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An Instruction Committee of the Whole Board
December 7, 2009 :

An Instruction Committee meeting was held on Monday, December 7, 2009 in the Board Room. Dr.
Ralph H. Lee opened the meeting at 7:40 a.m. Committee members present were J ohn C. Allen, IV
(arrived at 8:30 a.m.), Jacques A. Conway, Terry Finnegan, Dr. Ralph H. Lee, Amy McCormack,
Dr. Dietra D. Millard and Sharon Patchak Layman. Also present were Dr. Attila J. Weninger,
Superintendent; Philip M. Prale, Assistant Superintendent for Curriculum and Instruction; Amy Hill,
Director of Assessment and Research; Nathaniel L. Rouse, Principal; Cheryl L. Witham, Chief
Financial Officer; and Gail Kalmerton, Executive Assistant/ Clerk of the Board.

Visitors included Kay Foran, Community Relations and Communications Coordinator;

James Paul Hunter, FSEC Chair; Janel Bishop, Assistant Principal for Student Health and Safety,
Jack Lanenga, Director of Data Systems; Esther Lieber, Site Director and Rebecca Montoya-
Kostro, RSSP Director of HARBOR Academy; and Chuck Feldman of the Oak Leaves. '

Approval of November Instruction Committee Minutes
Tt was the consensus of the Instruction Committee members to accept the November 12, 2009
minutes of that meeting, as presented.

Harbor Alternative School Update

Ms. Leiber and Ms. Montoya-Kostro provided background information on the start of the regional
safe school programs. It was an outcome of West 40 Act 393 enacted in 1993 to give expelled
students a fresh start and for home schools to have safe environments for those students who
benefit from a more traditional setting.

The following information was presented:

a PowerPoint presentation

three end-of-the-year state reports
highlights of OPRFHS students

a student demographic report

a listing of all courses offered at HARBOR
a listing of APEX course offerings
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HARBOR Academy serves sixty-three (63) students and approximately twenty-eight (28) are
OPRFHS students. The PowerPoint presentation included some of the activities in which students
have participated, e.g., a project that was léd'by an intern from the School of the Art Institute and
community service projects, and featured photos of the classrooms, e.g., computer room, exercise
room, etc. The exercise room allows PE credit to be offered. Students wear uniforms. At
HARBOR Academy, students are allowed to take up to cight accredited online courses from
APEX Learning. Five teachers lead all of the necessary classes, accommodating students with
varying ability levels.



HARBOR hosts a Family Night periodically where the children serve a meal to their parents, they
play board games, have programs of interest, etc.

Significant time is spent on social/emotional issues with the students and the parents, Students
who do not comply with HARBOR s rules can be removed from the program, but it is the home
school that makes the decision to expel students. OPRFHS has not had to expel students who
have attended HARBOR. After a student has returned to the main campus, decisions are made as
to whether he/she is able to deal with its peer drama. Sometimes students will call HARBOR and
ask to return because they become overwhelmed again.

The stafl at HARBOR has tried to find grant money to hire a transition position to track how
students did after returning to the high school. Ms. Bishop added that many of the students who
have attended HARBOR were not there as a result of disciplinary action but on a voluntary basis.

When asked how the state budget downsizing affected HARBOR, it was noted that HARBOR s
budget was reduced by 10 percent, which did not change the programs offered, but it did reduce
the salary increases for staff.

Other services provided to students include the following.
e Referral to social services, e.g., OPRFHS counseling services, drug rehab, etc.
- Parenting classes—parent nights
Life skills training, a full credit class
School-to-work consists of career discussions, field trips to colleges and businesses
(discussions are ensuing about a proposed school-to-work program)
Parenting classes for students (only one student was sent to Parenthesis for this)
Behavior Modification
Individual/Group counseling
Community Service
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When students return to their home school, an authorization of release of information is signed so
that HARBOR staff can speak with the school counselors. A recommendation is also made as to
whether they should either stay at HARBOR or return to the main campus. If the student returns,
social worker services are suggested. If students have done well in a small environment, they
need to have that environment maintained; they need safe “arms™ when they return.

When asked if HARBOR students were allowed to participate in co-curricular activities, Ms.
Bishop replied that while some do, it would depend upon the situation.

Dr. Millard supported the administration’s tracking of these students, e.g., why they were referred
to HARBOR, how they did when they attended HARBOR, and how they did when they returned.

Dr. Lee thanked Ms. Leiber and Ms. Montoya-Kostro for their presentation.



Alsebra I-2 Block

Mr. Prale provided a written update on the Algebra 1-2 Block Program.. The report
provided information that included how the Algebra 1-2 Block Program was introduced to
the school in the 2006-07 school year and an analysis of it since that time. The program
provides students with an average of 120 minutes of additional class time cach week, the
equivalent to an extra semester of math each year. The first students who completed the
Algebra 1-2 Block course arc now current seniors and they took the ACT-PSAE in April

2009.

I. Information Regarding Meeting State Standards and Algebra Course Taken

The following Tables 1-4 provide a summary of the algebra course taken by student and whether or not the
student reached the meets or exceeds level on the math portion of the PSAE. Student data comparing White
students and African American students are shown. Other subgroups are not shown because the

representative samples are too small to yield any conclusions.

1. Class of 2009 students who took Algebra 1-2 and the ACT-PSAE | Numberof | Meector | % of
students Exceed total
Total enrolled in Algebra 1-2 and with a PSAE score 208 139 67
White students enrolled and with a PSAE score 124 63 75
African American students enrolled and with a PSAE scoze 56 27 48
2. Class of 2010 students who took Algebra 1-2 and the ACT-PSAE | Numberof | Meetor | % of
students Exceed total
Total enrolled in Algebra 1-2 and with a PSAE score 204 147 72
White students enrolied and with a PSAT score 117 91 78
African American students enrolled and with a PSAE score 45 27 60
3. Class of 2010 students who took Algebra 1-2 Block Numberof | Meetor | %of
and the ACT-PSAE students Exceed total
Total enrolled in Algebra 1-2 Block and with a PSAE score 76 34 45
White students enrolled and with a PSAF score 27 i5 56
African American students enrolled and with & PSAE score 36 9 25
4. Class of 2010 students who took Algebra 1-2 Block or Number of | Meetor | % of
Algebra 1-2 and the ACT-PSAE students Exceed | total
Total enrolled in either Algebra course and with a PSAE score 280 181 61
White students enrolled and with a PSAE score 144 106 T4
African American students enrolied and with a PSAE score 81 36 44

The above information suggests that Algebra 1-2 Block is not promoting significant changes in the

percentages of Algebra program students who meet or exceed state standards {comparison of Tabie 1 and
Table 4); however, the total number of students who meet and exceed.increased for the Class of 2010. It
may be wortk noting that the number of students enrolled in basic level math in the ninth grade decreased
from 154 {0 114 for the Class of 2010. One possibility is that the Algebra 1-2 Block places more students in

the regular level program providing access to more academic rigor.




IL Information Regarding Meeting State Standards and Second Year Algebra Course Taken

After considering the correlation of the students taking Algebra 1-2 Block and attaining a meets or exceeds
on the PSAE, a table was generated showing the second year algebra course for the students who took
Algebra 1-2 or Algebra 1-2 Block. The course totals are summarized in Table 5 below,

5. 2™ Year Algebra Course for Class of 2010 students who took # Meels # Below
_Algebra 1-2 Block or Algebra 1-2 and the ACT-PSAE Standards Standards
CAT/CATA 32 4
Advanced Algebra 105 28
Intermediate Ajgebra 15 38

Students who meet standards took Advanced Algebra or a course at a higher level. According to Table 5
above, the modal class for students who have not met standards is the Intermediate Algebra course.

{11 Information Regarding Growth on ACT-type tests and Algebra Course Taken

Finally, a series of tables was created showing the average growth for students from EXPLORE or PLAN (o
_ the ACT-PSAE. The growth averages for the math subtest score and the composite score were tabulated and
are contained in Tables 6-8 below,

6. Class of 2009 — Growth from EXPLORE to ACT-PSAE for students who took Algebra 1-2 during
the 2005-2006 school year
(Matched scores only. No Exceeds or Academic Warning Students inciuded)

Meets State Standards White Students (n = 84) African American Students (1 = 23)
Average Growth Math 4.7 35
Average Growth Composite 5.4 4.0
Below State Standards White Students (n = 26) African American Students (n = 27)
Average Growth Math 1.4 1.9
Average Growth Composite 34 2.2

7. Class of 2010 — Growth from PLAN to ACT-PSAE for students who took Algebra 1-2 during the-
2066-2007 school vear
(Matched scores only. No Exceeds or Academic Warning Students included)

Meets State Standards White Students (n = 89) African American Students (n = 26)
Average Growth Math 4.8 34
Average Growth Composite 4.9 33
Below State Standards White Students {n = 24) African American Students (n = 15)
Average Growth Math 2.3 1.6
Average Growtk Composite 2.5 1.6

8. Class of 2610 — Growth from PLAN to ACT-PSAE for students who took-Algebra 1-2 Biock during
the 2006-2047 school year
(Matched scores only. No Exceeds or Academic Warning Students included)

Meets State Standards White Students (n = 15) African American Students (n = 9)
Average Growth Math 4.1 4.9
Average Growth Composite 5.0 3.2




Below State Standards White Students (n= 11) African American Students (n = 25)

Average Growth Math 2.0 1.3

Average Growth Composite 2.5 1.7

The above tables show a consistency similar to other growth analyses of test data.

