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I. OVERVIEW OF THE CALIFORNIA STATE PRESCHOOL PROGRAM (CSPP) QUALITY RATING AND IMPROVEMENT SYSTEM (QRIS) BLOCK GRANT FOR ALL APPLICANTS
A. Purpose

The California Department of Education (CDE), Early Education and Support Division (EESD) is accepting applications from county or regional Consortia that are operating an early care and education Quality Rating and Improvement System (QRIS). Proposition 98 funds in the amount of $50 million are appropriated for the purpose of allowing a consortium to give a local QRIS block grant to California State Preschool Program (CSPP) sites rated at a quality level of Tier 4 or higher and to raise the quality of CSPPs not yet at Tier 4. 

The CDE envisions a local consortium will use the CSPP QRIS Block Grant to support local early learning programs and increase the number of low-income children in high quality state preschool programs thus preparing these children for success in school and life. By having more state preschool children in high quality programs over time, it is anticipated that these efforts will result in a significant reduction in the achievement gap. 

The CSPP QRIS Block Grant is intended to build on the local QRIS efforts of current lead agencies and their Consortia and to raise the quality of CSPP. Since the 2012 awarding of the Race to the Top—Early Learning Challenge (RTT-ELC) grant, a committed group of 16 counties (Consortia) piloted, extensively invested in, and enhanced the state’s current QRIS efforts. The state’s initial Consortia continually worked to ensure that high quality early education standards in QRIS strived to improve child outcomes.

The funds will allow a consortium to award local block grants to CSPPs rated at a Tier 4 or higher. The intent is for CSPPs who receive a local QRIS Block Grant to use their award funds to maintain their high QRIS rating (e.g., keeping ratios low, paying for qualified staff, supporting strong teacher-child interactions, and maintaining a quality program). It is the state’s intent that over time all CSPPs will receive local QRIS block grants. Until that occurs, the local consortium can use a portion of the funds to raise the quality of CSPPs not yet at Tier 4. The law also allows a consortium to use up to twenty percent of the funds for conducting assessments of programs and providing or supporting access projects.

The State Superintendent of Public Instruction, in consultation with the Executive Director of the State Board of Education, allocates CSPP QRIS Block Grant funds to local Consortia, based on the number of CSPP slots within the county or region who meet the requirements of this grant. This application provides a means to meet the provisions of Education Code (EC) Section 8203.1, which can be found at http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cd/op/sb858edcode82031.asp.
B. Background

Research and practice confirm that readiness and achievement disparities can be documented long before children enter kindergarten. Research has also shown us how to design high-quality early education programs that will enable all children to build a solid foundation for school success and lifelong learning. For years, we have known that waiting until kindergarten is too late to begin extending educational opportunities to all children, especially children with high needs. 
One way California is expanding access to high-quality, subsidized preschool, is through support for counties’ and regions’ quality improvement systems (QIS) and QRIS. On June 20, 2014, the governor signed Senate Bill 858, the Education Omnibus Trailer Bill, authorizing the establishment of CSPP QRIS Block Grants, supported annually by $50 million dollars in state education funds. (See Appendix B for authorizing EC.) The funding from the CSPP QRIS Block Grant provides an opportunity to build upon local and statewide successes to create sustainable capacity at the local level to meet the needs of our early learners, with a focus on those with the highest needs. These funds support CSPPs in local established and operating QRIS Consortia.  
Efforts in California have been documented by a study for the State Advisory Council (SAC) on Early Learning and Care. The Web page is titled Local Quality Improvement Efforts and Outcomes Descriptive Study: A study to support the state of California and its counties in their efforts to build robust, evidence-based quality improvement systems.
The Executive Summary for the Local Quality Improvement Efforts and Outcomes Descriptive Study can be viewed by visiting the Web link http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cd/ce/documents/localqieffortexecsum.pdf.

The full report for the Local Quality Improvement Efforts and Outcomes Descriptive Study can be viewed by visiting the Web link http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cd/ce/documents/localqieffortfinalreport.pdf.

California, led by the RTT-ELC Consortia, has worked together to ensure positive outcomes for its infants, tod​dlers and preschoolers. The Consortia have built on their local efforts and investments to operate a QRIS that has research-based common quality elements across all of its members. This work is further complemented by First 5 California (F5CA)’s IMPACT (Improve and Maximize Programs so All Children Thrive) Initiative, which is inclusive of a continuum of quality improvement efforts ranging from quality improvement efforts with a single focus, such as family engagement, to a quality improvement system that covers multiple quality elements, and finally, to a QRIS, which includes rating and public outreach.
The common quality elements are identified in a Quality Continuum Framework (Framework). In California, the Framework consists of two components: The Rating Matrix and the Continuous Quality Improvement Pathways. The Framework helps a local consortium to: 

· Assess child development and school readiness; 

· Improve teacher effectiveness; and 

· Improve the quality and safety of learning environments.

This Framework identifies common QRIS elements and associated research-based tools and resources. The Consortia used this Framework to identify three common tiers and created a Rating Matrix. 

The Framework, which includes the Rating Matrix, the Continuous Quality Improvement Pathways, and the supporting Implementation Guide can be found at the CDE CSPP QRIS Block Grant Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cd/op/csppqrisblockgrant.asp.

The CSPP QRIS Block Grant is intended to build on this work and raise the quality of CSPPs. The CDE oversees the program and ensures compliance with state standards. This grant allows the CDE to go beyond standards to achieve quality and reduce the achievement gap. The achievement gap indicates the significant discrepancy among the educational success experienced between low income and minority children compared to children who come from a higher income and are non-minority. “Between 35 percent and 55 percent of California’s second- and third-graders are not achieving grade-level proficiency in core subjects, with even larger gaps for socioeconomically disadvan​taged groups, including Latinos and African Americans, dual language learners, students whose parents have less than a postsecondary education, and students with low family incomes”.
  The achievement gap is most notably recognized in kindergarten; early gaps in school readiness that are evident in kindergarten are mirrored in third-grade standardized test results
. Kindergarteners who enter school behind are likely to remain behind as they move through the education system
, and third-graders who are behind are far less likely to graduate from high school on time
. Differences in language, social, and pre-mathematics skills are already appar​ent when children enter kindergarten, and the children who start behind tend to stay behind. 

The CSPP QRIS Block Grant funds will allow local consortium to award local block grants to CSPPs rated at a Tier 4 or higher. In a state where local decision making is highly valued, the state attempts to better serve its communities by assisting them to form greater system-wide quality and consistency among early learning programs. Statewide common tiers as well as local tiers are intended to make it much easier for local communities to implement pro​grams in ways that maximize the benefits to children and families.
The authorizing EC recognizes some counties and regions may have already “adopted a quality continuum framework” and its lead administering agency(ies) is “provided the first opportunity to be eligible for a QRIS block grant”. In this Request for Application (RFA), these agencies are identified as Priority 1A, agencies who have a QRIS Action Plan, and Priority 1B applicants who have a QRIS Block Grant Plan, both of which are on file with the CDE.

Note: Any consortium receiving CSPP QRIS Block Grant funds is required to use the funds to supplement, and not supplant, other federal, state, and local public funds to provide programs and activities authorized under this part and other similar programs. It is expected that CSPP Block Grant efforts would complement a consortium’s F5 IMPACT efforts and vice versa.
C. Assumptions 
The CSPP funds preschool for 200,000 three- and four-year-olds from families earning below 200 percent of the federal poverty line. California educates 13 percent of the nation’s children, and has one of the most diverse mix of preschool and child care programs. The CSPP QRIS Block Grant builds on CSPP’s fifty- year history of providing state preschool services to low income children. Further, as recommended in California’s Comprehensive Early Learning Plan, the CSPP Block Grant attempts to create some system wide quality and consistency to maximize the benefits to children and families.
 

The CSPP QRIS Block Grant is built on the following evidence-based assumptions and core principles:

· Programs with high-quality environments have a direct impact on brain development ensuring that children are better prepared to enter kindergarten.
· Preschool students who attend high-quality preschool programs have a higher content knowledge in language proficiency, early literacy and mathematical development.

· Preschool students who participate in at least one year of high-quality early learning close the learning gap that follows students from the time they enter kindergarten through third grade and beyond.

The state recognizes that Communities/Consortia/Counties desire a system-wide focus on quality to dramatically improve outcomes and increase per-child funding to pay the real cost of deliver​ing quality service, with a corresponding increase in accountability for actually delivering quality service. The state further assumes that over time, all CSPPs will be participating in a local QRIS system and be rated at a Tier 4 or higher.

D. Funding

Funding in the amount of $50 million will be allocated for the CSPP QRIS Block Grant for 15 months from July 1, 2016, to September 30, 2017. Applicants awarded a CSPP QRIS Block Grant may receive a 15-month grant, subject to semi-annual fiscal reporting. Consortium block grant funding levels will be determined based on the October 2015 CSPP enrollment per county of the approved applicants. There is no minimum or maximum grant amount. The consortium grant amount may also vary from year to year based on the number of CSPP slots and approved applicants.

Each year’s grant award will depend on the availability of CSPP QRIS Block Grant Prop 98 funds allocated in the state budget. The CSPP QRIS Block Grants are ongoing, but in order to be considered for the grant, applications must be submitted and re-approved each year. Ongoing funding is not guaranteed to grantees.
II. FUNDING INFORMATION FOR ALL APPLICANTS
A. General Funding

CSPP QRIS Block Grant provides funding, beginning July 1, 2016, through September 30, 2017. Funds are available to each applicant based on the application and proposed budget. The total grant budget for this RFA is $50 million a year, on an ongoing basis. Although the grant period is for 15 months, recipients may be considered for a renewal of their grant award on an annual basis, provided that they continue to meet or exceed aforementioned performance goals and the funds are allocated in the state budget.  

B. Funding Levels 

“The Superintendent, in consultation with the executive director of the State board, shall allocate CSPP QRIS block grant funds to local Consortia that satisfy the requirements of EC Section 8203.1(e) based on the number of CSPP slots within the county or region [EC Section 8203.1(f)].” Consortium block grant funding levels will be determined based on the October 2015 CSPP enrollment per county of the approved applicants. There is no minimum or maximum grant amount. The consortium grant amount may also vary from year to year based on the number of CSPP slots and approved applicants.
C. Fund Distribution 

The grant period will cover 15 months from July 1, 2016, to September 30, 2017. Ninety percent of the award shall be distributed initially and the final ten percent will be distributed upon receipt of the final report. Recipients may be considered for renewal on an annual basis for subsequent years, provided that they continue to meet or exceed aforementioned performance goals and the funds are allocated in the state budget.   

If a grant is awarded to joint applicants, it shall be one indivisible grant. The CDE will make grant payments to the lead LEA. 

