar, only CFDA 84-305A2009-1 can be used to apply in June and only
CFDA 84-305A2009-2 can be used to apply in October.

24. SUBMISSION PROCE ADLINE

Applications must be submitted electronically by 4:30 p.m., Washington, DC time on the
application deadline date, using the ED standard forms and the instructions provided on the Grants.gov
website,

Potential applicants should ¢heck this site for information about the electronic submission procedures
that must be followed and the software that will be required.

25. APPLICATION CONTENT AND FORMATTING REQUIREMENTS

A. Overview

All of the instructions and requirements regarding (a) submission of the application, (b} application page
fimits, (¢) acceptable format, and {(d} necessary attachments (.PDF files) will be provided in the
Application Instructions document for this competition that can be found under the “For Applicants --
Apply for Grarnits” link of Grants.gov. Also, all of the required forms will be provided in the Application
Package that accompanies the Application Instructions.

in this section, the Institute provides instructions regarding the content of the (a) project
summary/abstract, (b} project narrative, (¢) bibliography and references cited, (d) biographical sketches
of senjor/key personnel, (e) narrative budget justification (f) subaward budgets, (g) Appendix A, (h)
Appendix B, (i) human subjects narrative, and {j} additional forms. The Instructions below will be
reiterated in the Application Instructions document for this competition, which will be available, as noted
above, under the “For Applicants - Apply for Grants” fink of Grants.gov.

B. General Format Requirements

Margin, format, and font size requiremnents apply to the project summary, project natrative, bibliography,
biographical sketches, narrative budget justification, Appendix A, and Appendix B. To ensure that the
text is easy for reviewers to read and that all applicants have the same amount of available space in
which to describe their projects, applicants must adhere to the type size and format specifications for the
entire narrative indluding footnotes. Itis very important that applicants review carefully the
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“Application Format Requirements” outlined in the Fiscal Year 2009 Application Package
Highlights, which will be part of the application Instructions, to be available on http://www. Granis.qov.

a. Page an i ification
For the purposes of applications submitted under this RFA, a “page” is 8.5 in. x 11 in., on one side only,
with 1 inch margins at the top, bottom, and both sides.

b. Spacing
Text must be single spaced in the narrative.

¢. Type Size {Font Size)

Type must conform to the following three requirements:

¢ The height of the letters must not be smaller than a type size of 12 point.

s Type density, including characters and spaces, must be no more than 15 characters per inch (cpi).
For proportional spacing, the average for any representative section of text must not exceed 15 ¢pi.

s Type size must yield no more than 6 lines of type within a vertical inch.

Applicants should check the type size using a standard device for measuring type size, rather than
relying on the font selected for a particular word processing/printer combination. The type size used
must conform to all three requirements. Small type size makes it difficult for reviewers to read the
application; consequently, the use of small type will be grounds for the Institute to return the application
without peer review,

Adherence to type size and line spacing requirements is necessary so that no applicant will have an
unfair advantage, by using small type or by providing more text in their applications. Note, these
requirements apply to the PDF file as submitted. As a practical matter, applicants who use a 12-
point Times New Roman font without compressing, kerning, condensing or other alterations typically
meet these requirements.

Figures, charts, tables, and figure legends may be in a smaller type size but must be readily legible.

d. Graphs, diagrams, tables

Applicants must use only black and white in graphs, diagrams, tables, and charts. The application must
contain only material that reproduces well when photocopied in black and white.