Additional tables showed a consistency similar to other growth analyses of test data.
Gaps appear between White and African-American students and between students who
meet and those who score below state standards. However, a relatively small number of
African-American students who took Algebra 1-2 Block showed high growth on the math
subtest between the PLAN and the ACT test. It was suggested to look at their
experiences more closely. And, for each pair of growth averages, the average growth for
the composite score is greater than average growth for the math subtest EXCEPT for the
African-American students in the class of 2010.

Thus, the administration recommended continued review of the program’s effectiveness and
consideration of the following:

s Continue to offer Algebra 1-2 Block, but more effort should be made to align the
curriculum standards and assessments more closely with the Algebra 1-2 program.

e Improve the percentages of students who take either Algebra course and meet or
exceed on the ACT-PSAE. The Algebra 1-2 Block class has been effective in reducing
the number of students who enroll in the transition or basic level ninth grade math
courses while maintaining the percentage of students who meet and exceed. More
growth progress would be realized by reducing the number of students who take basic
level math and increasing the percentage of students who meet standards.

¢ Consider supplemental math courses for students who, after completing Algebra 1-2 or
Algebra 1-2 Block, are not projected to meet state standards. Students who enroll in
Advanced Algebra are better prepared for the PSAE exam and are more likely to meet
state standards. A supplemental math course for targeted students, ecither as a summer
school or a regular school year course, could lead more students to enroll in Advanced
Algebra or in a more challenging math course in their junior year.

From the class of 2009 to 2010, there was an increase of 72 students in the Algebra I program,
including a nearly 50% increase of African-American students in the Algebra program with a
roughly equivalent portion meeting or exceeding standards, so that a greater number of African
American students met or exceeded standards in the class of 2010 compared to the class of 2009,
Table 5 shows results from a second analysis to sce how students they fare on the PSAE based on
enrollment in different second-year algebra courses. Students taking Advanced Algebra or higher
were more likely to meet or exceed standards.

Mr. Prale concluded that the growth patterns in most of the tables presented mirror the general
academics: White students tend to score higher, and composite growth for all students tends to be
greater than math growth. The one exception to this pattern was for African-American students
enrolled in the block program, but there were only nine such students in the sample. Itis
interesting and worth looking into that. (Table 8).



Ms. Hill noted that OPRFHS has not adopted ACT readiness standards as its standards. OPRFHS
standards include state standards, many of which are aligned with ACT, as well as its local
standards.

Referring to graphs 6, 7, and 8, it was noted that growth by African-Americans is larger than
others in two of the graphs. Consideration is being given to ironing out some of the variations
where there is a matched program across the two. Ms, Hill added that the Algebra Learning Team
will examine and review the curriculum including looking at student data on classroom
assessments and determining how the instruction may be altered. When asked how students get
caught up to the rest of their class, the reply was that the high school needs to strengthen the
articulation with the elementary districts.

Ms. Patchak-Layman asked if when teachers disaggregate data, did they also disaggregate what
happens instructionally between the African-American and the White students. Are there things
that occur with White students that could be isolated in order to identify changes that need to be
made to the program? Ms. Hill responded that teachers have done this work to examine their
curriculum and instruction and they would like to do more differentiation. She felt it would break
down by student need rather than race. If a need for differentiation was found, they would then
have to ask whether they should address something for African-American students.

Dr. Millard asked if the school could target certain students and require them to take a particular
course. Ms. Hill stated that the culture at OPRFHS is not one of mandate, because there could be
a number of reasons why a student could/should take a course. However, one clement of the
culture is that parents do have the final say. If a parent had a reason why the student should not
take the course, it would be honored. Mr. Rouse stated that once the 8™ grade scores are received,
conversations are had with the parents, but ultimately they do have the final say in making
recommendations. When a parent goes against the school’s recommendation, what will happen?
Previously, the math chair had tracked who requested an override and what additional tutoring
was given. Ms. Patchak-Layman felt that parents requesting overrides was not wrong. She asked
if the high school had ever attempted to address the issue of whether or not there are such things
as OPRFHS standards as opposed to all standards being set by the parents. Ms. Patchak-Layman
continued that parents are not allowed to set behavior standards, but they are allowed to set
academic standards for course entrance. Where are there academic standards being set by the high
school? Mr. Rouse replied that standards are set via the Academic Catalog, but how parents
interpret the standards may be a different issue.

Dr. Weninger noted that two of the recommendations had to do with students. One
recommendation had to do with professional development of teachers. All teachers had the
Algebra Block training but what is now occurring in professional development is the working with
theteam on best practices. As such, they have decided to give tests every two weeks, which s
assesses all of the instructional material up to that point. Thus, some of what is happening is
because 1) two teachers attended motivational classes last spring on assessment and are
advocating the teaching of the class differently; and 2) the team then works effectively together
and has introduced innovations to individual teaching by working together.



Progress Reports

Test Prep ACT/PSAFE Prep Programs Class 2009

Ms. Hill had shared the results of three test prep programs used by OPRFHS students 1) EXCEL
Edge; 2) Revolution Prep, and 3) College Admissions Prep (CAP) in her written report. Excel
Edge and Revolution Prep are offered to junior students at large and CAP is a for-credit course
that runs during the school day second semester which is targeted for juniors identified from prior
standardized test scores as being on the margin of potential for meeting PSAE standards. The
highest scores achieved by students were in the Excel Edge program, followed by Revolution
Prep and then CAP.

Ms. Hill reported on the success of the CAP program. Of the 126 students targeted for
participation in the CAP course, 38 enrolled, 16 enrolled in Excel Edge, and 72 did not enroll in
any test prep program offered through the high school. CAP students’ average ACT scores were
equal to or slightly lower than average scores for non-participants. Their average score in math
was slightly better than the 16 ExcelEdge participants” average math score, but the ExcelEdge
participants had higher average ACT scores i English, Reading, and Science than did CAP
students. CAP student’s rate of meeting and exceeding standards in reading was the lowest.

CAP students outperformed non-participants in their growth from the sophomore year
Instructional ACT to the junior year PSAE-ACT in all subject areas. The differences in English
and Math were slight, but in Science CAP students grew on average a full point more than non-

-participants. CAP students’ growth exceeded that of ExcelEdge participants in Math and Science,
while ExcelEdge participants showed more growth on average in English and Reading.

The District will continue to work with the private companies Excel Edge and Revolution Prep.
Based on the growth analysis, test scores increase more as a result of enrollment in CAP than
when students do not participate in test prep programs, the District will run two sections of that
course second semester. The results of the program will not be known until the District receives
PSAE results in late summer.

Ms. Hill was told by the counselors that opportunities for test preparation during the day have
proven worthwhile for those students who have taken advantage of them.

Additional Instructional Matters for Committee
While no additional items were discussed, it was noted that a report on grading would be
shared at the January Instruction Committee meeting.

Adjournment
The Instruction Committee meeting adjourned at 8:56 a.m. on Monday, December 7, 2009,



QOak Park and River Forest High School
District 200

201 North Scoville Avenue e Qak Park, IL 60302-2296

TO: Board of Education

FROM: Attila J. Weninger, Superintendent

DAET: January 15, 2010

RE: Weighted and Ranking Systems Review Commitiee
BACKGROUND

In November, Phil Prale provided the Board Instruction Committee with a memo entitled, “Update on
Discussion Regarding Grading” as & follow-up to the October Instruction Committee discussion on grading
policy and practices. That memo is attached. As a result of the November discussion, the Committee charged
the Superintendent with three items regarding this issue:
1. determine the charge for such a group (focus and scope), including work to be reviewed, researched,
and about which recommendations would be made;
2. develop the composition for a study/group, task force, etc., to mciude school and community
stakeholders; and
3. develop a nameftitle for such a group.

SUMMARY
Below, please find my recommendation regarding the charge.

1. A. Fecus/Scope/Charge

1. Committee charged by the superintendent to undertake work and monitor progress

2. GPA (what courses are included; what courses should be included})

3. weighted/unweighted systems
a. 3 methods are currently available and possible (weighted “select” courses; unweighted

“select” courses; unweighted all courses)

b. 2 methods are currently used (weighted “select” courses; unweighted “select” courses)
c. what other method(s) should we adopt and use, if any?

4, system of ranking
a. same as 2.

5. reporting of ranking
a. same as 2.