III.  ELIGIBILITY FOR FUNDING FOR CONSORTIAS WITH QRIS PLANS ON FILE

All Consortia with an existing 2015–16 CSPP QRIS Block Grant award or 2015–
2017 Infant/Toddler (I/T) QRIS Block Grant and who have maintained a good standing status are eligible to apply for the 2016–17 CSPP QRIS Block Grant as a fundable applicant. 
All 2015–16 CSPP and I/T QRIS Block Grant award applicants in good standing must be able to meet/demonstrate the following qualifying criteria and requirements:

· Demonstrate support for this CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan by submitting Form C – Consortium Participants on p. 52 with the signatures of key consortium participants

· Any Consortia who chooses to update their CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan, should use Form D – Consortium’s QRIS Plan on p. 56. The RTT-ELC Consortium Grantees need to transfer and update their QRIS Plan information onto Form D and submit no later than July 22, 2016; this plan is not subject to scoring
· Set ambitious yet achievable targets for CSPP providers participating in the local QRIS with the goal of achieving the highest common tier, using the rating matrix approved on May 28, 2015. Complete Form E – CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan, Section III on p. 63. It is the state’s intent that all participating CSPP sites will have timely access to an initial assessment and on-going regular assessments, per the Implementation Guide at http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cd/op/csppqrisblockgrant.asp
· Complete Form E – CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan, Section IV on p. 66, and describe the factors and amounts
· Complete Form E – CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan, Section V on p. 66, which describes how the CSPP QRIS Block Grant funds will be used to increase the number of CSPP providers achieving the highest common tier and to directly support classrooms/homes that have achieved the highest common Tier
· Complete Form E – CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan, Section VI on p. 67, which describes how no more than 20 percent of the funds will be used for Assessment and Access Projects
· Complete Form F – Budget Narrative and Budget Spreadsheet that corresponds to the applicant’s 2016–17 projected allocation found in Sections VII and VIII of the CSPP QRIS Block Grant. Approved applicants are to use Form F, which will be provided to applicants with their prospective award amount. Form F is not included in this RFA.
IV. CRITICAL DATES FOR THE RFAs FOR CONSORTIAS WITH QRIS PLANS ON FILE      
	Dates
	Critical Events

	June 8, 2016
	The RFA is available on the CDE Web page at  http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/fo/r2/csppqris1617rfa.asp 

	June 9, 2016
	Webinar to address grant questions and the application process. 

	June 23, 2016
	Form A – Letter of Intent is due to CSPP QRIS Block Grant e-mail box at PSQRISBG@cde.ca.gov by midnight 

	July 22, 2016
	Submission date-an electronic copy of the application is due to the CSPP QRIS Block Grant e-mail box at PSQRISBG@cde.ca.gov by midnight. An original application (containing signatures on Forms B and C in blue or black ink) plus three hard copies of each signed application, must be postmarked by July 22, 2016 when received by the EESD. 

	July 25–August 9, 2016
	The Application Review Process using the Reading and Scoring criteria specified in Section VI of the RFA.

	August 11, 2016
	The CDE will post the grant awards in an Intent to Award announcement. This is an initial notification and is not the final list of grantees. The final funding list will be posted on the CDE Web site when all data is verified and appeals are decided. Applicants are advised not to obligate funds based on this list.

	August 21, 2016
	Appeals must be submitted to the EESD within 10 calendar days of the Intent to Award announcement with original signatures from the Authorized Agent. No faxed or e-mailed appeals will be accepted.

	August 22–23, 2016 
	Review of Appeals

	August 25, 2016
	Final funding list for award recipients will be posted on the CDE Web site.


V. APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS FOR CONSORTIAS WITH QRIS PLANS ON FILE
A. Instructions

· Prior to submitting an application, applicants are strongly encouraged to read the entire CSPP QRIS Block Grant RFA and consider all requirements for eligibility
· No late submissions will be accepted. Any application received after the due date and time as stated above will be disqualified from the process
· Applicants must submit the entire grant package in the order specified in Section V. B of this RFA. The CDE will not add, delete, or replace items from the application once it has been submitted. Applicants who receive an interview may amend and resubmit their application within two (2) business days of their interview. If any subsequent changes to an application are made, the applicant must resubmit a full and complete application with the changes highlighted in yellow. Late resubmissions will not be considered, and if amendments are not submitted timely, the original application will move forward through the process
· Submission Instructions

· Applicants are required to submit an original (which contains the original signatures on Forms B and C – in blue or black ink) plus three hard copies of each signed application, and one electronic copy. Electronic signatures will not be accepted on the original. If there is an inconsistency between the paper and electronic copy, the original paper copy will take precedence. Applications must be printed on single-sided white paper to facilitate reading. Any application received after the due date and time will be disqualified from the competitive process. Receipt of the electronic copy on or before July 22, 2016 by midnight will satisfy the timely submission requirement. Hard copies must be postmarked by those same dates. Submit grant applications to:

· An electronic copy of the entire application must be submitted to the CSPP QRIS Block Grant e-mail box at PSQRISBG@cde.ca.gov.
· Hard copies with the original signatures must be submitted to:

CSPP QRIS Block Grant

California Department of Education

Early Education and Support Division

1430 N Street, Suite 3410

Sacramento, CA 95814

· Jointly-Submitted Applications

· Only one application per county or region (multiple counties) will be accepted. In cases where the lead administering agency of a consortium is not a LEA, the consortium must submit a joint application signed by the consortium lead and the partnering LEA (Form A – Letter of Intent). If a grant is awarded to joint applicants, it shall be one indivisible grant. If awarded the grant, each joint applicant will be jointly responsible for the requirements under this grant. The joint applicants must designate, in writing, the LEA who will have authority to represent them in all matters pertaining to the grant. The CDE assumes no responsibility or obligation for distribution of payment between the joint applicants.   

B. Required Application Elements

· Form A – Letter of Intent

· Please note that Form – Letter of Intent must be submitted to the CSPP QRIS Block Grant e-mail box at PSQRISBG@cde.ca.gov by midnight of June 23, 2016. 
The content and sequence of the application will be as follows: 

· Form B – Lead Signature Page

· Form C – Consortium Participants

· Form D – Consortium QRIS Plan

· Form E – CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan

· Form F – CSPP QRIS Block Grant 2016–17 Budget Narrative and Budget Spreadsheet will be provided to applicants with their prospective award amount. Form F is not included in this RFA
C. CSPP QRIS Block Grant Application Elements (Forms B through F) FOR CONSORTIAS WITH QRIS PLANS ON FILE

The CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan is comprised of nine elements that applicants must thoroughly address when describing their local consortiums QRIS. These nine elements are: 

	Essential

CSPP QRIS Block Grant Application Elements  
	Consortia with QRIS Plans on File

	Element I


	Form B – Lead Signature Page

	Element II
	Form C – Consortium Participants


	Element III
	           Form D – Consortium’s QRIS Plan, 

           Update plan currently on file, if needed 

           OR transfer RTT-ELC consortium’s 

           Action Plan onto Form D


	Element IV
	Form E – CSPP Participation Data Tables (Section III)


	Element V
	Form E – Local CSPP QRIS Block Grants for CSPP Sites Rated at Tiers 4 and 5 (Section IV)


	Element VI
	Form E – Quality Improvement Process for CSPP Sites not yet at Tier 4 (Section V)


	Element VII
	Form E – Assessment and Access Projects (Section VI)


	Element VIII
	Form F – Budget Narrative (not included in this RFA)


	Element IX
	Form F – Budget Spreadsheet (not included in this RFA)


D. Application Requirements 

To be eligible for evaluation, the RFA must adhere to the format below; failure to do so may result in disqualification. Applicants must address each of the required sections indicated below. Sections must be labeled and pages numbered. The application must be in the order of the CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan Elements I–IX and contain all indicated sections and subsections information specified in the CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan below. 
· Form B – Lead Signature Page

· Signatures must be in blue or black ink, electronic signatures will not be accepted. Every consortium shall ensure that the application contains the signatures of the Consortium Lead, if that Lead is not an LEA, then the Local Educational Lead, the Program Lead, and the Fiscal Lead. 
· Form C – Consortium Participants
· Consortium Participants: Signatures must be in blue or black ink, electronic signatures will not be accepted on the original. Every consortium shall ensure that the application contains the signatures of the participating local consortium representatives. When completing Section I of Form C, p. 52 and following, if the signature of a Consortium Lead is not the CSPP QRIS Lead, then include that agency as the Co-Lead on Form B – Lead Signature Page, then on the signature line write “See Form B”. Note: Consortium participants’ signatures signify that they have read and concurred with the submitted application.

· The listing of additional consortium representatives of local agencies providing services to children from birth to five years of age is optional. 

· The local consortium shall:

a. Fill out the required information and secure stakeholders’ signatures

b. Copy and paste additional signature blocks to the form as needed

c. If applying as a region, the required participants for each county in the regions must be included. Copy pp. 52–55 (Form C – Consortium Participants) for each county’s required consortium representatives and add to your application 
· Form D – Consortium’s QRIS Plan
· Consortia with QRIS Plans currently on file with CDE EESD can use this opportunity to update their QRIS Plan, if needed, particularly to reflect incorporate changes due to receipt of F5 IMPACT funding. RTT-ELC Consortia’s whose Action Plans have expired or are expiring are required to transfer their QRIS Plan information onto Form D and submit by July 22, 2016.
· Form D – Consortium’s QRIS Plan, Section II has the following components:
a. An Overview of the Consortium’s Current QRIS
b. Quality Continuum Framework and Tiers
c. Rating and Assessing
d. Quality Improvement Process
e. Convening and Strengthening Partnerships
f. Monitoring and Evaluating the Impacts on Child Outcomes
g. Disseminating Information to Parents and the Public about Program Quality

· Form E – CSPP Participation Data Tables
· Section III. A. Increasing the number and percentage of CSPP sites participating in the Consortium’s Tiered QRIS
· Section III. B. Increasing the Tier Rating of CSPP sites in the Consortium’s Tiered QRIS  
· Section III. C. Increasing the number and percentage of CSPP children who are enrolled in CSPP sites that are in the top Tiers of the Consortium’s Tiered QRIS
· Form E – Local QRIS Block Grants for CSPP sites Rated at Tiers 4 and 5, Section IV
· Tier 4 Block Grants
· Tier 5 Block Grants

· Form E – Quality Improvement Process for CSPP Sites not yet at Tier 4, Section V
· Engagement
· Improvement 

· Form E – Assessment and Access Projects, Section VI
· Assessment Projects
· Access Projects

· Form F – Budget Narrative, Section VII (not included in this RFA)
· Local CSPP QRIS Block Grants. Fill in the factors, number of sites, and the grant amounts for CSPPs at Tier 4 and Tier 5.

· Quality Improvement Activities for CSPPs not yet at Tier 4

· Assessment and Access Activities
· Form F – Budget Spreadsheet, Section VIII (not included in this RFA)
· Local CSPP QRIS Block Grants 

· Quality Improvement Activities 
· Assessment and Access Activities – Limited to no more than 20 percent of the grant amount.

E. Budget Guidance (Refer to Form F [not included in this RFA])
A detailed budget narrative must be submitted with both the CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan and the budget spreadsheet which will be provided to applicants with their prospective award amount. Describe the cost effectiveness of the budget and how it is aligned with the program goals/objectives.

Provide justification for each expenditure category, and include information about roles, time base, salary of the staff and consultants, equipment specifications and justification, and a clear description of services to be contracted. 

Identify any funding that will be contributed by collaborative partners on either an in-kind or cash basis, and be certain to explain how it will be used in your program. 

Form F will auto-populate from the information provided in Sections VII and VIII. Do not attempt to modify. The total of the 2016–17 budget cannot exceed the grant amount.
· Local CSPP QRIS Block Grants

· Identify the factors, number of sites, and the grant amounts for CSPP sites rated at Tier 4 and Tier 5. Local CSPP QRIS Block Grants will be based on your response in Form E of Section IV and the number of programs at Tiers 4 and 5 as identified in Table III.B. The form will calculate what your budget will be for the Local CSPP QRIS Block Grants. The total will auto-populate on Form F – Budget Spreadsheet which will be provided to applicants with their prospective award amount. 
· Quality Improvement Activities
· This budget narrative section has nine items: (1) Personnel, (2) Benefits, (3) Supplies, (4) Travel, (5) Equipment, (6) Contractual, (7) Training Stipends, (8) Incentives, and (9) Total Direct Costs.
1. Personnel
Provide:
· The title of each position to be compensated under this project
· The agency that funds each position

· The salary for each position under this project

· The amount of time, such as hours of percentage of time, to be expended by each position under this project

· Any additional basis for cost estimates or computations
Explain:
· Specific responsibilities of each position relative to the Quality Improvement Activities or functions described in Section V

	Personnel Example:

The following personnel will work on Quality Improvement Activities directed to CSPPs.