C. Project Summary/Abstract
a. Submission
The project summary/abstract will be submitted as a .PDF attachment.

b. Page limitations and format requirements

The project summary/abstract is limited to 1 singie-spaced page and must adhere to the margin, format,'
and font size requirements above.

c. Content
The project summary/abstract should include:
(1 Title of the project;
{2) The RFA topic and goal under which the applicant is applying (e.q., Teacher Quality,
Goal 2);
(33 Brief description of the purpose {e.g., to develop and document the feasibility of an
intervention};
{4 Brief description of the sefting in which the research will be conducted (e.g., rural school
districts in Alabama);
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{5) Brief description of the population(s) from which the participants of the study(ies) will be
sampled {(age groups, race/ethnicity, SES);

{6) If applicable, brief descripticn of the intervention or assesstment to be developed or
evaluated or validated;

(7 If applicable, brief description of the contro! or comparison condition (e.g., what will
participants in the control condition experience);

(8) Brief description of the primary research method;

(9) If applicable, brief description of measures and key outcomes; and

{10)  1f applicabte, brief description of the data analytic strategy.

Please see the website hitp://ies.ed.qov/ncer/projects/ for examples of project summaries/abstracts.

D. Project Narrative

a. Submission
The project narrative wili be submitted as a .PDF attachment.

b. Page limitations and format requirements

The project narrative is limited to 25 single-spaced pages for ail appiicants. The 25-page limit for the
project narrative does not include any of the SF 424 forms, the one-page summary/abstract, the
appendices, research on hurman subjects information, bibliography and references cited, biographical
sketches of sentor/key personnel, narrative budget justification, subaward budget information or
certifications and assurances.

Reviewers are abie 1o conduct the highest quality review when applications are concise and easy to read,
with pages numbered consecutively.

¢. Form r citing referen in

To ensure that all applicants have the same amount of available space in which to describe their projects
in the project narrative, applicants should use the author-date style of citation (e.g., James, 2004), such

as that described in the Publication Manual of the American Psychological Assodiation, 5th Ed. (American
Psychological Association, 2001).

d. Content

Incorporating the requirements outlined under the section on Requirements of the Proposed Research,
and the requirements listed under the relevant research grant topic, the profect narrative provides the
majority of the information on which reviewers will evaluate the proposal.

The project narrative must include four sections: (a) Significance, (b} Research Plan, {¢) Personnel, and
(d) Resources. Information to be included in each of these sections is detailed in Part I11:
Requirements of the Proposed Research and in specific requirements subsections for each research
topic in Part I1: Research Grant Topics.

E. Bib!iogréphy and References Cited
a. Submission

The section will be submitted as a .PDF attachment,

b, P liritati fi requir
There are no limitations to the number of pages in the bibliography. The bibliography must adhere to
the margin, format, and font size requirements described in section 1V.25.B. General Format

Requirements.
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c. Content
Applicants should include complete citations, including the names of all authors (in the same sequence in

which they appear in the publication), titles (e.q., article and journal, chapter and book, book)}, page
numbers, and year of publication for literature dted in the research narrative,

F. Biographical Sketches of Senior/Key Personnel

a. Submission
The section will be submitted as a .PDF attachment.

b. Page limitations and format requirements

A biographical sketch should be provided for the principal investigator and other key personnel. Each
biographical sketch (e.g., abbreviated curriculum vitae) is limited te 4 pages. The
biographical sketch must adhere to the margin, format, and font size requirements described in section
1V.25.B. General Format Requirements.

c. Confent

Each biographical sketch should indude information sufficient to demonstrate that personnel possess
training and expertise commensurate with their duties (e.g., publications, grants, relevant research
experience) and have adequate time devoted fo the project to carry out their duties. Applicanis are
reminded o review information in section IV.20 Designation of Principal Investigator.

d. List of current and pending grants

Applicants should provide a list of all current and pending grants along with the proportion of the
individual's time allocated to each project for the principal investigator and other key personnel for the
project. This information is to be provided as a table attached to the biographical sketch (i.e., a fifth

page).

G. Narrative Budget Justification

a. Submission
The section will be submitted-as a .PDF attachment,

b. Page limitations and format requirements

There are no page limitations for the narrative budget justification. The narrative budget justification
must adhere to the margin, format, and font size requirements described in section 1Iv.25.B. General
Format Requirements.