B. Research
1. survey of high schools (information regarding their current method of calculating GPA,
weighted/unweighted ranking systems, reporting, etc.)
survey of colleges/universities (how they view high school GPA calculations, weighted/unweighted
ranking systems, reporting, etc., what they do with them, etc.)
survey of parents (online)
survey of students (online})
survey of faculty (online)
literature review
hold forums for parent taput
hold focus groups for faculty input
hold focus groups for student input
0 financial impact of changes, if any

i
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Oak Park and River Forest High School
District 200

201 North Scoville Avenue ¢ Oak Park, IL. 60302-2296

C. Recommendations to be made by the Commitiee

1. Recommendation to retain current GPA calculation and weighted systems, ranking, and reporting
with rationale and basis for same or

2. Recommendation to adopt revised GPA calculation and weighted systems, ranking, and reporting
with rationale and basis for same or

3. Recommendation to adopt new GPA calculation weighted systems, ranking, and reporting with
rationale and basis for same and

4. Recommendation(s) for future work, if any

II. Committee Composition
1. Administrators (DLT/BLT: 2-3)
2. Division Heads (5) (different divisions than represented by faculty)
3. Faculty (5) (different divisions than represented by division heads)
4, Parents (5) (representing various grade levels and academic levels in which their students take
courses) '
. Students (3) (one representing each academic level)

Ch

II. Titie of Committee
1. Weighted and Ranking Systems Review Comumittee

RECOMMENDATION
I recommend that the Board direct the Administration to undertake a weighted and ranking systems review per
the above beginning September 2010, and complete the review with recommendations to the Board Instruction
Committee by May 2011.

TEL: (708) 383-0700 WEB: www.oprfhs.org TTY/TDD: (708) 524-5500 FAX: (708) 434-3910



Oak Park and River Forest High School - District 200
201 North Scoville Avenue e Oak Park, IL 60302-2296

TO: Board of Education

FROM: Phil Prale

DATE: November 4, 2009

RE: Update on Discussion Regarding Grading
BACKGROUND

At its October 15, 2009 meeting, the Instruction Committee of the Board of Education deferred
to a later date a discussion of a process for discussing current grading policy and practices at the
high school. On November 3, 2009 Ralph Lee, Sharon Patchak-Layman, Cristy Harris, and Phil
Prale met to discuss options for proceeding with a thorough discussion of grading that would
involve all stakeholders and provide appropriate guidance for the Board of Education.

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION
At the November 3 meeting, we discussed the following issues:

e The process for proceeding with a series of fneetings to discuss grading
e The composition of the group that would meet to discuss grading
» The work product that would result from these meetings

‘With regard to thé process for proceeding with meetings to discuss grading, the discussion began
with an acknowledgement that the process should provide for wide participation and multiple
views. We discussed initiating the process with a public foram at which we would gather ideas,
generate questions, and bring issues to the surface. The forum would be publicized via a general
invitation posted on the school web page and through other available venues. We also would
invite representatives of the five District parent groups, as well as students, faculty, and school
committees. A goal of the forum would be to raise the grading questions and topics of interest or
concern specific to any of these groups. Following the public forum, a study group or task force
would be formed to consider the questions and issues raised.

A discussion regarding the nature of the study group/task force yielded several points of
agreement, including the following:

- The study group/task force would include students, parents, community, administration,
and faculty. Specific numbers of representatives from each group were not discussed,
although representation from all parent groups and divisions was considered important.

- Participants would adhere to norms that include remaining open to all views while
acknowledging a particular interest. Also, study group/task force members would be
expected to work between meetings.

- The Superintendent would appoint a chairperson for the study group/task force.

- A core value remains that the grading policies and practices at the high school embody
equity and fairness.

- The expected complexity of the discussion and any forthcoming recommendations from
the study group/task force probably would result in changes for which there may be a
cost in time or budget resources.

TEL: (708) 383-0700  WEB: www.oprfhs.org  TTY/TDD: (708) 524-5500 FAX: (708) 434-3910



Oak Park and River Forest High School - District 200
201 North Scoville Avenue e Oak Park, IL 60302-2296

- The study group/task force would consult with the CIO to explore using shared electronic
documents to maintain the flow of information throughout the group.

- The study group/task force would provide reports summarizing the ongoing work of the
group. The reports would occur at public meetings of the Board of Education.

The November 3, 2009 meeting did not reach a consensus on an important element of the nature
and procedure of the study group/task force. Ideas discussed were to

e Hold all meetings as public Board meetings, complete with posting agendas,
maintaining meeting minutes, and allowing public comment at all meetings. Small
groups would form from the full study group/task force to work on specific questions
that arise from the discussion. The smaller work groups then woulid present 1deas to
the large group for further discussion.

s Convene the study group/task force as an internal work committee open to the public.
Meeting notes would be kept, as opposed to meeting minutes, and the group would
meet as a working committee of the school and not as a Board committee,

e Convene the study group/task force as an internal work committee of the school that
would maintain meeting notes, as opposed to meeting minutes, and would open
discussions to the general public when appropriate.

Finally, the Board of Education would need to provide sufficient clerical support | for the
meetings of the study group/task force. Last school year the administration eliminated four
clerical positions from the divisional and counselor areas. The clerical support for a study
group/task force of this scope is not available in the District’s current staff, and the Board of -
Education might need to authorize additional clerical support for this work.

The study group/task force would produce a recommendation to the Board of Education
regarding the several questions it would discuss. The specific nature of the questions and
therefore the scope of the recommendations are not known at this time. The time frame for
receiving the recommendations was not specified in our discussion, although we noted the work
of the task force could be a lengthy process.

RECOMMENDATIONS (OR FUTURE DIRECTIONS)

This information is provided at the request of the Board of Education. A recommendation is
sought from the Board of Education as to the nature and the procedure for the study group/task
force. Specifically, should the study group/task force meet in public Board meetings, as an
internal work committee open to the public, or as an internal work committee? Also, the Board
of Education must consider the extent of District resources that this process couid entail.

TEL: (708) 383-0700  WEB: www.oprfhs.org  TTY/TDD: (708) 524-5500  FAX: (708) 434-3910



TO: Board of Education Instruction Committee

FROM: Michael Carioscio and Phil Prale

DATE: January 21, 2010

RE: Enhancing Education through Technology (EETT} Grant Proposal
BACKGROUND

In early December 2009 we became aware of American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA)
funding that will become available as part of a competitive grant as part of the Enhancing Education
through Technology {EETT) program. Members of administration and staff met to determine the
feasibility of submitting a proposal for this grant. We worked over the winter break and submitted a
grant proposal by the January 8" deadline.

Oak Park and River Forest High School is eligible for this grant because of the school’s NCLBA Status.
Through the grant the ISBE is offering an unprecedented one-time opportunity for eligible applicants to
acquire low-cost laptop/uitra-portable netbook computers to create fully integrated, state-of-the art
learning environments.

It is anticipated that individual grant awards will range from a minimum of $450,000 to $800,000. The
number of grants to be awarded will not be determined until the application scoring and ranking
procass is completed. ‘

SUMMARY OF PROPOSAL

ETheUl] overall goal of this proposal is to transform teaching and learning by utilizing one-to-one
netbook technology for all students in the graduating class of 2014, the incoming freshman class for
the 2010-2011 school year. The project will involve a full integration of technology, particularly in
English and math courses, with every ninth grade student using his/her own netbook as soon as
next school year. The grant plan call for the use of student response systems (SRS, also known as
Clickers) into ninth grade math and English classes '

We have requested the maximum grant amount of $900,000. One third of the amount is for
Professional Development to support the transformation of the curriculum to make full use of the
one-to-one technology. A number of issues still need to be addressed, including the sustainability
of the program and faculty and staff discussion regarding the specifics of the prospective changes to
the curriculum and instruction models in the school. However, we felt that this was a significant
opportunity to improve the use of educational technology here at OPRF.

RECOMMENDATION - This is for information only. No action is required at this time.
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Rod Blagojevich
Governor

August 21, 2007

Dr Susan J Bridge

Oak Park - River Forest School District 200
201 North Scovilie Avenue

Oak Park, I 60302-2206

Dear Dr Bridge:

The liinois State Board of Education (ISBE) hereby approves your technology ptan. This
approval is based on recommendations made by a panel of peer reviewsrs, chosen by ISBE, who
evaluaied the plan and found it to meet the crileria oullined below. .