	Position
	Description
	% FTE
	Base Salary
	% of year
	Total

	Project Coordinator
	Jane Doe will be responsible for providing technical assistance, including coaching, to CSPP sites to improve quality. She will report to the project director and be responsible for carrying out details related to section IV. (Quality Improvement Process for CSPPs not yet at Tier 4) of this CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan.
	100%
	$75,000 
	50
	$37,500 

	Project Analyst (2)
	 
	100%
	$55,000 
	50
	$27,500 

	
	 
	100%
	$55,000 
	50
	$27,500

	Total
	
	
	
	
	 $92,500


2. Benefits
           

Provide:
· The fringe benefit percentages for all personnel in the project by agency

· The basis for cost estimates for computations
3. Supplies
     

           Provide:
· An estimate of materials and supplies needed for the quality improvement activities for the consortium, by nature of expense or general category (e.g., instructional materials, office supplies)
· The basis for cost estimates or computations

4. Travel

Provide:

· An estimate of the number of trips

· An estimate of transportation and/or subsistence costs for each trip

· Any additional basis for cost estimates or computations

Explain:

· The purpose of the travel, how it relates to project goals, and how it will contribute to project success.

For example: Travel expenses are calculated based on a per diem of $46 per person and a mileage rate of $0.54 per mile.

	Travel Example

	Purpose
	Site
	# Trips
	Miles at $0.560/mile
	$ per diem
	Total

	Monthly Coaching focused on each agencies’ quality improvement plan
	1
	6 trips at one day each
	40 miles/visit
	$46/day
	$410.40 

	
	2
	6 trips at one day each
	85 miles/visit
	$46/ day
	$561.60 

	
	3
	6 trips at one day each
	70 miles/visit
	$46/ 6ay
	$511.20 

	Total
	
	
	
	
	$1,483.20


5. Equipment

    


Provide:
· The type of equipment to be purchased by the consortium

· The estimate unit cost for each item to be purchased

· Any additional basis for cost estimates or computations

Comply with definition of equipment as defined in Appendix A – Key Terms, of this RFA. 

Explain:
· The justification of the need for the items of equipment to be purchased
For example: Equipment is defined as tangible, non-expendable, personal property having a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more per unit.

6. Contractual

Provide: 
· The product to be acquired and/or the professional services to be provided

· The agency that will be responsible for the contract
· The estimated cost per expected procurement

· For professional services contracts, the amounts of time to be devoted to the project, including the costs to be charged to this grant award
· Any additional basis for cost estimates or computations
Explain:
· The purpose and relation to the project
Note: Because grantees must use appropriate procurement procedures to select contractors, applicants should not include information in their grant applications about specific contractors that may be used to provide services or goods for the proposed project if a grant is awarded, unless they are currently under contract for the same or similar purpose.  

7. Training Stipends 

· The training stipend line item only pertains to costs associated with long-term training programs and college or university coursework that results in a credential or degree, not workshops or short-term training supported by this program
· Salary stipends paid to teachers and other early learning personnel for participating in short-term professional development should be reported in personnel
Provide:
· Descriptions of training stipends to be provided, consistent with the “note” on this p. 22. 
· The agency responsible for approving and dispersing training stipends

· The cost estimates and basis for these estimates
Explain:

· The purpose of the training
8. Incentives 

Provide: 
· Identify possible incentives to participating child care providers and how those will be administered
9. Total Direct Costs

Provide:
· The sum of expenditures, across all budget categories in Personnel and Operations, in lines A and B of the Budget Spreadsheet
F. Assessment and Access Projects 
This budget narrative section has nine items: (1) Personnel, (2) Benefits, (3) Supplies, (4) Travel, (5) Equipment, (6) Contractual, (7) Total Direct Costs, (8) Indirect Costs, and (9) Total Grant Funds Requested. 
· Personnel
Provide:
· The title of each position to be compensated under this project
· The agency that funds each position

· The salary for each position under this project

· The amount of time, such as hours or percentage of time, to be expended by each position under this project

· Any additional basis for cost estimates or computations

Explain:
· Specific responsibilities of each position relative to the Assessment and Access Projects described on Form E of Section VI on p. 67
· Benefits

Provide:
· The fringe benefit percentages for all personnel in the project by the agency

· The basis for cost estimates or computations

· Supplies

Provide:
· An estimate of materials and supplies needed for the quality improvement activities for the consortium, by nature of expense or general category (e.g., instructional materials, office supplies)

· The basis for cost estimates or computations

· Travel

Provide:
· An estimate of the number of trips

· An estimate of the transportation and/or subsistence costs for each trip

· Any additional basis for cost estimates or computations

Explain:
· The purpose of the travel, how it relates to project goals, and how it will contribute to project success

· Equipment

Provide:
· The type of equipment to be purchased by the consortium

· The estimated unit cost for each item to be purchased

· Any additional basis for cost estimates or computations

· Comply with definition of equipment used by the state

Explain:
· The justification of the need for the items of equipment to be purchased

· Contractual

Provide: 
· The products to be acquired and/or the professional services to be provided

· The agency that will be responsible for the contract

· The estimated cost per expected procurement

· For professional services contracts, the amounts of time to be devoted to the project, including the costs to be charged to this grant award

· Any additional basis for cost estimates or computations

Explain:
· The purpose and relation to the project

· Total Direct Costs

Provide:
· The sum of expenditures, across all budget categories in Personnel and Operations, in lines A and B of the Budget Spreadsheet
· Indirect Costs
Identify:
· To which categories in direct cost rate is being applied and apply the indirect cost rate

Provide:

· Copy of approved indirect rate (if you have an indirect rate to 20 percent or higher, provide justification)

· Total Grant Funds Requested

Provide:

· The sum of the expenditures in line E of the Budget Spreadsheet

VI.  ELIGIBILITY FOR FUNDING FOR NEW CONSORTIAS

All applicants with a new QRIS consortium must: 

· At the time of its submission of Form A – Letter of Intent
· Demonstrate its local QRIS was operational before the release date of this RFA by confirming that at least one of its participating programs has been formally rated in accordance with the Implementation Guide. 

· Submit documentation of a complete site rating that includes the results from a reliable external assessor on the Classroom Assessment Scoring System (CLASS) and appropriate Environment Rating Scales (ERS) tool. Note: The rated site is not required to be a CSPP site.

· Submit a description of their local QRIS plan (Form D – Consortium’s QRIS Plan, Section II on p. 56) to the CDE EESD in response to this RFA. In order to meet this requirement, the CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan must also be approved by the EESD as part of the review and scoring process. 

· Demonstrate support for this CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan by submitting From C – Consortium Participants on p. 52 with the signatures of key consortium participants. 

· Set ambitious yet achievable targets for CSPP providers participating in the local QRIS with the goal of achieving the highest common tier, using the rating matrix approved on May 28, 2015. Complete Form E – CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan, Section III on p. 63. It is the state’s intent that all participating CSPP sites will have timely access to an initial assessment and on-going regular assessments, per the Implementation Guide at http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cd/op/csppqrisblockgrant.asp.
· Complete the CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan using Form E, Section IV on p. 66, and describe the factors and amounts.  

· Complete the CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan using Form E, Section V on P. 66, which describes how the CSPP QRIS Block Grant funds will be used to increase the number of CSPP providers achieving the highest common Tier and to directly support classrooms/homes that have achieved the highest common Tier. 

· Complete the CSPP QRIS Block Grant using Form E, Section VI on p. 67, which describes how no more than 20 percent of the funds will be used for Assessment and Access Projects. 

· Complete Form F – Budget Narrative and Budget Spreadsheet that corresponds to the applicant’s 2016–17 projected allocation found in Sections VII and VIII of the CSPP QRIS Block Grant. Approved applicants are to use Form F, which will be provided to applicants with their prospective award amount. Form F is not included in this RFA.
VII. CRITICAL DATES FOR NEW CONSORTIAS
	Dates
	Critical Events

	June 8, 2016
	The RFA is available on the CDE Web page at  http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/fo/r2/csppqris1617rfa.asp 

	June 9, 2016
	Webinar to address grant questions and the application process. 

	June 23, 2016
	Form A – Letter of Intent is due to PSQRISBG@cde.ca.gov by midnight

	July 7, 2016

10:00a.m.-11:30a.m.
	Webinar II: Technical Assistance around Form D – Consortium’s QRIS Plan—Walk through and questions and answers for new Consortia applicants. Applicants are welcome to attend in person at the CDE. 

	July 22, 2016
	Submission date-an electronic copy of the application is due to the PSQRISBG@cde.ca.gov e-mail box by midnight. An original application (containing signatures on Forms B and C in blue or black ink) plus three hard copies of each signed application, must be postmarked by July 22, 2016 when received by the EESD. 

	July 25-August 9, 2016
	The Application Review Process using the Reading and Scoring criteria specified in Section VI of the RFA.

	August 11, 2016
	The CDE will post the grant awards in an Intent to Award announcement. This is an initial notification and is not the final list of grantees. The final funding list will be posted on the CDE Web site when all data is verified and appeals are decided. Applicants are advised not to obligate funds based on this list.

	August 21, 2016
	Appeals must be submitted to the EESD within 10 calendar days of the Intent to Award announcement with original signatures from the Authorized Agent. No faxed or e-mailed appeals will be accepted.

	August 22-23, 2016 
	Review of Appeals


	August 25, 2016
	Final funding list for award recipients will be posted on the CDE Web site.


VIII. APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS FOR NEW CONSORTIAS 
A. Instructions

· Prior to submitting an application, applicants are strongly encourages to read the entire CSPP QRIS Block Grant RFA and consider all requirements for eligibility
· No late submissions will be accepted. Any application received after the due date and time as stated above will be disqualified from the process

· Applicants must submit the entire grant package in order specified in Section V. B of this RFA. The CDE will not add, delete, or replace items from the application once it has been submitted. Applicants who receive an interview may amend and resubmit their application within two (2) business days of their interview. If any subsequent changes to an application are made, the applicant must resubmit a full and complete application with the changes highlighted in yellow. Late resubmissions will not be considered, and if amendments are not submitted timely, the original application will move forward through the process
· Submission Instructions

· Applicants are required to submit an original (which contains the original signatures on Forms B and C – in blue or black ink) plus three hard copies of each signed application, and one electronic copy. Electronic signatures will not be accepted on the original. If there is an inconsistency between the paper and electronic copy, the original paper copy will take precedence. Applications must be printed on single-sided white paper to facilitate reading. Any application received after the due date and time will be disqualified from the competitive process. Receipt of the electronic copy on or before July 22, 2016 by midnight will satisfy the timely submission requirement. Hard copies must be postmarked by those same dates. Submit grant applications as follows. 
· An electronic copy of the entire application must be submitted to the CSPP QRIS Block Grant e-mail box at PSQRISBG@cde.ca.gov. 
· Hard copies with the original signatures must be submitted to:

CSPP QRIS Block Grant

California Department of Education

Early Education and Support Division

1430 N Street, Suite 3410

Sacramento, CA 95814

· Jointly-Submitted Applications

· Only one application per county or region (multiple counties) will be accepted. In cases where the lead administering agency of a consortium is not a LEA, the consortium must submit a joint application signed by the consortium lead and the partnering LEA (Form A – Letter of Intent). If a grant is awarded to joint applicants, it shall be one indivisible grant. If awarded the grant, each joint applicant will be jointly responsible for the requirements under this grant. The joint applicants must designate, in writing, the LEA who will have authority to represent them in all matters pertaining to the grant. The CDE assumes no responsibility or obligation for distribution of payment between the joint applicants.   