¢. Content

The narrative budget justification should provide sufficient detail to allow reviewers to judge whether
reasonable costs have been attributed to the project. The budget justification should correspond to the
itemized breakdown of profect costs that is provided in the Research & Related Budget (SF 424) Sections
A& B; C, D, &E; and F-K. It should include the time commitments and brief descriptions of the
responsibiiities of key personnel. For consultants, the narrative should include the number of days of
anticipated consuifation, the expected rate of compensation, travel, per diem, and other related costs. A
justification for equipment purchase, supplies, travel and other refated project costs should also be
provided in the budget narrative for each project year outlined in the Research & Related Budget (SF
4243,

For those applications that include a subaward(s} for work conducted at collaborating institutions, the
narrative should also provide the details about the subaward(s). Indude the actual subaward budgets
as a separate attachment. (See balow “Subaward Budget”.)
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Indirect cost rate

Ap;}l;c:aﬂts should use their institution’s federal indirect cost rate and use the off-campus indirect cost
rate where appropriate (see instructions under Section 1v.21 Speclal Requirements). If less than 75
percent of total indirect costs are based on application of the off-campus rate, the applicant shoutd
provide a detailed justification.

H. Subaward Budget
a 8 ission
The section will be submitted as a .PDF attachment.

limi
To aliow applicants f;o enter subaward budget mt‘ormatnon in accordance with a prescribed format (R&R Sabaward

Budget), an Excel spreadsheet will be provided at:
http://les.ed.qov/funding/

Applicants will download and complete the spreadshest in Excel format, convert it to a .PDF file, and then upload it
as an attachment. There are no page limitations to the spreadsheet.

¢. Content
For applications that include a subaward{(s) for work conducted at collaborating institutions, applicants

must submit an itemized budget spreadsheet for each subaward for each project year. As noted above,
the details of the subaward costs should be included in the Narrative Budget Justification.

I. Appendix A

a. Submission

Appendix A should be included at the end of the Project Narrative and submitted as part of the same
PDF attachment.

b. Page limitatio d for i 1]

Appendix A is hmﬂ:ed to 15 pages. 1t must adhere to the margin, format, and font size requirements
described in section 25.B. General Format Requirements.

. Content

(i) Purpose.
The purpose of Appendix A is to allow the applicant to include any figures, charts, or tables that
supplement the research text, examples of measures to be used in the project, and letters of
agreement from partners {e.g., schoois} and consultants. In addition, in the case of a
resubmission, the applicant may use up to 3 pages of the appendix to describe the ways In
which the revised proposal is responsive to prior reviewer feedback. These are the only materials
that may be included in Appendix A; all other materials will be removed prior to review of the
application. Narrative text related to any aspect of the project (e.g., descriptions of the
proposed sample, the design of the study, or previous research conducted by the applicant)
must be included in the research narrative.

{ii) Letters of agreement.
Letters of agreement should include enough information to make it clear that the auther of the
letter understands the nature of the commitment of time, space, and resources to the research
project that will be required if the application is funded. The Institute recognizes that some
applicants may have more letters of agreement than will be accommodated by the 15-page fimit.
In such instances, applicants should include the most important letters of agreement and may
fist the letters of agreement that are not included in the application due to page limitations.
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1. Appendix B (Optional)

a. Submission

If applicable, Appendix B should be included at the end of the Project Narrative, following Appendix A,
and submitted as part of the same .PDF attachment.,

b. Page limitations and format requirements .
The appendix is lirited to 10 pages. The Appendix B must adhere to the margin, format, and font size

requirements described in section 25.B. General Format Requirements.

c. Content

Appendix B applies to applications under all topics in this RFA, The purpose of Appendix B is to allow
applicants who are proposing to develop, evaiuate, or validate an intervention or assessment to include
examples of curriculum material, computer screens, test items, or other materials used in the
intervention or assessment, These are the only materials that may be included in Appendix B; alt other
materials will be removed prior to review of the application. Narrative text refated to the intervention
{e.g., descriptions of research that supports the use of the intervention/assessment, the theoretical
rationale for the intervention/assessment, or detalls regarding the implementation or use of the
intervention/assessment) must be included in the 25-page research narrative,