This document is Issued to cerlify that Oak Park - River Forest School District 200 (RCDT 14-
016-2000-13) has an approved technology plan that has met the requirements set forth by the
Schoois and Libraries Division of the Universal.Service Administrative Company for the E-Rate
_program as well as-the-fedéral Title 11-D Ennancing Ecucation through Technalogy (Ed Tech)
program: " U,

'A Our records indicaie the foliowing significant dates relative to your technology plan: ' 5
\
« The technology plan has anapproval date of June 28, 2007, /
e The technology plan is valid from July 1, 2007 until June 3C, 2010,
This technology plan approval !éttér sﬁ&i!‘d bekepton ﬂ%@fﬁrﬁ}iﬂJune 30, 2018, \/
N o

= T

Please keep & copy of your technology plan at your gistrict 1o be Tised 67 Purposes connected to
E-RATE program discounts.

ions, {0 you andzur district siaff,

JameY Baiter
USAC Certified Technology Plan Approver
flinots State Board of Education

Congratyl

ce: Jack Lanenga, Technology integration Plan Contact -
Mary Warren, Learning Technology Center Director
Master File

Board of Education

100 North First Strael « Springfield, Mlincis 52777-0001 Jesse H. Ruiz

Christopher A, Koch, Ed.D.
Stafe Superintendent of Cducation
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The overall goal of this proposal is to fransform teaching and learning by utilizing one-1o-one nethook
technology for all students in the graduating class of 2014, the incoming freshman class for the 2010-2011
school year. The project will include ful! integration of technology, particularly in English and math courses,
with every ninth grade student using his/her own netbook as soon as next schoo! year. The District also plans
1o incorporate student response systems (SRS, also known as Clickers) into each freshman math and English
class.

This transformation of the instructional program will be phased in starting with next {all’s freshman class.
The phased-in approach allows school staff to review and assess ongoing efforts and to incorporate changes
to the curricuium and instructional approaches that will allow students to take full advantage of a technology-
based curriculum. - Classroom activities will be developed and enhanced as teachers utilize the netbooks and
SRS system on a regular basis throughout the entire school year as part of the core curricula,

The plan incorporates standards from NETSeS and the State of [iineis Learning Standards. The District
envisions a twe-pronged effort to improve student achieverent:

Teacher Preparation

1. Each teacher of freshman Enghish and mathematics courses will receive a netbook, an overhead
projector, and a Student Response System for use in his or her classroom,
2. During the summer of 2010, a series of workshops for freshman English and mathematics teachers
will
a. Introduce teachers to their new hardware, netbooks and an SRS system, and to Web 2.0 and
Web 3.0 tools
b, Explore Internet usage and ethics concerns
¢. Demonstrate classroom lessons that effectively use these tools
3. Teachers will work to develop specific lessons for thelr freshman classes that incorporate the SRS
systern, Web 2.0 tools, and development of “expert contacts” for student use onkine. These sessions
wiil be considered paid curriculum development assignments.

Student Fxnerence

1. Priorto the issuance of netbooks to each student, specific lessons and activities in either math or
English classes will introduce students 1o our Acceptable
Use Policy, Internet safety concerns, school network and
e-mail operations, and library and Intemet research skills.

NETSeS Goals: 25, 3a, 5a, 5¢, 6a

2. Upcn completion of the infroduction, a netbook will be issued to each student. This nethook will be
considered a textbook for that student because it can be taken home for use beyond the classroom.

Improvine Academic Achievement in the Classroom

The sirategies outlined in this proposal directly support the academic achievement of our students. The
core tenet of this proposal is to transform the Jearning experience by deploying netbook computers and
student response systems to each student to provide immediacy to classroom activities. Specific
applications are deseribed below, B

Freshman English. Vocabulary acquisition is & critical factor in
advancing literacy skills for high school students. Through the use of
the nethook and the SRS system, students can uge an online dictionary
and/or thesaurus to highlight and discover the meaning of words for NETSeS Goal 1.3, 1.b, 2.c, 4.b

lflinois State Goal 1.B.4b,
2.A4b, 3.B4a _




themselves. They can research real-world settings drawn from the core English texts of The Odyssey,
Great Expectations, Romeo and Juliet, or There Are No Children Here while the book is being read
during class and during the classroom discussion. Great Expectations, currently required freshman
reading, uses a lot of foreshadowing. Students can go online during class to discover for themselves the
meaning of foreshadowing and then reveal places in the book that use foreshadowing.

Students can “map” the travels n the required book Alchemist to
discover distance and terrain from the Andalusian region of Spain to
Tangiers to the pyramids of Egypt and back to Spain. A class
assignment could be to create a brochure that relates the plot of NETS#S Goalla, 2.2
Alchemist to actual places.

Hlinois State Goal 1.A.4b,
2.A.48, 3.A.4

Having Internet access in class would enable students to use Turnfiin,
a plagiarism software package, for cach writing assignment. The lliinois State Goal 3.B.4b
balance between quoting and plagiarizing is difficult to teach; NETSeS Goal 5.a
aliowing students 1o use a Turnlt/n report and make adjustments to

their own papers makes this difference easier to grasp.

Ireshman Math. Students can use the Internet 1o find the size of 8 basketball court and calculate perimeter

and surface arez of the court. The SRS gystem can reinforce that

students know how to correctly calculate perimeter and arez, The
teacher will know immediately if students understand and can re-
mnstruct when content is not mastered. Class activities can be centered NETSeS Goal 3.c,3.d, 4.3, 4.h

lflinois State Goal 6.B.4, 6.C.4,
6.0.4, 7.A.4h, 7.C.4b, 9A 4b,

on Agitle Mind (word problems), Neuron (skill building}, Google
Sketchup, or other Web 2.0 real-world problem sclving activities.

Skvward. The District uses the Skyward gradebook package, and teachers can build tests on the Skyward
assignment module. Students can take the tests on their netbooks and get immediate feedback. Tests are
automatically graded and entered in the gradebook. This facet of Skyward becomes more useful and
viable if all students have a netbook in class.

Evaluation, Present 8" grade students took an entry placement test in December 2009. The results of this
test will be used as baseline data to evaluate the achievement of freshmen., We hope to achieve
improvement in math and reading of 3 points on an instructional ACT achievernent test to be taken at the
end of their sophomore year. The District will continue to monitor progress through their senior vear. In
their research study entitled Learning with Lapiops: A Multi-Method Case Study, researchers Douglas
Grimes and Mark Warschaver of the University of California, Irvine caution that after one year, a decline
in student achieverent may be experienced. This prediction was seconded in a report called 4 Complete
Guide 1o One-to-One Compnting in the K-12 Emironment based on the experiments in the state of Maine
and California and underwritten by Gateway, MPC, and the Center for Digital Education.

“The key indicaiors are teacher commitment and central office support, If teachers buy into

the vision offered by program advocates and determine that their efforts have support in the

ceriral aoffice, they will report the belief thar their difficuities were justified. Linder these

condifions, second year performance should begin to climb back, with anecdotal evidence of

real student improvement. In subsequent years, abways assuming committed staffs and

supportive disiricts, school improvement should be clearly demonstrated in test scores.”

Based on this recent research, the District anticipates marked improvement at the end of the
second vear, :



Curricula and Teaching Strategies that Integrate low-cost laptop/ultra-portable netbool
computers and related technologies

We have examined several research studies on 1:1 computing practices and/or SRS to ascertain the best of
these practices and to forecast potential pitfalis, including:

North Carolina State University Evaluation of the 11 Learning Technology Initiative with 5
large traditional high schools compieted in October 2009

Center of Digital Information Report on 1:1 Compuling on K-12 Leve! studying programs in
Californiz and Maine, published in 2008 by Purdue University

Vanderbilt Center for Teaching, Classroom Response Systems (“Clickers”) by Derek Bruff,
Asgsistant Director, published in Apiil 2009.

University of Wisconsin System Study of Clickers (Student Response System) published in
May 2007

1.1 Computers. Research shows that the most eritical issue in the success of a 111 computing program is
effective leadership. Setting a vision for technology, supplying rewards for teachers who are innovative in
the use of technology, encouraging professional development, and providing time for team problem
sohving and decision-making were key factors in the success of 1:1 computing implementations. This
grant would help support that vision and the necessary incentives for teachers and students as the school
instructional program is transformed.

It has also been demonstrated that professional development activities should not be directed at
new technology but toward teaching methods. Lessons using 1:1 computing and SRS systems
should be demonstrated and evaluated as they are implemented and revised. Alse, professional
development should be continuous. Ofien, teachers reach a plateau and benefit from additional
encouragement and in-service activities that promote best practices. Without ongoing training, teachers
often use laptops merely for disseminating information, but not for advanced, interactive instructional
activities.

Student Response Svstems. The pedagogical benefits of an SRS system include student engagement,

cotlaborative leaming, and instant feedback. _ ‘ ;
Research indicates that a teacher needs to maintain "Putting up your hand in class is a pretty
student attention during & lecture but that student
attention lapses after 10 - 18 minutes of passive
listening. SRS systems encourage participation anonymous answers. Everyone is equally

from every student in the classroom, not one involved and the answers are honest. And fast.”
student at a time. SRS systems involve the reluctant

learner. Teachers need to word questions carefully

complex thing, kind of dangerous, socially and
acacemically, But everyone is willing to give

Victor Edmonds, Fducational Technology Services,
University of California at Berkeley

and provide for multiple choice and free response
questions. Questions need fo tap critical thinking, monitor knowledge, and develop student perspective.
Also, students respond best when questions connect to practical probiems.