B. Required Application Elements    

· Form A – Letter of Intent

· Please note that Form A – Letter of Intent must be submitted to the CSPP QRIS Block Grant e-mail box at PSQRISBG@cde.ca.gov by midnight of June 23, 2016. 
The content and sequence of the application will be as follows: 

· Form B – Lead Signature Page 

· Form C – Consortium Participants

· Form D – Consortium’s QRIS Plan

· Form E – CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan 

· Form F – CSPP QRIS Block Grant 2016–17 Budget Narrative and Budget Spreadsheet will be provided to applicants with their prospective award amount. Form F is not included in this RFA
C. CSPP QRIS Block Grant Application Elements (Forms B through F) FOR NEW CONSORTIAS 
The CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan is comprised of eight elements that applicants must thoroughly address when describing their local consortiums QRIS. These elements are: 

	Essential

CSPP QRIS Block Grant Application Elements  
	Consortia with QRIS Plans on File

	Element I


	Form B – Lead Signature Page

	Element II
	Form C – Consortium Participants


	Element III
	           Form D – Consortium’s QRIS Plan, 

           Update plan currently on file, if needed 

           OR transfer RTT-ELC consortium’s 

           Action Plan onto Form D
           

	Element IV
	Form E – CSPP Participation Data Tables (Section III)


	Element V
	Form E – Local CSPP QRIS Block Grants for CSPP Sites Rated at Tiers 4 and 5 (Section IV)


	Element VI
	Form E – Quality Improvement Process for CSPP Sites not yet at Tier 4 (Section V)


	Element VII
	Form E – Assessment and Access Projects (Section VI)


	Element VIII
	Form F – Budget Narrative (not included in this RFA)



	Element IX
	Form F – Budget Spreadsheet (not included in this RFA)


D. Application Requirements 
To be eligible for evaluation, the RFA must adhere to the format below; failure to do so may result in disqualification. Applicants must address each of the required sections indicated below. Sections must be labeled and pages numbered. The application must be in the order of the CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan Elements I–IX and contain all indicated sections and subsections information specified in the CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan below. 

· Form B – Lead Signature Page
· Signatures must be in blue or black ink, electronic signatures will not be accepted. Every consortium shall ensure that the application contains the signatures of the Consortium Lead, if that Lead is not an LEA, then the Local Educational Lead, the Program Lead, and the Fiscal Lead. 
· Form C – Consortium Participants
· Consortium Participants - Signatures must be in blue or black ink, electronic signatures will not be accepted on the original. Every consortium shall ensure that the application contains the signatures of the participating local consortium representatives. When completing Section I of Form C, p. 52 and following, if the signature of a Consortium Lead is not the CSPP QRIS Lead, then include that agency as the Co-Lead on Form B – Lead Signature Page, then on the signature line write “See Form B”. Note: Consortium participants’ signatures signify that they have read and concurred with the submitted application.

· The listing of additional consortium representatives of local agencies providing services to children from birth to five years of age is optional. 
· The local consortium shall:
a. Fill out the required information and secure stakeholders’ signatures

b. Copy and paste additional signature blocks to the form as needed

c. If applying as a region, the required participants for each county in the regions must be included. Copy pp. 52–55 (Form C – Consortium Participants) for each county’s required consortium representatives and add to your application
· Form D – Consortium’s QRIS Plan
· Consortia with QRIS Plans currently on file with CDE EESD can use this opportunity to update their QRIS Plan, if needed, particularly to reflect incorporate changes due to receipt of F5 IMPACT funding. RTT-ELC Consortia’s whose Action Plans have expired or are expiring are required to transfer their QRIS Plan information onto Form D – Consortium’s QRIS Plan and submit by July 22, 2016.

· Section II has the following components:
d. An Overview of the Consortium’s Current QRIS
e. Quality Continuum Framework and Tiers
f. Rating and Assessing
g. Quality Improvement Process
h. Convening and Strengthening Partnerships
i. Monitoring and Evaluating the Impacts on Child Outcomes
j. Disseminating Information to Parents and the Public about Program Quality

· Form E – CSPP Participation Data Tables
· Section III. A. Increasing the number and percentage of CSPP sites participating in the Consortium’s Tiered QRIS
· Section III. B. Increasing the Tier Rating of CSPP sites in the Consortium’s Tiered QRIS  
· Section III. C. Increasing the number and percentage of CSPP children who are enrolled in CSPP sites that are in the top Tiers of the Consortium’s Tiered QRIS
· Form E – Local QRIS Block Grants for CSPP sites Rated at Tiers 4 and 5, Section IV

· Tier 4 Block Grants
· Tier 5 Block Grants

· Form E – Quality Improvement Process for CSPP sites not yet at Tier 4, Section V

· Engagement
· Improvement

· Form E – Assessment and Access Projects, Section VI
· Assessment Projects
· Access Projects

· Form F – Budget Narrative, Section VII (not included in this RFA)
· Local CSPP QRIS Block Grants. Fill in the factors, number of sites, and the grant amounts for CSPPs at Tier 4 and Tier 5.

· Quality Improvement Activities for CSPPs not yet at Tier 4

· Assessment and Access Activities
· Form F – Budget Spreadsheet, Section VIII (not included in this RFA)
· Local CSPP QRIS Block Grants 

· Quality Improvement Activities 
· Assessment and Access Activities—limited to no more than 20 percent of the grant amount
E. Budget Guidance (Refer to Form F [not included in this RFA])
A detailed budget narrative must be submitted with both the CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan and the budget spreadsheet which will be provided to applicants with their prospective award amount. Describe the cost effectiveness of the budget and how it is aligned with the program goals/objectives.

Provide justification for each expenditure category, and include information about roles, time base, salary of the staff and consultants, equipment specifications and justification, and a clear description of services to be contracted. 

Identify any funding that will be contributed by collaborative partners on either an in-kind or cash basis, and be certain to explain how it will be used in your program. 

Form F will auto-populate from the information provided in Sections VII and VIII. Do not attempt to modify. The total of the 2016–17 budget cannot exceed the grant amount.

· Local CSPP QRIS Block Grants

· Identify the factors, number of sites, and the grant amounts for CSPP sites rated at Tier 4 and Tier 5. Local CSPP QRIS Block Grants will be based on your response in Form E of Section IV and the number of programs at Tiers 4 and 5 as identified in Table III.B. The form will calculate what your budget will be for the Local CSPP QRIS Block Grants. The total will auto-populate on Form F – Budget Spreadsheet which will be provided to applicants with their prospective award amount. 

· Quality Improvement Activities
· This budget narrative section has nine items: (1) Personnel, (2) Benefits, (3) Supplies, (4) Travel, (5) Equipment, (6) Contractual, (7) Training Stipends, (8) Incentives, and (9) Total Direct Costs. 
1. Personnel
Provide:
· The title of each position to be compensated under this project
· The agency that funds each position

· The salary for each position under this project

· The amount of time, such as hours or percentage of time, to be expended by each position under this project

· Any additional basis for cost estimates or computations

Explain:
· Specific responsibilities of each position relative to the Quality Improvement Activities or functions described in Section V

	Personnel Example:

The following personnel will work on Quality Improvement Activities directed to CSPPs.

	Position
	Description
	% FTE
	Base Salary
	% of year
	Total

	Project Coordinator
	Jane Doe will be responsible for providing technical assistance, including coaching, to CSPP sites to improve quality. She will report to the project director and be responsible for carrying out details related to section IV. (Quality Improvement Process for CSPPs not yet at Tier 4) of this CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan.
	100%
	$75,000 
	50
	$37,500 

	Project Analyst (2)
	 
	100%
	$55,000 
	50
	$27,500 

	
	 
	100%
	$55,000 
	50
	$27,500

	Total
	
	
	
	
	 $92,500


2. Benefits
           

Provide:
· The fringe benefit percentages for all personnel in the project by agency

· The basis for cost estimates or computations

3. Supplies

   


Provide:
· An estimate of materials and supplies needed for the quality Improvement

· Activities for the consortium, by nature of expense or general category (e.g., instructional materials, office supplies)

· The basis for cost estimates or computations

4. Travel

Provide:

· An estimate of the number of trips

· An estimate of transportation and/or subsistence costs for each trip

· Any additional basis for cost estimates or computations

Explain:

· The purpose of the travel, how it relates to project goals, and how it will contribute to project success.

For example: Travel expenses are calculated based on a per diem of $46 per person and a mileage rate of $0.54 per mile.

	Travel Example

	Purpose
	Site
	# Trips
	Miles at $0.560/mile
	$ per diem
	Total

	Monthly Coaching focused on each agencies’ quality improvement plan
	1
	6 trips at one day each
	40 miles/visit
	$46/day
	$410.40 

	
	2
	6 trips at one day each
	85 miles/visit
	$46/ day
	$561.60 

	
	3
	6 trips at one day each
	70 miles/visit
	$46/ 6ay
	$511.20 

	Total
	
	
	
	
	$1,483.20


5. Equipment

  
Provide:
· The type of equipment to be purchased by the consortium

· The estimated unit cost for each item to be purchased

· Any additional basis for cost estimates or computations
Comply with definition of equipment as defined in Appendix A – Key Terms, of this RFA. 

Explain:
· The justification of the need for the items of equipment to be purchased
For example: Equipment is defined as tangible, non-expendable, personal property having a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more per unit.

6. Contractual

Provide: 
· The products to be acquired and/or the professional services to be provided

· The agency that will be responsible for the contract

· The estimated cost per expected procurement

· For professional services contracts, the amounts of time to be devoted to the project, including the cost to be charged to this grant award

· Any additional basis for cost estimates or computations. 
Explain:
· The purpose and relation to the project
Note: Because grantees must use appropriate procurement procedures to select contractors, applicants should not include information in their grant applications about specific contractors that may be used to provide services or goods for the proposed project if a grant is awarded, unless they are currently under contract for the same or similar purpose.  