K. Research on Human Subjects

a. Submission
This secHon will be submitted as a .PDF attachment.

b. Requirements
If an applicant proposes research activities involving human subijects at any time during the proposed

project period, either at the applicant organization or at any other performance site or collaborating
institution, then the applicant must provide either a human subjects "exempt research narrative” or a
"nonexempt research narrative” and upload this narrative as instructed in the Fiscal Year 2009
Application Package Highlights. See the U.S. Department of Education’s web page for detalled
information about the protection of human subjects in research:

http:/feeww, ed.gov/policy/fund/guid/humansub/overview. bimi,

L. Additional Forms
Please note that applicants selected for funding will be required to submit the following certifications and

assurances before a grant is issued:

(1) SF 424B-Assurances-Non-Construction Programs

(2} Grants.gov Lobbying Form

{3) SF-LLL {if applicable) - Disclosure of Lobbying Activities

(4) Protection of Human Research Subjects assurance and/or Institutional Review Board
certification, as appropriate®

*Refer to the Fiscal Year 2009 Application Package for New Grants, available on http://www.Grants.qov,
which details the information about the Human Subjects narrative, if applicable, that is required to be
submitted with the application.

26, APPLICATION PROCESSING

Applications must be received by 4:30 pm, Washington, D.C. time on the application deadline date
listed in the heading of this request for applications. Upon receipt, each application will be reviewed for
completeness and for responsiveness to this request for applications. Applications that do not address
specific requirements of this request will be returned to the applicants without further consideration. f
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27. PEER REVIEW PROCESS

Applications that are compliant and responsive to this request will be evaluated for scientific and
technical merit. Reviews will be conducted in accordance with the review criteria stated below by a
panel of scientists who have substantive and methodological expertise appropriate to the program of
research and request for applications,

Each application will be assigned to one of the Institute’s scientific review panels. Al least two primary
reviewers will complete written evaluations of the application, identifying strengths and weaknesses
related to each of the review criteria. Primary reviewers will independently assign a score for each
criterion, as well as an overall score, for each application they review. Based on the overalf scores
assigned by primary reviewers, an average overall score for each application will be calculated and a
preliminary rank order of applications will be prepared before the full peer review panel convenes (o
complete the review of applications.

The full panel will consider and score only those applications deemed o be the most competitive and to
have the highest merit, as reflected by the preliminary rank order. A panel member may nominate for
consideration by the full panel any proposal that he or she belleves merits full panel review but would
not have been included in the full panel meeting based on its preliminary rank order.

. REVI A FOR MERIT
The purpose of Institute-supported research is to contribute to the solution of education problems and to
provide refiable information about the education practices that support learning and improve academic
achievement and access to education for all students. Reviewers for all applications will be expected to
assess the following aspects of an application in order to judge the likelihood that the proposed research
will have a substanttal impact on the pursuit of that goal. Information pertinent to each of these criteria
is also described above in Part 1 Requirements of the Proposed Research and in the section of the
relevant research grant fopic.

A. Significance
Does the applicant provide a compelling rationale for the significance of the project as defined in the
Significance of Project section for the Goal under which the applicant is submitting the proposal?

B. Research Plan
Does the applicant meet the requirements described in the methodological requirements section for the
Goal under which the applicant Is submitting the proposal?

C. Personnel

Does the description of the personnel make it apparent that the principal investigator, project director,
and other key personnel possess appropriate training and experience and will commit sufficlent time to
competently implement the proposed research?

D. Resources

Does the applicant have the facilities, equipment, supplies, and other resources required to support the
proposed activities? Do the commitments of each pariner show support for the implementation and
success of the project?

29, RECEIPT AND START DATE SCHEDULE

A, Letter of Intent Receipt Dates: .
Summer Application Lefter of Intent April 28, 2008
Fall Application Letter of Intent July 10, 2008
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8.