Improving Teacher Effectiveness using low-cost laptop/ulira-portable netbook computers and
related technologies

Each of our teachers presently has a desktop computer for production tasks such as preparing learning
materials, computing grades, conducting Internet research, and using e-matl. However, if & netbook were



available to all students, a teacher also would need one in ¢lass in order to lead instruction effectively.

The District envisions using the following six approaches to provide fraining to improve teacher
effectiveness in the use of one-on-one compuling.

1. The District will allow release time for teachers in the English and mathematics divisions to lead
curriculum and technology integration teams. Those teachers will function as coaches and
instructional and curricular leaders.

2. Special workshops will be provided to all teachers of freshman math and English courses in the
use of SRS systems, Intemet research strategies, Google tools, and Web 2.0 tools. Three 4-hour
sessions outside of the classroom day will be available. Monday morning professional
development time will be used fo share best practices and to develop the standards-based
curricuiumn that uses nethbooks and SRS systems.

3. One-to-oue training and support will be given in the Technology Learning Center (TLC) by the
Engaged Learning Coordinator and TLC Coordinator in the use of equipment and techniques
unigue to the individual teacher’s classroom. The TLC staff can provide support in the classroom
during class sessions.

4. The Ilimois Computing Educators Conference (ICE) provides technology workshops in the spring
of each year, and attendance will be made available to teachers of all freshman English, reading,
and mathematics courses.

5. West 40 technelogy staff LTCIC and other relevant sresengers will be brought in for special
workshops. o .

6. 'I"hese”trai'ni‘ng opportunities will be available bevond the initial vears of this project. Research
has proven that training becomes more effective as teachers progress in their knowledge. The
District anticipates that with continued training, teachers could progress to utilizing applications
such as digital movie making and interactive WIKIS usmg SRS systems and laptops.

Innovative Delivery Strategies utilizing low-cost laptop/ultraportable netbook computers and
related technologies

The District envisions that all instruction will include student access to portable computing power. By
focusing this grant application on a specific segment of cur student population (incoming freshmen), the
District will implement a delivery strategy that will allow the school 1o introduce the enhanced,
technelogy-based curricula in a phased fashion. A phased-in, controlled setting to intraduce the
fechnology provides a mechanism to learn from each phase and thus to improve the subsequent phases of
delivery.

As the freshman cohort moves through the school during the course of their time here, the technology-
based curricula in the next phase will be prepared. It is important for ieachers to own the skills they are
tearning; if they develop activities that work in their classrooms with the help of the TLC staf?, the
recommended changes can endure.

Integration of low-cost fapiop/ultra-portable netbook computers and related iechnologies with
Curricula and Instruction e

With this opportunity to embrace one-io-one computing and fo irrunerse our students in these curricula,
we can improve teacher effectiveness and student achievement and produce a significant impact on
student academic achievement and instruction.



Phase Activity

Timing

Follow-up Goal

1 Teacher training on netbooks

Teacher training on SRS systems

Summer 2010

Sumsmer 2010

Use the netbook in a class
activity at Jeast 2 times a
week.

Use twice a class for 5
weeks: Aim for every 15 fo
20 minutes within a class
period thereafter,

2 One week of student training prior to

receiving netbooks

for use n their own classes

Teachers do a search for online

Dermonstrate effective netbook lessons
and lessons using SRS for teachers

Teachers develop activities and lessons

resources and local and global learning
comununities to inciude in lessons

Fall 2010

Fall 2010

Summer 2010 and
Fall 2010

Fall 2010

Students are active
participants in class using
netbooks and SRS system

Teachers develop their own

activities and lessons

Ongeing building of new
lessons as the semester
progresses *

Ongoing connections

3 Teacher training on Reading Plus,

Agile Mind, Neuron, Turndtin,

who already use the software

Mastery Manager by staff members

Mid-October 2016

Faculty support each other
with the more sophisticated
tools in software available

4 Teacher training on Web 2.0 tools
including Google Docs, Google
SketchUp, Geogle Scholar, Web
Quests, Rubric Maker (RubiStar)

Through June 2011 as
demanded

Begin looking at Web 3.0

Professional Development

Acceptance of this proposal represents a significant departure for the creation of curricula for the District.
The school’s professional development schedule will be expanded. Using the TLC staff, the District will
continue to provide staff development af least four thmes a year to groups of teachers, the principal,
library media staff, and administrators in the effective use of netbooks, Web 2,0 tools on the Internet and
SRS systems, The TLC currently provides a training opportunity we call a “Booster Day.” Teackers
spend the day in the TLC working on a technology topic which relates directly to their subject matter

while the District pays for a substitute. In the proposed project, each teacher of freshman math or English

will be reguired to schedule a Booster Day on a topic of interest pertaining to specific classes. In addition,
the District will create stipend-based technology position(s) in each department to facilitate adoption and

effective knowledge transfer.

Special care will be taken to ensure all professional development is aligned with state standards (1.e.
NETS-T) and that the assessment mechanism is developed up front to effectively monitor our progress

toward the ultimate goal.




Teachers will write questions aligned to state standards and will use Swrvey Monkey to assess data
collected to determine whether instructors have successfully implemented integrated experiences that
properly use digital tools such as nethooks, Web 2.0 tools, the SRS system, and software such as Reading
Plus (online reading comprehension software) and Agile Mind (online math software) to promote
mmproved student achievement,

Coliaboration with Adulf Literacy Service Providers

As part of this proposal the District will work closely with school-sponsored parent groups including the
PTO and APPLE (an African American parent group) to ensure tha! parents are active participants in the
enhanced instructional program. This communication will take the form of at least two meetings
throughout the school yvear. The school websile, newsletters, and weekly HFluskie Events e-mails will
provide information to us. Feedback opportunities will be available through surveys on Survey Monkey.

Our present student information and management systemn, Skyward, promotes parent involvement as
pariners with OPRFHS to improve student achievement. Through Skyward’s Family Access, parents can
oversee their student’s completion of wark and achievement in the classroom. Nethooks can be brought
home and taken to local libraries for parents who do not have home or work access to the Internet thus
providing parents equal access to Skyward which otherwise might not be available,

At thig time, owr communities do not have an adult literacy service. The Oak Park Public Library refers
requests for adult literacy services to a group called Literacy Volunteers of Western Cook County. Triton
College offers courses in ESL, reading, writing, and HSE or GED. Our plan does not affect either of these
prograsms.

Increased Accessibility

Increased accessibility to integrated technology could be problematic because the instruction in non-
freshman math and English classes currently is not being tailored to using computers in class. [t is at a
teacher’s discretion whether computers are used during class. The plan as we have envisioned it allows
for both students and teachers to have increased access to low-cost laptop/ulira-portable netbook
computers and related technologics as the freshman cohort moves through their high school years.

Jssung netbooks to all freshmen allows them to have access o school technology resources for their
freshman year and their next three years at OPRFHS. Upper classmen will have increased access to the
labs because freshiman will have their own computers. In each succeeding year, the District intends to
provide each incoming freshman student with a netbook for their years at OPRFHS, thus continuing the
work begun with this grant. A careful assessment of the District’s filtering software will be made so that
useful classroom use of Intemnet sites will not be blocked.

Type and Costs
See Budget attached as Section 9 of this grant proposal.

The District would purchase Lenovo netbooks with 6-hour batteries for students and teachers of ninth
grade math and English courses. The District also would purchase Tuming Point SRS systems for these
teachers.

Coordination of Activities

The grant will be coordinated by the CIO in conjunction with the OPRFHS Assistant Superintendent for
Curriculum and Instruction. They will work with TLC staff {o coordinate workshops and provide time for



teacher professional development. This proposal meshes with the Distriet’s plan to implement the
following technologies:

Wireless projectors throughout the school {3-year project)

Improved wireless infrastructure thronghout the school (4-year project)

Inferactive hoards in science, business, and technology classrooms (2-vear project)

Tablet computers for math teachers (3-year project)

Interactive response devices {SRS) for teachers {4-year project commencing with the 2010 grant}
Netbooks for all members of the incoming freshman class of 2010 based on this grant. All
succeeding freshiman classes will receive netbooks funded partially with district financing and
partially through the introduction of a cornputer fee.

o NS A =

Supperting Resources

To facilitate the plan implementation, the Distriet will need to purchase the Tuming Point student
response system software as wel! as the following services:

s Workshops and presentations from experts in basing instruction on computer assets

o  LTCIC West 40 Technology support training

e Registration for teachers at ICE and other technology conferences
The District zlse will need to purchase the following suppoerting hardware:

¢ Wircless access points

s  Printers available to students working on netbooks

® Possible electrical upgrades

s Ceiling mounting devices for classroom projectors

e Additional batferies and chargers

» Padded cases 1o protect netbooks in student backpacks

Cost-Effectiveness

With this budget the District will be able to give access to all freshmen and their teachers. We believe we
can outfit the classrooms of 30 teachers of freshman math and English courses with projectors and
software that will enable SRS system capability. Seventy-five percent of the funds will purchase
equipment and software to support learning; 25% of the funds will be used for professional development.