7. Training Stipends 

· The training stipend line item only pertains to costs associated with long-term training programs and college or university coursework that results in a credential or degree, not workshops or short-term training supported by this program 

· Salary stipends paid to teachers and other early learning personnel for participating in short-term professional development should be reported in personnel
Provide:
· Descriptions of training stipends to be provided consistent with the “note” on p. 37
· The agency responsible for approving and dispersing training stipends

· The cost estimates and basis for these estimates
Explain:

· The purpose of the training
8. Incentives 

Provide: 
· Identify possible incentives to participating child care providers and how those will be administered

9. Total Direct Costs
Provide:
· The sum of expenditures, across all budget categories in Personnel and Operations, in Lines A and B of the Budget Spreadsheet

· Assessment and Access Projects
· This budget narrative section has eight items: (1) Personnel, (2) Benefits, (3) Supplies, (4) Travel, (5) Equipment, (6) Contractual, (7) Total Direct Costs, (8) Indirect Costs, and (9) Total Grant Funds Requested. 
1. Personnel

Provide:
· The title of each position to be compensated under this project

· The agency that funds each position

· The salary for each position under this project

· The amount of time, such as hours or percentage of time, to be expended by each position under this project

· Any additional basis for cost estimates or computations

Explain:
· Specific responsibilities of each position relative to the Assessment and Access Projects described on Form E of Section VI on p. 67.
2. Benefits

Provide:
· The fringe benefit percentages for all personnel in the project by the agency

· The basis for the cost estimates or computations
3. Supplies

Provide:
· An estimate of materials and supplies needed for the quality improvement activities for the consortium, by nature of expense or general category (e.g., instructional materials, office supplies)

· The basis for cost estimates or computations
4. Travel

Provide:
· An estimate of the number of trips

· An estimate of transportation and/or subsistence cost for each trip

· Any additional basis for cost estimates or computations
Explain:
· The purpose of the travel, how it relates to project goals, and how it will contribute to project success

5. Equipment

Provide:
· The type of equipment to be purchased by the consortium

· The estimated unit cost for each item to be purchased

· Any additional basis for cost estimates or computations

· Comply with definition of equipment used by the state
Explain:
· The justification of the need for the items of equipment to be purchased
6. Contractual

Provide: 
· The products to be acquired and/or the professional services to be provided

· The agency that will be responsible for the contract

· The estimated cost per expected procurement

· For professional services contracts, the amounts of time to be devoted to the project, including the costs to be charged to this grant award

· Any additional basis for cost estimates or computations
Explain:
· The purpose and relation to the project
7. Total Direct Costs
Provide:
· The sum of expenditures, across all budget categories in Personnel and Operations, in lines A and B of the Budget Spreadsheet
8. Indirect Costs

Identify:
· To which categories indirect cost rate is being applied and apply the indirect cost rate
Provide:

· A copy of approved indirect rate (if you have an indirect rate to 20 percent or higher, provide justification)

9. Total Grant Funds Requested

Provide
· The sum of the expenditures in line E of the Budget Spreadsheet
IX. READING AND SCORING FOR ALL APPLICANTS
Each element of the CSPP QRIS Block Grant Application responses will be reviewed for the required elements that align and support the full implementation of the proposed plan to administer, through a local consortium, a local QRIS that will increase the number of low-income children in high quality CSPP programs that prepare those children for success in school and life. 

Peer reviewers will examine and approve applications with respect to each of the CSPP QRIS Block Grant Application Elements. 

Applications will be randomly assigned to readers, taking into consideration any conflicts of interest. Readers will base their scores on the degree to which an application provides evidence that it meets the RFA requirements. 

Each application will be scored independently and will not be grouped together for any reason (whether written by the same grant writer or submitted by the same agency, organization, consortium or other entity). 

Applications will be evaluated by at least two reviewers. Application review will occur during the timeframe identified in Sections IV and VI. CRITICAL DATES FOR THE REQUEST FOR APPLICATIONS. Applicants meeting the approval threshold may also be required to participate in an interview prior to awards being made with the CDE and an opportunity to make the necessary revisions. All applicants need to meet the approval threshold of SUFFICIENT in order to receive funding. (Refer to Scoring Rubric below) 
A. Scoring Rubric
· Each section of the core application narrative will be assigned a score using the following rubric, which summarizes the required components of the CSPP QRIS Block Grant Plan Elements of the application
· The scoring system is used to signify how an application meets the funding criteria for the program. For most narrative responses, a Likert Scale from 2–6 will be used as follows:
2 = Insufficient, lacks specificity

4 = Sufficient, includes some specificity, but needs additional detail
6 = Comprehensive, Provides a clear description that includes specific 
      details
· Each grant application will be reviewed and scored holistically by at least two readers. Readers will provide a score for each individual section. The team of readers will independently evaluate and score the applications using the scoring rubric, then meet to discuss the scores to reach consensus on the overall approval for each section. If two readers have scored the application and their scores do not fall within the same point range/category, then the two readers will recalibrate and rescore the application. Upon this second scoring, if the reader’ scores still do not fall within the same point range/category, then a third reader will score the application. The third reader’s score will be combined with one of the previous reader’s score (whichever one it is closest to/calibrated with) and averaged to determine a final score. 
· Grant readers will be instructed to consider whether the proposed budget adequately supports the proposed program. For example, are the number of administrative staff in the budget and budget narrative appropriate? Is the operating expense budget justified and related to the planned program? Does the budget show the planned contributions from collaborative partners? How will administrative cost be divided between the LEA and a subcontractor, if applicable?
1. Scoring Rubric Sections

For Consortia with existing QRIS plans on file, the application elements have a maximum score of 72 points. For new QRIS Consortia applicants, the application elements have a maximum score of 207 points. The point values for each of the sections are as follows:
	Scoring Rubric Sections
	Points

	1. Consortium participants
	9

	2. Action Plan Currently on File/Consortium’s QRIS

 A. Overview

 B. Quality Continuum Framework

 C. Rating and Assessing

 D. Quality Improvement Process

 E. Convening and Strengthening Partnerships

 F. Monitoring and Evaluating Child Outcomes

 G. Disseminating Information
	NA for Consortia with QRIS plans on file

or

135 for new QRIS Consortia Applicants

	3. CSPP Participation baseline and target Data Tables
	9

	4. Local QRIS Block Grants for CSPP sites rated at Tiers 4 and 5
	12

	5. Quality Improvement Process for CSPP sites not yet at Tier 4 
	12

	6. Assessment and Access Projects
	12

	7. Budget Narrative
	9 

	8. Budget Spreadsheet
	9 

	Total for Elements for Consortia with QRIS plans on file 
	72

	Total for Elements for new QRIS Consortia applicants  
	207


Note: Please note that the points in each of the scoring rubric sections are the same for Consortia with QRIS plans on file and new QRIS Consortia, with the exception of Section II. The breakdown of the points is detailed on the scoring rubric below.


2. Scoring Rubric for CSPP QRIS Block Grant Applications

The following READING AND SCORING RUBRIC WILL BE COMPLETED BY APPLICATION REVIEWERS ONLY.
	For Internal Use Only


	Application County:


	Reader Initials: 
	Date: 

	Additional Counties:
	Region:



	Meets all Sections, approved for funding 
	

	Has not met all Sections, requires an interview 
	


NOTE: When scored, if a section is marked “not acceptable/incomplete” and   the applicant makes the necessary revisions within the 2 day allotted timeframe, then that date will be documented in the “acceptable/complete” section. 
	Scoring Rubric Section 1 – Consortium Participants



	Criteria: Consortium Participants 

(Forms B and C)
	Total Points earned for Section 1:  

/9 max

	Lead signature(s) provided. 
	Score

	Form B – Lead Signature Page  

· CSPP QRIS Block Grant Lead
	/1

	· Consortia Lead, if different from above 
	/1

	· IMPACT Lead
	

	· I/T QRIS BG Lead
	

	Required contact information has been included.

	Program Lead Contact 
	/1

	Fiscal Lead Contact 
	/1

	Consortium Participants shall include representatives from the following organizations: (Form C – Consortium Participants)
	Score

	A.
Local Education Agency

	/1 

	B.
First 5 County Commission


	/1 

	C. Local Post Secondary Educational Institution(s) 

	/1 

	D.
Local Child Care Planning Council 


	/1 

	E.
Local Resource & Referral Agency

	/1 

	If multiple counties, includes the necessary signatures for A. – E. for each county
	Pass

Fail

	9. Scoring Rubric Section 2 – Action Plan Currently on File/Consortium’s QRIS


	Criteria: Consortium’s QRIS Plan

(Form D – Section II)
	Consortium has a current EESD-Approved QRIS Block Grant Plan on file OR
Total Points earned for Section 2:  

              /135

	Rating Scale: 2 = Insufficient, lacks specificity

4 = Sufficient, includes some specificity, but needs additional detail

6 = Comprehensive – Provides a clear description that includes specific details

	
	Not Acceptable/

Incomplete
	Score

	A.
Overview

1.

2.

3.

4.
	
	/6

/6

/6

/6

	B.
Quality Continuum Framework

	
	/6

	      •
Local Tier 2 Completed
	
	/1

	      •
Local Tier 5 Completed

	
	/1

	•
Local Elements are described

(if added)
	Needed but not Explained


	Needed and

explained

/1
	Not needed

/1

	Rating Scale: 2 = Insufficient, lacks specificity

                        4 = Sufficient, includes some specificity, but needs additional detail.

                        6 = Comprehensive – Provides a clear description that includes specific details

	
	Not Acceptable/

Incomplete
	Score

	C.
Rating and Assessing

1.

2.

3.

4.
	
	/6

/6

/6

/6

	
	Not Acceptable/

Incomplete
	Score

	D.
Quality Improvement 
           Process

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.
	
	/6

/6

/6

/6

/6

	E.
Convening and   Strengthening Partnerships

1.

2.

3.

4.
	
	/6

/6

/6

/6

	F.       Monitoring and Evaluating on Child Outcomes

1.

2.
	
	/6

/6

	G.      Disseminating Information  

          to Parents and the Public   

          about Program Quality

1.

2.
	
	/6

/6


	Scoring Rubric Section 3 – CSPP Participation Baseline and Target and Data Tables



	Criteria: CSPP Participation and Data Tables

(Form E – Section III)
	Total Points earned for Section 3: 

                                    /9                                     

	  
	Not Acceptable

(Is not ambitious, achievable, nor comprehensive)
	Ambitious

(Indicates a strong effort to meet the goal of highly rated CSPP programs)
	Achievable

(Realistic to accomplish within the time frame)
	Comprehensive

(Includes all centers & FCCHs providing CSPP services)

	A. CSPP 
Providers Participation over time

	
	/1
	/1
	/1

	
	  Not Acceptable
	    Ambitious
	 Achievable
	Comprehensive

	B. CSPP sites 
improved ratings over time

	
	/1
	/1
	/1

	C. Preschoolers in rated CSPP sites over time
	
	/1
	/1
	/1


	Scoring Rubric Section 4 –Local QRIS Block Grants for CSPP sites Rated at Tiers 4 and 5

	Criteria: Local QRIS Block Grants for CSPP Sites Rating at Tiers 4 and 5


(Form E – Section IV)
	Total Points earned for Section 4: 

/12     

	  
	Not Acceptable/ Incomplete
	Score

	Guiding Question:

Were factors identified for issuing grants? Is there a distinction between Centers and FCCHs?

	A. Tier 4 Block Grants Description: 

-Centers
-Family Child Care Homes  


	
	/3

/3

	Guiding Question:

Were factors identified for issuing grants? Is there a distinction between Centers and FCCHs? 