Application Deadline Dates:

Summer Application Deadline Date
Fall Application Deadiine Date

C. Earliest Anticipated Start Date:
For Summer Application
For Fall Application

30, AW, BEC N

The following will be considered in making award decisions:

Scientific merit as determined by peer review

Responsiveneass to the reguirements of this request

Performance and use of funds under a previous Federal award
Contribution to the overali program of research described in this request

31.

o

o0 0w

Availabifity of funds
INQUIRI Y BE T10:

Reading and Writing

Dr. Emily Doolittle

Institute of Education Sciences
555 New Jersey Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20208

Email: Emily. Doolitie@ed.gov
Telephone:; (202} 219-1201

Mathematics and Science Education
Dr. Christina Chhin

Institute of Education Sciences

555 New Jersey Avenug, NW
Washington, DC 20208

Email: Christina.Chhin@ed.gov
Telephone: (202) 219-2280

Cognition and Student Learning
Dr. Carol O'Donnell

Institute of Education Sciences

555 New Jersey Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20208

Email: Carol.ODonnefl@ed.gov
Telephone: (202) 208-3749

Dr. Harold Himmelfarb
Institute of Education Sciences
555 New Jersey Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20208

Email: Haroid Himmelfarb@ed.gov

June 26, 2008
QOctober 2, 2008

March 1, 2009
July 1, 2009

. Teacher Quality {Reading and Writing and Mathematics and Science Education)
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Telephone: (202} 219-2031

E. Social and Behavioral Context for Academic Learning
Pr. Emily Doolittle
Institute of Education Sciences
555 New Jersey Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20208

Email: Emity.Doolittle@ed.gov
Telephone: (202) 219-1201

F. Education Leadership
Dr. Katina Stapleton
Institute of Education Sciences
555 New Jersey Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20208

Email: Katina.Stapleton@ed.gov
Telephone: (202) 219-2154

G. Education Policy, Finance, and Systems
Dr. Katina Stapleton
Institute of Education Sciences
555 New Jersey Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20208

Email: Katina. Stapieton@ed.gov
Telephone: {202) 219-2154

H. Early Childhood Programs and Paolicies
Dr. Caroline Ebanks
Institute of Education Sciences
555 New Jersey Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20208

Email: Caroline.Ebanks@ed.gov
Telephone: {202) 219-1410

I. Middle and High School Reform
Dr. David Sweet
Institute of Education Sciences
555 New Jarssy Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20208

Email; David.Sweet@ed.gov
Teiephone: (202) 219-1748

J. iInterventions for Struggling Adolescent and Adult Readers and Writers
Dr, Elizabeth Albro
Institute of Education Sciences
555 New Jersey Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20208
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Email; Elizabeth. Albro@ed.gov
Telephone: (202) 219-2148

K. Postsecondary Education
Dr. Ram Singh
Institute of Education Sciences
555 New Jersey Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20208

Email: Ram.Singh@ed.gov
Telephone: (202) 219-2025

L. Education Technology
Dr. Edward Metz
Institute of Education Sclences
555 New Jersey Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20208

Email: Edward. Metz@ed.gov
Telephone: (202) 208-1983

2. PR JTHORITY

20 U.5.C. 9501 et seq., the "Education Sciences Reform Act of 2002,” Title 1 of Public Law 107-279,
November 5, 2002. This program Is not subject to the intergovernmental review requirements of
Executive Order 12372

33. APPLICABLE REGULATIONS

The Education Department General Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) in 34 CFR parts 74, 77, 80, 81,
82, 84, 85, 86 (part 86 applies only to institutions of higher education), 97, 98, and 99. In addition 34
CFR part 75 is applicable, except for the provisions in 34 CFR 75.100, 75.101(b), 75.102, 75.103,
75.105, 75.109(a), 75.200, 75.201, 75.209, 75.210, 75,211, 75.217, 75.219, 75.220, 75.221, 75.222,
and 75,230
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Psychological Association (5t ed, ). Washington, DC: American Psychological Association.
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