Project Sustainability

The District plans to integrate the acquisition of netbooks into its ongoeing school fee process. Instituting a
$125 computer fee and using District funding can provide the annual $750,000 needed. After four years,
the only new expense to the District 1s the purchase of new netbooks for the new incoming freshunan
class. The District has a history of retaining experiments that work., We have maintained the Technology
Learning Center used for professional development for 12 years after it was first funded by a grant and
have funded the Engaged Learning Coordinator for 10 years beyond the original grant to help provide
mstruction with teachers and in the classroom in the use of engaged leaming (real-world} technology in
the classroom. With the present tax base and confinued community support for education, the District will
he able to sustain computers and other associated costs for incoming freshmen each year.



Pregram Evaluation — Tools

Far over & decade, a strong ethic of reporting program effectiveness has been in place at OPRFHS. Before
the advent of NCLBA, the administration shared with the Board of Education, the faculty and staff, and
the commurity patterns of student acluevement and the results of programumatic efforts to alter the
persistent gaps that appear when the data is disaggregated by race and other subgroups. In recent vears,
the school leadership recognized that a more useful approach for teachers, administraiors, the Board, or
the community was warranied. In 2004, the school purchased Skyward, a student information system, to
help in data coliection, tracking, reporting, and analysis. This past school vear the administration
purchased classroom-based assessment software and settied on Mastery Manager, a web-based program
that focuses teechers and administrators on the timely review of student outcomes and helps them align
those results with curriculum standards. Mastery Manager was piloted in algebra and college English
courses in the 20072008 school year and has been nsed more widely this school year. The teachers and
school ieadership agree that greater opportunities and benefits exist in using Mastery Manager more
extensively if more training and support for the program were made available to teachers of core
acadernic areas that need Improvement. The school has built a framework of assessments to measure and
predict progress toward SIP goals.

Students take the exams according to the following schedule:

EXPLORE - In December of eighth grade

PLAN —In April of ninth grade

IACT ~ In April of tenth grade (the JACT is a retired ACT test scored by the District)
e PSAF/ACT - In April of eleventh grade

Using the exams listed above we Intend 10 track student and program performance longitudinally in the
areas of math and English programs. The EXPLORE test given to students while they are still in the
eighth grade will also be part of the course selection and placement process. Those tests are scored within
the District using the Mastery Manager scoring system. Those test results become one of the baseline
measures to defermine the effectiveness of the technology integration across the school.

® & @

As we develop curriculum-based standards for the math and English programs, we intend to use the ACT
college readiness standards. Those published standards will be used for curriculum alignment and
evaluation, In addition to grade level review of EPAS data, a core group of teachers already has been
trained to use Mastery Manager to track student achievement more consistently and regularly so that
mterventions may be apphied in real ime and 1o achieve conststency of academic outcomes across
classrooms to guide instruction. Those teachers will take on the role of data-leaders as we encourage
teachers to look at data on a classroom level to alter and improve mstructional methods.

Also, we plan to use additional data points to measure student growth in key areas addressed by the
technology support funded by the grant. At the beginning and at the end of the school year, all ninth
graders will be assessed using a standardized and nationally normed reading exam, Those scores will be
placed into the current student management system for consideration when writing and implementing
curricular changes.

School faculty and staff will enhance the current system of information collection, analysis, and reporting
to measure progress and suggest changes to the plan, The school has already used Mastery Manager in
algebra and college English courses. In the coming school year, our plan is to work with teams of teachers
to expand the reach of the Mastery Manager software to more classrooms. For example, student
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achievement and academic culcomes in specific classes, across sections of the same course, or for an
entire grade level, could be collected and reported to determine the rate of improvement and to identify
classrooms where instructional changes have produced significant increases in student achievement.

Reports on the progress of all school-based initiatives occur on a semester basis or as needed, Reports are
issued to the Board of Education and shared with all instructional leaders in the school, including
Division Heads, Assistant Principals, and faculty association leadership. Reports would also be issued to
the parent community via the school Outreach Coordinator and the Community Relations Committee.

Program Evaluation Achievement
We expect fo see improvement in the following measures!

On the ACT-type tests including the EXPLORE, PLAN and IACT exams, the established EPAS
guidelines suggest that students are expected to'grow 1 to 3 points in their composite score over the
course of one year. Over the course of two vears, we could expect 2 to 6 points of growth for a student.

Gur goal would be to show average growth in excess of 3 points for all students on an annual basis. For
purposes of this grant we would track test results for the subscore areas of math, reading and English as
well as the composite score available in each test. Also, we would disaggregate the date by gender, race,
and for students with disabilities in order to align with NCLBA practices and encourage the development,
implementation, and revision of specific technologies and programs that are effective or ineffective with
our students.

Furthermore, our own internal review of school-based EPAS datd has shown that students who score
within a specific range on the PLAN composite score are likely to meet or exceed on the state-issued
PSAFE/ACT. The benchmark PLAN score of 18 has proved effective as an indicator of whether or niot
students will meet or exceed on the state test, We would use that benchmark, as well as an analysis of the
rate of growth for students on the aligned EPAS tests, as we move forward to gauge the effectiveness of
the technology and curricular changes we have made.

With regard to reading proficiency, we would expect all students to gain at least a full vear in reading
grade level no matter in what area of the curriculum they participated. We consider reading a critical
learning skill, and the leadership of the District has embarked on an effort to ensure that all students
accomplish grade level proficiency in reading by the time they graduate from the high school.

Also, teachers will evaluate progress with an evaluation tool developed with the website Survey Monkey.
Teachers will provide feedback on their levels of expertise, satisfaction, and comfort using the new
technologies available through the support of the grant resources. Surveys will be conducted at the end of
cach semester of the school vear.
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ATTACHMENT 4

ILLINOIS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION
Curriculum and Instruction Division
100 North First Sirest, C-215
Springfizid, L 62777-0001

Enhancing Education Through Technology {(EETT) Equitable Participation of
Private, Nonpublic Schoois

The equitable participation requirements i Subpart 1 of Part E of Title iX of the ESEA apply to the Title I, Part D, EETT programs, Private
school participation requirements cannot be satisfied simply by inviting private schools to participate in programs and/or activities designed
for pubiic school students, teachers or other educational personnel. Consultation must occur before the siate education agency (SEA) or local
educational agency (LEA) makes any decision that affects the opportunities of eligible private scheol children, teachers, and other educational
personnel. Further, sach LEA must provide the SEA with a written affirmation signed by officlals of each participating privata school that such
consultation has occurred,

School districts and eligible local entifies must engage In imely and meaningful consultation with appropriate private school officials during the
design and develepment of programs and continue the consultation throughout the implementation of these programs. Schoal districts and
local entities must provide, on an equitable basis, special educational services or other benefits that address the needs under the program of
children, teachers, and other educational personnel in private schools in areas served by the districts and local entities. Expenditures for edu-
cational services and other benefits for private schoot children, teachers, and other educational persornel must be equal, taking into account
the number and educational needs of the children to be served, to the expendiiures for participating public school chitdran.

The law requires the consultations to address:

+  How children's neads wlll be identified;

+  What services will be provided;

+ How, whers, and by whom services wilf be offered;

«  How services will be assessed and how results of the assessment will be used to improve those services;

»  The size and scope of the equitable services to be provided to the eligible private schoot children, teachers, and other education
personnal and the amount of funds available for those services;
The method or sources of data usaed to determine the number of children from iow-income families in participaiing scheol-attendance
areas who attend private schools; and i

+  How and when the agency will make decisions about the delivery of services, including & thorough consideration and analysis of
the views of private schoo! officials on the provision of contract services through potential third-party providers. If the district dis-
agrees with the private school officials on the provision of services by third-party providers, the district must provide fo private school
officials a written explanation of the reasons why the district has chesen not o use a contractor.

We hereby testify that the private school named below was given an opportunity fo participate in pianning the proposed EETT project and that
the above has ocourred as indicated by the below signatures:

[} Yes, we wish to continue participating. No, we do not wish to participate.
Oek Park and River Forest High School District 200 Trinity High School
Ristrict Name and Number Private/Nor-Profit School

I O GrZri_* Bl ot
Original Signa{ﬁ‘e-ieﬁecriérijﬁ\dmimstratrve Agent  Crigina! Signature of Private Schod! Administrator

e 1/~ 10
/7

Date Date

ISBE 00-14P (2/09) FY10 EETT



ATTACHMENT 4

ILLINGIS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION
Curriculum and Instruction Division
100 North First Streset, C-215
Springfiaid, 1L 82777-0001

Enhancing Education Through Technology (EETT) Equitable Participation of
Private, Nonpublic Schools

The equitabie participation requirements in Subpart 1 of Part E of Title 1X of the ESEA apply to the Title Il, Part D, EETT programs. Private
school parficipation requirements cannot be satisfied simply by inviting private schools to participate in programs and/or activities designed
for public school students, teachers or other educational personnel, Consultation must oocwr before the state education agency (SEA) or local
educational agency (LEA) makes any decision that affects the opportunities of eligisle private school children, teachers, and other educational
personnel. Further, gach LEA must provide the SEA with a written affirmation signed by officials of sach pariicipating private school that such
consultation has coecurred. : :

School districis and eligible local entiles must engage In timely and meaningful consultation with appropriate private school officiats during the
design and develepmant of programs and continue the consuitation throughout the implementation of these programs. Sohoo! districts and
local entities must provide, on an equitabie basis, special educational services or other benefits that address the needs under the program of
chiidren, teachers, and other educational personne! in private schools in areas served by the districts and iocal entities, Expenditures for edu-
cational services and other benefits for private school children, teachers, and cother educational personnel must be equal, taking inta account
the number and educational needs of the children to be served, o the expenditures for participating public school children.