	B. Tier 5 Block Grants Description:

-Centers
-Family Child Care Homes 


	
	 /3

 /3


	Scoring Rubric Section 5 – Quality Improvement Process for CSPP Sites not yet at Tier 4



	Criteria: Quality Improvement Process for                CSPP sites not yet at Tier 4

(Form E – Section V)
	Total Points earned for Section 4:        

/12        

	

	Not Acceptable/

Incomplete
	Score



	A. Engagement

-Centers

-Family Child Care Homes
	
	/3

/3

	B. Improvement

-Centers

-FCCHs
	
	/3

/3

	Scoring Rubric Section 6 –Assessment and Access Projects

	Criteria: Assessment and Access Projects

(Form E – Section VI)


	Total Points earned for Section 5:  

/12 

	Rating Scale: 2 = Insufficient, lacks specificity

4 = Sufficient, includes some specificity, but needs additional detail

6 = Comprehensive – Provides a clear description that includes specific details

	
	Not Acceptable/

Incomplete
	Acceptable/

Complete

	A.
Assessment
	
	/6

	B.
Access
	
	/6

	Scoring Rubric Section 7 – Budget Narrative

	Criteria: Budget Narrative

(Form F – Section VII)


	Total Points earned for Section 6:        

/9 

	Rating Scale: 1 = Insufficient, lacks specificity

2 = Sufficient, includes some specificity, but needs additional detail

3 = Comprehensive – Provides a clear description that includes specific details

	
	Not Acceptable/

Incomplete
	Acceptable/

Complete

	A.
Local CSPP QRIS Block Grants for  CSPPs rated at Tiers 4 and 5
	
	  /3

	B.  Quality Improvement Activities for   CSPPs not yet at Tier 4
	
	/3

	C.  Assessment and Access Activities

	
	  /3


	Scoring Rubric Section 8 – Budget Spreadsheet

	Criteria: Budget 

(Form F – Section VIII)
	Total Points earned for Section 7:  

/9 

	Rating Scale: 1 = Inaccurate

2 = Minor edit(s) needed

3 = Accurate with approved indirect rate and does not exceed 20 percent limit for  combination of Section A and Incentives in Section B nor for Section C. Total equals the identified allocation.

	

	Not Acceptable/

Inaccurate
	Acceptable/

Accurate

	A. Local CSPP QRIS Block Grants for 
CSPP sites rated at Tiers 4 and 5
	
	  /3

	B. Quality Improvement Activities for  

CSPPs not yet at Tier 4
	
	/3

	C. Assessment and Access Activities

	
	  /3


	Scoring Categories for Consortia with QRIS Plans on File

	COMPREHENSIVE

100-90% 

Acceptable/Complete
	SUFFICIENT

89-80% 

Acceptable/Complete

May Require Interview
	MINIMAL

79% or less 

Unacceptable/Incomplete 

Interview Required

	72-64.8
	64.7-57.6
	57.5 or less

	Scoring Categories for New QRIS Consortia

	COMPREHENSIVE

100-90% 

Acceptable/Complete
	SUFFICIENT

89-80% 

Acceptable/Complete

May Require Interview
	MINIMAL

79% or less 

Unacceptable/Incomplete 

Interview Required

	207 – 186.3
	186.2 – 165.6
	165.5 or less


  X.  
DISQUALIFICATIONS FOR ALL APPLICANTS
An application will be disqualified from the RFA process if the following conditions or requirements are not met. Disqualification of an application based on these items cannot be appealed:

· Application must be received electronically no later than midnight on July 22, 2016. Original and hard copies of the application must be postmarked and must meet the application deadlines 

· Original signatures (in blue or black ink) of CSPP QRIS Block Grant Lead and Consortium Lead Agency, if different than the CSPP QRIS Block Grant Lead Agency must be present on Form B – Lead Signature Page. Electronic signatures will not be accepted on the original application

· CSPP QRIS Block Grant application Forms C, E and F must be completed in full

· Form D – Consortium’s QRIS Plan must be completed in full by new QRIS Consortia applicants and by CSPP RTT-ELC consortium.

· 12-point Arial font is required on all narratives (not compressed, narrow, or script)

· Application is printed on 8½ by 11-inch size paper (no other paper size will be accepted)

· A county or region and all of its partnering agencies may submit ONLY ONE application. Multiple applications from the same county or region will result in disqualification


XI. 
APPEALS FOR ALL APPLICANTS
Applicants who wish to appeal a grant award decision must submit a Letter of Appeal to the CDE. Appeals are limited to the grounds that the CDE failed to correctly apply the standards for reviewing the application as specified in this RFA. Appeals based on a disagreement with the professional judgment of the grant reader will not be considered.

The appellant must file a full and complete written appeal, including the issue(s) in dispute, the legal authority or other basis for the appeal position. The letter must have an original signature of the Authorized Agent or the Designee. The appeal should be delivered or mailed to:

CSPP QRIS Block Grant Appeals

Early Education and Support Division

California Department of Education

1430 N Street, Suite 3410

Sacramento, CA 95814-5901

The EESD must receive the Letter of Appeal within 10 calendar days of the Intent to Award announcement.

XII.
PROGRAM ASSURANCES FOR ALL APPLICANTS
All grantees are required to comply with the data and reporting requirements of this grant. Grantees are required to use the Common Data Elements. For Common Data Elements refer to the CDE RTT-ELC Implementation Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cd/rt/rttelcapproach.asp. 
All grantees are required to retain a copy of the General Assurances for their records and audit purposes, which can be obtained at the CDE Funding Forms Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/fo/fm/ff.asp. 

Signing of the signature page of the CSPP QRIS Block Grant Application (Forms B and C) also confirms that the consortium applicant and participants have read and agreed to the assurances.
Fiscal Issues:

· Applicants agree to follow any applicable Federal or State law relating to this grant, and will meet all fiscal and auditing standards required by the CDE
· Any consortium receiving CSPP QRIS Block Grant funds is required to use the funds only for the intended purposes of this grant
XIII. 
FORMS

Forms A to E are included in this RFA
Form F is a separate attachment as it is an Excel file which will be provided to applicants with their prospective award amount. Form F is not included in this RFA

This Section is required for All Applicants
CSPP QRIS Block Grant Funding

Due on June 23, 2016 by midnight  
Please complete every portion of form

	CSPP QRIS Block Grant Lead Agency 
	

	Address
	

	City
	

	ZIP Code
	

	Executive Director (ED)’s Name
	

	ED’s E-mail Address
	

	ED’s Phone Number
	

	Local QRIS Consortium Lead Agency Name, if not the above 
	

	Consortium Co-Lead Agency Executive Director if not the above Consortium ED
	

	Consortium Service Area (county/counties)
	


On behalf of the above agency, I hereby formally submit to the California Department of Education, Early Education and Support Division (EESD), this “Intent to Submit Application” form. I understand that this form is mandatory to be considered for funding.  
	Lead LEA Executive Director’s Signature:


	Date:

	Consortium Co-Lead Agency Executive Director’s Signature:


	Date:


ATTENTION NEW QRIS CONSORTIUM APPLICANTS: This letter of intent must be accompanied by documentation demonstrating that the local QRIS was operational before the release date of this RFA (i.e., a complete site rating that includes the results from a reliable external assessor on the CLASS and ERS tools). Confirm that at least one of the participating programs has been formally rated in accordance with the most recent version of the Implementation Guide. http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cd/rt/rttelcapproach.asp
The Letter of Intent to submit an application for CSPP QRIS Block Grant Funding must be received electronically no later than midnight on June 23, 2016 at
PSQRISBG@cde.ca.gov
	I. CSPP QRIS Block Grant Lead Local Education Agency (required).
	LEA Contact Person
	Phone Number 

	
	
	

	Address 
	City
	Zip Code 

	
	
	

	Signature
	Date
	Email 

	
	
	


	II. Consortium Co-Lead Agency (if different from Section I. above) 
	Consortium Lead Contact 
	Phone Number 

	
	
	

	Address
	City
	Zip Code 

	
	
	

	Signature 
	Date
	Email 

	
	
	

	III. IMPACT Lead Agency

	IMPACT Lead Contact
	Initial

	
	
	

	IV. I/T QRIS BG Lead
	I/T QRIS BG Lead Contact
	Initial

	
	
	


	Program Lead Contact Person
	Program Contact’s Email 
	Phone Number 

	
	
	

	Fiscal Lead Contact Person
	Fiscal Contact’s Email 
	Phone Number 

	
	
	


By signing this signature page, the applicant(s) certify that the information contained in the application is accurate and that all forms required to be submitted as part of the RFA are certified to be true and binding on the applicants. Additionally, in signing this signature page, the Consortium/ applicant(s) is confirming that they will use the Quality Continuum Framework (Framework), the Tiered Rating Matrix and the Implementation Guide, as found at http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cd/op/csppqrisblockgrant.asp
Signing the QRIS CSPP Block Grant Plan (Form C) also confirms that the Consortium/applicant has read and agreed to the general assurances found on this link: http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/fo/fm/generalassur2014.asp
	Section I. Consortium Participants



	· The local consortium shall include representatives from the following A–E organizations. Section I.F is optional.

· Fill out the required information and secure stakeholders’ signatures.

· When completing this section, if the signature of a consortium lead is on Form B – Lead Signature Page, then on the signature line write “See Form B”.
· Add additional signature blocks as needed.

· If applying as a region, the required participants for each county in the regions must be included. Copy pp. 52–55 (Form C – Consortium Participants) for each county’s A–E representatives and add to your application.

· Signing this Section means that representatives have read and concur with the application that is being submitted.

	A. Local Educational Agency (at least one of the following are Required):

☐ 1. County Office of Education:

___________________    ____________________    _________________   ________
Title                                   Print Name                            Signature                     Date

_____________________     ____________________           _____________________

E-mail                                     Phone Number                           Fax Number

☐ 2. School District/Charter School add contact and signatures as needed.

District Name: ________________________________________________________

___________________    ____________________    _________________   ________

Title                                   Print Name                          Signature                      Date

_____________________     ____________________           _____________________

E-mail                                     Phone Number                           Fax Number

Note: Do not include districts that:

1.
Do not serve students in grades K-3. 

2.
Do not have EESD-contracted programs within their boundaries.

☐ 3. Community College(s) Name: _______________________________________

___________________    ____________________    _________________   ________
Title                                   Print Name                          Signature                      Date

_____________________     ____________________           _____________________

E-mail                                     Phone Number                           Fax Number

____________________    ___________________    __________________   _______

Title                                     Print Name                        Signature                        Date

_____________________     ____________________           _____________________

E-mail                                     Phone Number                           Fax Number

☐ B. First 5 County Commission: (Required): 
____________________    ____________________    _________________   _______

Title                                     Print Name                          Signature                      Date

_____________________     ____________________           _____________________

E-mail                                     Phone Number                           Fax Number

____________________    ___________________    __________________   _______

Title                                     Print Name                        Signature                        Date

_____________________     ____________________           _____________________

E-mail                                    Phone Number                           Fax Number

☐ C. Local Post Secondary Educational Institution(s): (Required)
_____________________    __________________    __________________   _______

Title                                       Print Name                      Signature                        Date

_____________________     ____________________           _____________________

E-mail                                     Phone Number                           Fax Number

☐ D. Local Child Care Planning Council: (Required)

_____________________    __________________    __________________   _______

Title                                       Print Name                      Signature                        Date

_____________________     ____________________           _____________________

E-mail                                     Phone Number                           Fax Number

☐ E. Local Resource & Referral Agency(ies): (Required) Name: _____________________

_____________________    __________________    __________________   _______

Title                                       Print Name                      Signature                        Date

_____________________     ____________________           _____________________

E-mail                                     Phone Number                           Fax Number

_____________________    ___________________    _________________   _______

Title                                       Print Name                        Signature                      Date

_____________________     ____________________           _____________________

E-mail                                     Phone Number                           Fax Number

☐ F. Optional: Other local agencies, including non-profit organizations and tribal entities that provide services to children from birth to 5 years of age, inclusive.

Agency/Program Name: __________________________________________________
_____________________    ___________________    _________________   _______

Title                                       Print Name                        Signature                      Date

_____________________     ____________________           _____________________

E-mail                                     Phone Number                           Fax Number

Agency/Program Name: __________________________________________________

_____________________    ____________________    ________________   _______
Title                                       Print Name                          Signature                    Date

_____________________     ____________________           _____________________

E-mail                                     Phone Number                           Fax Number

Agency/Program Name: __________________________________________________

_____________________    ____________________    ________________   _______

Title                                       Print Name                          Signature                    Date

_____________________     ____________________           _____________________

E-mail                                     Phone Number                           Fax Number

Agency/Program Name: __________________________________________________

_____________________    ____________________    ________________   _______

Title                                        Print Name                         Signature                    Date

_____________________     ____________________           _____________________

E-mail                                     Phone Number                           Fax Number

Agency/Program Name: __________________________________________________
_____________________    ____________________    _________________   ______

Title                                       Print Name                          Signature                      Date

_____________________     ____________________           _____________________

E-mail                                     Phone Number                           Fax Number

Agency/Program Name: __________________________________________________
_____________________    ____________________    _________________   ______

Title                                       Print Name                          Signature                      Date

_____________________     ____________________           _____________________

E-mail                                     Phone Number                           Fax Number
Agency/Program Name: __________________________________________________

_____________________    ____________________    _________________   ______

Title                                       Print Name                          Signature                      Date

_____________________     ____________________           _____________________

E-mail                                     Phone Number                           Fax Number

Agency/Program Name: __________________________________________________
_____________________    ____________________    _________________   ______

Title                                       Print Name                          Signature                      Date

_____________________     ____________________           _____________________

E-mail                                     Phone Number                           Fax Number



	Section II. The Consortium’s Quality Rating and Improvement System



	A. An Overview of the consortium’s current Quality Rating and Improvement System (QRIS) 



	A1. Describe the local Early Learning Community.

	

	A2. Provide background information on the development of your local QRIS. 

	

	A3. Describe the challenges and barriers in operating your local QRIS.

	

	A4. Describe the success and lessons learned in operating your local QRIS.

	

	B. Quality Continuum Framework and Tiers 

	B1: How does the consortium incorporate the Quality Continuum Framework (QCF)? Go to http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cd/op/csppqrisblockgrant.asp to reference the QCF. 

	

	B2: Please identify your local rating system in reference to the Tiered Rating Matrix. Go to http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cd/op/csppqrisblockgrant.asp to reference the Tiered Rating Matrix.
Step One: identify the consortium’s Tier 2: 

· A) Using existing point system

· B) Have local block for some or all elements
If B, then fill in Tier 2 in B3 below.
Step Two: identify the consortium’s Tier 5:

· A) Using existing point system

· B) Using point system with additional requirement(s) (e.g. accreditation, inclusionary plans for dual language learners, etc.)

If B, then fill in Tier 5 in B3 below.

· C) Have a local block for some or all elements and may have additional requirement(s)

If C, then fill in Tier 5 in B3 below.

	Note 1: If some of the rating matrix elements are blocked, that means that the program must meet or exceed those blocked elements. Blocked elements only pertain to the overall tiered rating at Tiers 2 and 5. They do not effect point values.
Note 2: Point ranges for a tier do not change even if the local Tier 5 has additional requirements. These additional requirements are in addition to the point range. 

	B3. LOCAL TIERED RATING MATRIX WITH ELEMENTS AND POINTS.

 Complete as needed, based on responses to B2.

	ELEMENT
	Local Tier 2 
	Local Tier 5

	CHILD DEVELOPMENT AND SCHOOL READINESS

	1. Child Observation
	( Blocked at the 2 point requirement
	( Blocked at the 5 point requirement

	2. Developmental and Health Screenings
	( Blocked
	( Blocked

	3. Local Element  
(Please describe) 

Requirement has no point value. May not exceed requirements at higher point values.
	
	

	ELEMENT
	Local Tier 2 
	Local Tier 5

	TEACHERS AND TEACHING

	1. Minimum Qualifications for Lead Teacher/ Family Child Care Home (FCCH)
	( Blocked

	( Blocked


	2. Effective Teacher-Child Interactions: CLASS  Assessments 
	( Blocked

	( Blocked


	3. Local Element 

(Please describe)
Requirement without point value. May not exceed requirements at higher point values.
	
	

	PROGRAM AND ENVIRONMENT

	1. Ratios and Group Size (Centers Only beyond licensing regulations)
	( Blocked
	( Blocked

	2. Program Environment Rating Scale(s)

	( Blocked
	( Blocked

	3. Director Qualifications (Centers Only)
	( Blocked
	( Blocked

	4. Local Element 

(Please describe)
Requirement without point value. May not exceed requirements at higher point values.
	
	

	Summary
	Local Tier 2 
	Local Tier 5 

	
	( Points
( All Blocked
( Some Elements Blocked

	( Points
( All Blocked
( Some Elements Blocked
( Additional Requirement(s)

	C. Rating and Assessing



	C1. Confirm how the consortium will ensure that the qualifications of those who are conducting the assessments (QRIS ratings) meet the requirements of the Implementation Guide. Describe the process(es) for ongoing quality control for maintaining an appropriate degree of rigor, including inter-rater reliability, in their rating processes?

	

	C2. Using the Implementation Guide, what are the local QRIS monitoring and rating frequency decisions (based on local goals and resources)? The Implementation Guide can be found at http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cd/op/csppqrisblockgrant.asp.

	

	C3. What type of local data systems are used to: implement a local monitoring process; gather quality and scoring information; track supports and incentives; ensure participation by Child Care Centers and Family Child Care Home Providers; and review progress in relation to the Consortium’s local quality improvement targets.

	

	C4. How will data be used to implement continued efficiencies and improvements?

	

	D. Quality Improvement Process. 



	D1. How do you use the Framework’s Continuous Quality Improvement Pathways Common Tools and Resources? Go to http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cd/op/csppqrisblockgrant.asp to reference the Continuous Quality Improvement Pathways Common Tools and Resources. 

	

	D2. How does the consortium actively increase the quality of the early learning programs?

	

	D3. How does the Consortium offer training and technical assistance (T & TA) to program staff on developmental and behavioral screening using standardized, validated screening tools?

	

	D4. What type of incentives and support mechanisms does the consortium utilize for high-quality program providers to serve children with high needs?

	

	D5. How does the consortium include local efforts that support healthy development, such as health and safety practices, active physical play, and adult-child relationships, which support social-emotional development?

	

	E. Convening and Strengthening Partnerships



	E1. As the lead agency, how are you ensuring that all consortium members engage in the local QRIS work? Describe the decision making process within the consortium. If you have a visual/flow chart which describes your decision making process, you may choose to include it.

	

	E2. In addition to required partners, how will the consortium bring together other organizations in their region with the same goal of improving the quality of early learning, including but not limited to: Early Education and Support Division (EESD) programs, including migrant child care programs, alternative payment programs; Early Head Start and Head Start; tribal child care; county Health and Human Services programs including Women, Infants, and Children (WIC); California Home Visiting Program (CHVP) and local home visiting programs; and non-profit agencies and other organizations providing services for children from birth to age five?

	

	E3. As the lead agency, how are you encouraging networking at the local level to create coherence and alignment in planning and implementation efforts across communities with support and technical assistance from the CDE, participating state agencies, and other state partners?

	

	E4. How is the consortium developing strong partnerships with local school districts that focus on aligning developmentally appropriate practices, creating and building a birth to age eight continuum that supports healthy transitions, aligns professional development, promotes family engagement, and includes local Transitional Kindergarten (TK) and traditional Kindergarten School Readiness programs in the quality efforts?

	

	F. Monitoring and Evaluating the Impacts on Child Outcomes



	F1. Describe your process for monitoring and evaluating the impact of your quality improvement efforts on child outcomes. 

	

	F2. Describe the extent to which your QRIS consortium uses kindergarten entry assessment (KEA) data to demonstrate the effectiveness of your quality improvement efforts on affecting positive child outcomes. (e.g., Are more of the children who were enrolled in your Tier 4 and Tier 5 rated sites scoring higher on their kindergarten readiness assessments than their counterparts enrolled in Tiers 1, 2 and 3?) If not using KEA data, to measure effectiveness, describe what you are using.

	

	G. Disseminating Information to Parents and the Public about Program Quality



	G1. Describe the consortium’s campaign to inform the public about its local QRIS.

	

	G2. How will the Consortium work together with the local resource and referral agency(ies) to increase family and public awareness of the characteristics of early learning program quality that promote better outcomes for children?

	

	G3. How has the Consortium engaged the local Resource and Referral (R&R) agency(ies) in making quality $ data available to parents inquiring about childcare?

	


	Section III.       CSPP Participation Data Tables 



	III. A.  Increasing the number and percentage of California State Preschool Program (CSPP) sites participating in the Consortium’s Tiered Quality Rating and Improvement System (QRIS). Please enter actual (number current participating) and annual target number of sites that include CSPP classrooms. 

	Sites that include CSPP Classrooms in the consortium
	Total Number of CSPP Sites in the County or Region
	Baseline and Annual Targets -- Number and percentage of CSPP sites in the Tiered QRIS

	
	
	Actual           (Current)
	Target- end of fiscal year 2016​​–17
	Target -end of fiscal year 2017–18
	Target- end of fiscal year 2018–19
	Target- end of calendar year 2019–20

	
	
	#
	%
	#
	%
	#
	%
	#
	%
	#
	%

	CSPP Sites
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Homes in Family Child Care Home Education Networks
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Layered Sites:
	

	CSPP and Head Start Sites 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CSPP and State or Local First 5
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CSPP and Programs funded by IDEA, Part B 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CSPP and Title I Sites
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CSPP and General Child Care (CCTR) Sites
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CSPP and State-funded Migrant Child Care Sites
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CSPP and Tribal Child Care Sites
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CSPP and Other Local Funding
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CSPP and a combination of any  two above funding sources (specify)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Total
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


	III. B. Increasing the tier rating of California State Preschool Program (CSPP) Sites in the Consortium’s Tiered Quality Rating and Improvement System. Please enter actual (current) and annual target numbers for the total number of sites and for the number of sites in each Tier, based on the number of Tiers in the Consortium’s Quality Rating and Improvement System (QRIS).

	
	 Actual
(Current)
	Target- end of fiscal year 2016–17
	Target -end of fiscal year 2017–18
	Target- end of fiscal year 2018–19
	Target- end of calendar year 2019–20

	Total number of CSPP sites* in the Consortium Service Area (i.e., County or region)
	
	
	
	
	

	Number of programs in Tier 1 (lowest)
	
	
	
	
	

	Number of programs in Tier 2
	
	
	
	
	

	Number of programs in Tier 3
	
	
	
	
	

	Number of programs in Tier 4
	
	
	
	
	

	Number of programs in Tier 5 (highest)
	
	
	
	
	


	III. C. Increasing the number and percentage of California State Preschool Program                   (CSPP) children who are enrolled in CSPP sites that are in the top Tiers of the                   Consortium’s Tiered Quality Rating and Improvement System (QRIS). Please enter                     actual and annual target numbers of sites that include CSPP Classrooms. 

	Sites that include California State Preschool Program Classrooms in the Consortium
	Total Number of CSPP Children served in the Target Service Population (County or Region) 
	Actual and Annual Targets -- Number and percent of Children served at CSPP Sites.  