The law reguires the consultations to address:

+  How children's needs will be identified;

»  What services will be provided;

s How, where, and by whom services will be offered,

«  How services will be assessed and how results of the assessment will be used fo improve those services;

»  The size and scope of the eguitable servicas to be provided to the eligible private school chitdren, teachers, and other education
personnel and the amount of funds available for those services;

«  The method or sources of data used 1o determine the number of children from low-income families in pariicipating school attendance
areas whe attend private schools; and
How and when the agency will make dacisions about the delivery of services, including & thorough consideration and analysis of
the views of private school officials cn the provision of contrast services through potentlal third-party providers. | the district dis-
agrees with the private schoot officials on the provision of services by third-party providers, the district must provide to private school
officials a written explanation of the reascons why the district has chosen not to use a contractor,

We hereby testify that the private school named below was given an opporiunity to participate in planning the proposed EETT project and that
the above has cccurred as indicaled by the below signatures:

| Yas, we wish fo continue participafing. | ¥ No, we do not wish to participate.

Qak Park and River Forest High School District 200 . Fenwick
District Name and Number Private/Non-Prefit School

o

ot P 4
Bral)- T ek P (Bt
Original Signature Supatir‘ende{mﬂ\d mistrative Agent ,@rig“:ﬁa;l Signature of Private School Admintstrator
;
L300 e

Date Date

ISBE 00-14P (2/09) FY10 EETT
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ILLINOIS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION ATTACHMENT 5
Currigutumn and instruction Division
100 North First Street, C-215
Springliatd, linois 62777-0C01

_ FY 2010 ARRA TITLE 11D
ENHANCING EDUCATION THROUGH TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM (COMPETITIVE)
ILLINOIS SCHOOL REFORM THROUGH TECHNOLOGY INITIATIVE

PROGRAM-SPECIFIC TERMS OF THE GRANT

No subcontracting is allowed without prior wiitten approval of the State Superintendent of Education. See item 7 of the document
titled "Certifications and Assurances, and Standard Terms of the Grant” for the type of information that must be submitted with
the proposal about any proposed subcontracts to be funded with the grant.

Grantees will meet the allowable costs found in Section 80,22 of EDGAR hitp/fwww ed gov/policyfund/regiedgarReg/edgar.pd,
as well as the OMB Circular A-87 hitpi/iwww.whitehouse gov/OMB/circulars/a087/a087-all himi,

Grantees must meat the 25% professional development requirement and parficipate in professional deveiopment conducted by
the Hlincis Learning Technology Centers. The professional development must be ongoing, sustained, and intensive, high-guality
professional development. Recipients shall provide prefessional development in the integration of advanced technologies, inciuding
smerging technologies, into curricula and instruction and in using thase technologies to create new learning environments.

Fiscal Requirements

»  Any hardware and software purchased and salaries or stipends provided will supplement, not supplant, the lavel of services
that would have been provided in the absencge of monias received from fhis fund.

« When an entity other thar. a high-need LEA serves as the fiscal agent for a partnership, the applicant must retain in its records
the letter requesting that it serve as the fiscal agent.

+  The ﬁsfcaJ agent will be accountabie for the accurate tracking and inventorying of alt hardware and software purchased with
EETT funds. :

» The fiscal agent maintains title 1o equipment purchased with Ed Tech funds and placed in private schoot and shouid be clearly
iabeled and identified as the districl’s property. .

The grantee agrees io participate fully in the required student assessmant activities outlined in the Reguest for Proposal.

~ The grantes must participate in any state or naticnal evaluations of the Enhancing Education Through Technology Program.

Private School Participation
The LEA assures that the services, materials, software and hardware provided to private schoois will be secular, neutral and
non-ideclogical in nature.

Evaluation/Reporting Requirements:

«  The Grantee agrees to cooperate with all Fedaral ARRA reporting reguirements.

+  The Grantee agrees {0 cooperate with carrying out any evaluation conducted by, or for, the Hinots State Board of Education,
the United States Deparment of Education, of other federal or state officials,

+  The Grantee agrees to provide such program data and other information that may be requested by the lilincis State Board
of Education or the United States Department of Education.

»  The Grentee agreas school districts/parinership members agree to lllinols State Board of Education site visitations for the
purpose of monitoring grant implementation and will provide all requested documentation to ISBE personnet in a timely manner.

« The Grantee musi complets the Annual Performance Report within 30 calendar days of the ending period of the grant,

The Grantea must provide to the Ilinois State Board of Education a copy of the content filter purchass order and vendor invoice for
compliance with the Chitdren's Internet Protection Act (CIPA}. Documents shouid clearly show that the content filter was purchased
for use during the 2008-2008 School Year (FY 2009) andior has been purchased for the 2009-2010 schooi year (FY2010)

The Grantee must provide & copy of its Acceptable Use Policy {AUP).
Successful applicants will be subject 1o the provisions of Section 511 of P.L. 104-18€ (the "Stevens Amendment”) due to the use

of fedaral funds for this program. Al announcements and other materials publicizing this program must include statements as
to the amount and proportion of federal funding involved.

The undersigned affirms, under penalfies of perjury, that he or she is authorized to exgcule the terms of the grant set forth above en
behalf of the applicant.

Oak Park and River Forest High Schoal Distriet 200

. Name of Hoant
By 14710 ‘QJ&AQ / Superintendeant
Date Original Signature of SupEW.‘trénU nyar futhorized CHficlal Title

iSBE 00-144 Program Specifics (4/09)



ATTACHMENT 5
Page 10i8
lfincis State Board of Education

CERTIFICATIONS AND ASSURANCES, AND STANDARD TERMS OF THE GRANT

Oak Park and River Forest High Schoot District 200
{Insert Applicant’s Name Here)
The applicantaward recipient (hereinafiar the term applicant inciudes award recipient as the context requires), hereby certifies and
assures the Hiinois State Board of Education that:

1. Applicantis a(n): (Check ons)
D Individual j Corporaion [} Partnership || Unincorporated association || Government entity

Social Security Account Number, Federal Employer tdentification
Number or Region/County/District /School Code, &8 applicable:  _1401820007130001

2. The applicant has the necessary legal authorlly 10 apply for and fo receive the propesed award. The filing of this application has
been authorized by the goveming body of the applicant, and the undersigned representative has been duly authorized (o file this
application for and in behalf of said applicant, and otherwise to act as the authorized representative of the applicant in
connection with this application and any award in relation thereto,

DEFINITIONS

“Applicant” means an individual, entity or entities for whish grant funds may be available and has made application t¢ the Hiinois State
Board of Bducation for an award of such grant funds.,

“Award recipient” means the person, eniity or entities that are fo recelve or have received grant funds through an award from the lllinois
State Board of Education. The terms “grantee” and "award recipient” may be used interchangeably.

"Expenditure through dates” are from the project beginning date through September 30, Dacember 31, March 31 and June 30 of each
fiscal year and the project ending date. ' ' )

“Grant” means the award of funds, which are {0 be expended in accordance with the Grant Agreement for 2 particular project. The terms
“grant”, “award” and "project” may be used interchangeably.

“Project” means the activilies to be parformed for which grant funds are being sought by the applicant.
The capitalized word "Term”, means the period of time from the project beginning date through the project ending date.
PROJECT
3. The project proposed in the application, and as negotiated and finalized by the parties in the Grant Agreement, is hereinafter
referred to as the "project”. In planning the proiect there has been, and in estabiishing and carrying out the project, there will be
(to the extent applicable i the project), participation of persons broadly representative of the cultural and educational resources

of the area to be served, inciuding persons represeniative of the interests of potential beneficiaries,

4. Applicants may be asked {o clarify certain aspects of thelr propesals/applications prior o final agresment on the terms of the
project.