	
	
	Actual (Current)
	Target- end of fiscal year 2016​​–17
	Target -end of fiscal year 2017–18
	Target- end of fiscal year 2018–19
	Target- end of calendar year 2019–20

	
	
	#
	%
	#
	%
	#
	%
	#
	%
	#
	%

	CSPP
	
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Family Child Care Home Education Networks
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 Layered Sites:
	

	CSPP and Head Start
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CSPP and State or Local First 5
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CSPP and programs funded by IDEA, Part B 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CSPP and Title I Sites
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CSPP and General Child Care (CCTR) Sites
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CSPP and State-funded Migrant Child Care Sites
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CSPP and Tribal Child Care Sites
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CSPP and Other Local Funding 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CSPP and a combination of any  two above funding sources (specify)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Total Number of Children 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


	Section IV.       Local QRIS Block Grants for CSPP sites rated at Tiers 4 and 5 


	A. Tier 4 Block Grants: What will be your block grant amount for CSPP Center sites rated at Tier 4? Is that amount given per site, classroom, enrollment or other factors? What will be your block grant amount for Family Child Care Homes (FCCHs) within a Family Child Care Home Education Network (FCCHEN)? Is the amount based on whether the FCCH is licensed as small or large, or on the number of infants and toddlers, or other factors?

	

	B. Tier 5 Block Grants: What is or will be your block grant amount for CSPP Center sites at Tier 5? Are the amounts for Tier 5 the same as Tier 4 or different? If different, is that amount given per site, classroom, enrollment, or another factor? What will be your block grant amount for FCCHs within a FCCHEN? Is the amount based on whether the FCCH is licensed as small or large, or on the number of infants and toddlers, or other factors?

	

	Section V.       Quality Improvement Process for CSPP sites not yet rated at Tier 4 


	A. Engagement. Describe your process of engaging CSPP providers into your QRIS. This may include describing outreach and recruitment efforts. Identify any differences in the engagement between engaging center providers and FCCHEN providers. 

	

	B. Improvement. Describe your process of improving the quality of centers and FCCHs not yet at Tier 4. This may include highlighting the quality improvement efforts identified in Form E.V. For grantees with QRIS plans on file, identify any particular challenges in assisting these sites to move to Tier 4.

	

	Section VI.       Assessment and Access Projects 


	A. Assessment Projects. Describe the use of these funds to conduct initial and ongoing regular assessments of CSPP centers and FCCHs in your QRIS service area. 
Note: Rating is done at the site level — classrooms selected for assessment are chosen as described in the Implementation Guide (http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cd/rt/documents/rttelcqrisimplementguide.doc). This could mean that a site with CSPP funding could receive a rating that is not based on the assessments of any CSPP classrooms. CSPP classrooms should not be rated separately from the rest of the classrooms at that site. 

	

	B. Access Projects. Describe use of these funds to provide access to high-quality early learning programs. 

	


Form F. 2016–17 Budget is a separate attachment as it is an Excel file which will be provided to applicants with their prospective award amount. Form F is not included in this RFA. 

Form F – Budget Narrative, Section VII will be provided to qualified applicants. (See Form F, Tab 2-Local CSPP QRIS Block Grants, Tab 3-Quality Improvement, and Tab 4-Assessment and Access). This form is not included in the RFA. 

Form F – Budget Spreadsheet, Section VIII will be provided to qualified applicants.  (See Form F, Tab 5-Total 2016–17 Budget). This form is not included in the RFA.

XIV.
 APPENDIX A: KEY TERMS

Access Projects are the activities that promote access to high quality early learning programs. These activities may include, but are not limited to, development and/or enhancements of QRIS Web pages, resource and referral programs, waiting/eligibility lists.

Applicant is a local consortium requesting funding from a grant program administered by the CDE. 

Assessment Projects are the activities that measure or rate programs. These activities include document review and on-site program reviews to determine a rating as indicated by the Tiered Rating Matrix and the Implementation Guide at http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cd/rt/documents/rttelcqrisimplementguide.doc. 

Authorized Agent is:
· Superintendent of a LEA, County Office of Education (COE), school district, locally-funded charter school, or Administrator of a community college

· Principal or Executive Director of a direct-funded charter school

· Authorized executive representative of a state community college

California State Preschool Programs are the contracted programs per Education Code (EC) commencing with Article 7, Chapter 2 (Sections 8235–8239) and includes, for the purposes of this grant, Family Child Care Home Education Networks providing CSPP services. This includes full-day, full-year and part-day, school year programs. 
CDE is the California Department of Education. 
COE is a County Office of Education.

Consortium/Consortia see local consortium.

CSPP is the California State Preschool Program.

Early Learning Quality Rating and Improvement System is a locally determined system for continuous quality improvement based on a tiered rating structure with progressively higher quality standards for each Tier that: 

· Provides supports and incentives for programs, teachers, and administrators to reach higher levels of quality; 

· Monitors and evaluates the impacts on child outcomes; and 

· Disseminates information to parents and the public about program quality. [EC Section 8203.1(b)(1)].

EC is the California Education Code.

EESD is the Early Education and Support Division.

Equipment and Supplies is the follows the state’s definitions of Equipment and Supplies: 

· “Equipment” is defined as tangible, non-expendable, personal property having a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more per unit. (2 Code of Federal Regulations Section 200.33).

· “Supplies” are defined as all tangible personal property other than equipment. (2 Code of Federal Regulations Section 200.33).

Family Child Care Home Education Networks are the networks established pursuant to EC Section 8245 that provide CSPP services, i.e., using CSPP funds to pay for services provided to preschool-aged children and who are reported electronically on the CDD-801 to the CDE.

Good Standing means that the grantee has done all of the following:

· Submitted all required expenditure reports to the EESD. Reports must be found to be accurate and complete.

· Submitted, in the event of an evaluation of the CSPP QRIS Block Grant, to the EESD identified evaluation data elements which have been found to be accurate and complete.
· Maintained a clear contract with the EESD, per EC Section 8406.6 (a) operated without any outstanding CDE invoices

· Does not have outstanding or unresolved Federal Program Monitoring (FPM), Contract Monitoring Review (CMR), or Center-based Monitoring Review findings in any previous Fiscal Year (FY) or have been determined by the EESD to be making adequate progress toward the resolution of any findings. This also applies to any of the grantee’s contractors, subcontractors, or affiliates.

· Does not have outstanding or unresolved EESD audit findings in any previous FY(s) or have been determined by the EESD to be making adequate progress toward the resolution of any findings. This applies to any of the grantee’s contractors, subcontractors, or affiliates.

Grantee is an applicant who receives an approved CSPP QRIS grant award (Form AO-400 Grant Award Notification).

Indivisible is something that is impossible to divide or separate; not divisible. For the purposes of this CSPP QRIS Block grant, indivisible means that if there are two signatures (one signature in Section I and a different signature in Section II) on Form B – Lead Signature Page, then both parties are equally responsible for the grant to be carried out as intended because it is an indivisible grant. 

Implementation Guide is used to provide guidance in operating and maintaining a local QRIS that incorporates the Quality Continuum Framework and its associated Rating Matrix. The Implementation Guide is posted at http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cd/rt/rttelcapproach.asp under the heading: Consortia Implementation Guide for the Tiered Quality Rating and Improvement System (TQRIS).

LEA is identified as a Local Educational Agency. 

Local Consortium is a local or regional entity, administered by a lead agency, that convenes a planning body that designs and implements a QRIS. A local consortium shall include representatives from organizations including, but not limited to, all of the following:

(A) Local educational agencies

(B) First 5 county commissions

(C) Local postsecondary educational institutions

(D) Local child care planning councils

(E) Local resource and referral agencies

(F) Other local agencies, including nonprofit organizations that provide services to children from birth to five years of age, inclusive

Local QRIS Block Grant is intended to be an award to recognize the achievement of a high standard of quality. The dispositions of the funds are to support the Tier 4 or 5 CSPPs for activities that support and maintain quality at a Tier 4 or Tier 5. 

Participation Data Tables are the baseline and target data for increasing CSPP participation in the local QRIS and levels of quality over time. 

QRIS is the Quality Rating and Improvement System; see Early Learning Quality Rating and Improvement System above. 

QRIS Block Grant Plan consists of Forms C and D of the RFA where the applicant must describe its local QRIS, block grant targets, and funding uses. 

RFA is a Request for Application. 

Satisfactorily met targets is when a grantee continues to be eligible for subsequent year funding.

Service Area is defined as the boundaries or geographical area of the county or regional consortium where the QRIS operates.

Tiered Rating Matrix is the block and point system for the existing three common rating Tiers, commonly known as the Rating Matrix. 

Timely and meaningful consultation is a two-way communication and discussion between the local consortium/applicant and the EESD about the best ways to ensure that all CSPPs in the consortium move to Tier 4 or higher.
APPENDIX B. AUTHORITY

Education Code Section 8203.1.

(a) The Superintendent shall administer a QRIS block grant, pursuant to an appropriation made for that purpose in the annual Budget Act, to be allocated to local Consortia for support of local early learning quality rating and improvement systems that increase the number of low-income children in high-quality preschool programs that prepare those children for success in school and life.

(b) (1) For purposes of this section, “early learning quality rating and improvement system” or “QRIS” is defined as a locally determined system for continuous quality improvement based on a tiered rating structure with progressively higher quality standards for each tier that provides supports and incentives for programs, teachers, and administrators to reach higher levels of quality, monitors and evaluates the impacts on child outcomes, and disseminates information to parents and the public about program quality.

(2) For purposes of this section, “local consortium” is defined as a local or regional entity, administered by a lead agency, that convenes a planning body that designs and implements a QRIS. A local consortium shall include representatives from organizations including, but not limited to, all of the following:
· Local educational agencies

· First 5 county commissions

· Local postsecondary education institutions

· Local child care planning councils

· Local resource and referral agencies

· Other local agencies, including nonprofit organizations that provide services to children from birth to five years of age, inclusive

(3) For purposes of this section, “quality continuum framework” means the tiered rating matrix created and adopted by a local consortium for purposes of implementing a QRIS. The tiered rating matrix shall include three common tiers shared by all participating local Consortia. Changes to the common tiers shall be approved and adopted by all participating local Consortia.

(c) The QRIS block grant shall build on local Consortia and other local QRIS work in existence on or before the operative date of this section.

(d) For the 2014–15 fiscal year, if a county or region has an established local consortium that has adopted a quality continuum framework, the local consortium’s lead administering agency shall be provided the first opportunity to apply for a QRIS block grant.

(e) Local Consortia shall do all of the following to be eligible for a QRIS block grant:

(1) Implement a QRIS that incorporates evidence-based elements and tools in the quality continuum framework that are tailored to the local conditions and enhanced with local resources.

(2) Set ambitious yet achievable targets for California state preschool program contracting agencies’ participation in the QRIS with the goal of achieving the highest common tier, as the tier existed on June 1, 2014, or a higher level of quality.

(3) Develop an action plan that includes a continuous quality improvement process that is tied to improving child outcomes.

(4) Describe how QRIS block grant funds will be used to increase the number of sites achieving the highest common local tier and to directly support classrooms that have achieved the highest common tier, as that tier existed on June 1, 2014, or a higher level of quality.

(f) The Superintendent, in consultation with the executive director of the State Board, shall allocate QRIS block grant funds to local Consortia that satisfy the requirements of subdivision(e) based on the number of California state preschool program slots within the county or region.

(g) (1) Local Consortia receiving QRIS block grant funds shall allocate those funds to contracting agencies of the California state preschool program, as established by Article 7 (commencing with Section 8235), or local educational agencies, for activities that support and improve quality, and assess quality and access. In allocating the QRIS block grant funds, priority shall be given to directly supporting the classrooms of the California state preschool program sites that have achieved the highest common local tier of quality.

(2) No more than 20 percent of a local consortium’s QRIS block grant funds may be used for assessment and access projects.

(h) A family child care home education network established pursuant to Section 8245 that provides California state preschool program services shall be eligible for an allocation from a local consortium of QRIS block grant funds for activities that support, improve, and assess quality.
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