5. Al funds provided shall be used solely for the purposes stated in the approved proposal/application.
8. The project will be administered by or under the supervision of the applicant and in accordance with the laws and regulations

applicable to the grant. The applicant will be responsibie for and obtain all necessary permits, licenses or consent forms as may
be required to implement the project,

SUBCONTRACTING

7. Nosubcontracting Is allowed under this project, except as set forth in the Grant Agreement.

If subcontracting is allowed, then all project responsibiiities are to be refained by the applicant to ensure compliance with the
terms and condftions of the grant. All subcontracting must be documented and must have the prier written approval of the State
Superintandent of Education. Approval of subcontracts shall be subject to the same criteria as are applied to the original proposalf
application, The following Information s required If any subcontracting is (o be utilized:

= Name(s) and address(es} of subcontractor(s);
«  Need and purpose for subcontracting:

ISBE 85-1038 (3/09)




Page 2of 6

e Measurable and time-specific services to be provided;

»  Associalion costs, l.e., amounis to be paid under subcontracts;

s Projected number of participants to'be served.
The applicant may not assign, convey or transfer s rights to the grant award without the prior written consent of the State Board of
Education.

FINANCIAL TERMS

8,

1C.

11

12,7

13.

14,

Payment under this grant is subject to passage of a sufficlent app'ropriation by the General Assembly for the program.
Obligations of the State Board of Education will cease immediately without further obligation should the agency fall to receive
sufficient funds (L.e. state, federal or other} for this program.

An applicant must not obligate funds prior 1o the start date of the project set forth in the final Grant Agreement. The project’'s start
date cannot pracade the start of the fiscal year for which the funds are appropriated.

All ptoject activities must be completed betwesn the project beginning date and the ending date (the “Term”). Liguidation of alt
obiigations, ingiuding the current year's audit fee, should be completed no fater than 90 calendar days after the project ending
date.

The applicant understands that paymeni for approved services and expenses will be made on a cash nseds basis, and that
payment will be made in sccordance with applicable stetutes, regulations and standards after an application for payment is
submitted to the State Board of Education. Vouchers for payment will be submitied {o the Office of the Comptroller according o
the payment schedule atteched to the final Grant Agreement. The payment schadule shall be based on the projected date of
expenditures, Paymenis will be withheld from scheduted amounts if expenditure reports show excess cash on hand.

An approved budget may be amended by compieting the Budget Summary form 1o show the new amounts required and
attaching an explanation for the changes. An amendment to the Grant Agreement must be enterad into whenever any individual
cell changes by more than §1,000 or 20 percent, whichever is larger. An amendment tc the Grant Agreement must also be entered
into whenever an award recipient proposes 1o use funds for allowabls expenditures not identified in the currently approved budget,
if the scope of the project is expected to change, or if the overall grant award must be Increased,

Obligation of funds for items or sarvices based cn amendments cannot be encumbered prior 0 the date of receipt at ISBE of &
substantially approvable budget amendmen: provided the scopefintent of the approved project has not changed. If the scopefintant
of a projest changes basad on an amendment, programmatic approval must be obtained prior to the obligation of funds based on
the amendment. ISBE shall be the final determiner of whether an amendment changes the scopefintent of a project. The begin
date of the project cannot precede the beginning of the fiscal year for which the funds are appropriated. Reguests for budget
amendmenis must be received by the State Board of Education no later than 30 calendar days prior to the project ending date for
which the amendment is baing sought.

Funds granted for the operation of this project must be used exclusively for the purposes stated in the approved proposal/
application and must be expendad in accordance with the approved budget and the award recipient’s policies and procedures
related ‘o such expenditures. Funds may only be expended or obilgated for activities occurring during the Term.

A.  State funded grants: All grant funds and earmed interest shall be subject to the HHlinois Grant Funds Recovery Act (30 1LCS
705). Interest earned on State funded grant programs and grant funds not expended or obligated by the end of the Term, as -
well as interest sarned after the Term has expired, must be returned {o the ilinois State Board of Education within 45 days
foliowing the end of the Term.

B. Federally funded granis: Interest earmad in excess of $100 per vear must be refurned to the ilincis State Board of
Education, with checks payabie 1o the federal agency issuing the grant {e.g., U.S. Department of Education, U.S.
Depariment of Agricufture],

For-Profit award recipients shall not utilize grant funds tn any mannar for normal operating expenses or {o generate & profit. The
applicant certifies that notwithstanding any other provision of the application, proposal or Grant Agreament, grant funds shali not
be used and will not be used to provide religicus instruction, conduct worship services, or engage in any form of proselytization.

Financial Reports: Quarterly expenditure reports are required of all award recipients receiving funds, unless otherwise specified
in the program specific terms or the request for proposals. The expenditure through dates to be used in reporting expenditufés.
and obligations are from the project baginning date through September 30, December 31, March 31 and June 30 of each fiscal
year and the project ending date.

If you have an established IWAS account with the lllincis State Board of Education, you will be etectronically notified when
expenditure reports are due and you must submif expenditure reports electronically by the due date. If you are nof enrclled in
WAS, expenditure report forms will be mailed to the award recipient at least thirty days before thay are due to the lilincis Stafe
Board of Education. Expenditure reports are due 30 days after the expenditure through date, Fallure to file the required reports
within the timelines will result in a breach of the Grant Agreement. Upon any such breach, the State Board of Education may,
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without limitation, withhold current and subseguent years’ preject funding until the reports are properly filed.

All grant funds must be spent or obfigated and all activities must be completed prior to the project ending date. Each award recipient
must submit a completion report showing the obligations and the expenditures for the project no later than 30 calendar days after
the project ending date.

if & completion report was filed through the project ending date and had no outsianding obligations, the compietion report will be
the award racipiant's final expenditurs report. Fallure 1o submit this completionffinal expenditure report will result in current and
subseguent years project funding being withhaid until the report is received. In cases where final expenditures are less than total
disbursemants, the overpaymerit must be returned to the State Board of Education within 45 calendar days of the proiect ending
date for all state grants or federal grants that do not expressly aliow carryover funds. Failure to retum the funds will resultin a
breach of the Grant Agresment. Upon any such breach, the State Board of Education may, without imitation, withhotd current and
subseqguent years' project funding until the overpayment is returmned.

If 2 completion report was filed with outstanding obligations, then & final expenditure report showing total project expenditures {with
2l prior obligations paid) must be submitted no later than 80 catendar days after the project ending date. Fallure to submit the final
expenditure report will result in current and subsequent years’ project funding being withheid unti the report is recelved. in cases
where final expenditures arg lesg than total disbursements, the overpayment must be relurned ic the Siate Board of Education
within 45 calendar days from the date of first notice of the amount due for all state grants or federal grants that do not expressly allow
carryover funds, Fallure to return the funds will result in 2 breach of the Grant Agreement. Upon any such breach, the Siate Board
of Education may, without limitation, withhold current and subseguent years' project funding until the overpayment is returned.

15, The award recipient wili maintain records on project and fiscal activities related to each award for a perniod of three {3) vears
following the project ending date efther for a siate-funded or federally funded project. Such records shall include 2 fiscal accounting
for afl monies in accordance with generally accepted governmental accounting principles. if there are outstanding audit exceptions,
records will be retained on file until such exceptions are closed out fo the satisfaction of the State Board of Education.

16. The State Board of Education and other governmental entities with program monitoring authority shall, during the Term and for
a period of three (3) years thereafter {or undil no outstanding audit exceptions remain, whichever is later), have the right at any
time to condust on-site or off-site inspections of the award recipient's records and project cperations for auditing and monitoring
purposes. The award recipient shall, during the Term and for a period of three (3) years thereafter (or untii no ouistanding sudit
exceptions remain, whichever is tater) and upon the request of the Siate Board of Edusation, provide the State Board of Education
wih information and documentation regarding the award reciplent's progress or performance with respect to the administration and
cparation of the project.

NO BINDING OBLIGATION

17.  The applicant acknowledges and agrees that the sslection of its proposal for funding, or approval 1o fund an application, shali not
be deemed to be a binding chligation of the Siate Beoard of Education until such time as a final Grani Agreement is entered into
between the applicant and the State Board of Education. Prior io the execution of a final Grani Agreement, the State Board of
Education may withdraw its award of funding to the appiicant at any time, for any reason.

COPYRIGHT

18.  Allrights, including copyright to data, information and/or other materials developed pursuant to an award, are retained by the State
Board of Education, uniess ctherwise agreed in writing by the Siate Board of Education. All such work products produced by the
award recipient through work pursuant to the award shall be made available 1o the State Board of kducation upon request.

DEFAULT AND TERMINATION

18,  The award recipient will be in default of the grant award and the corresponding Grant Agreement i it breaches any representation or
warranty made in the Grani Agreement, the Program Specific Terms or in these Certifications and Assurances, and Standard Terms
of the Grant, or fails v observe or perform any covenant, agreement, obligation, duty or provision set forth in the Grant Agreement,
the Program Specific Terms or in these Ceriifications and Assurances. and Standard Terms of the Grant, Upon default by the award
reciptent and written notification by the State Board of Education, the award recipient will have ten days in which to cure the default
to the satisfaction of the State Board of Education. If the default is not cured o the satisfaction of the Siate Board of Education,
the State Board of Education shall thereafter have full right and authorily to terminate the Grant Agreement, and/or seek such other
remedy that may be available at law or in equity. Upon termination of the Grant Agreement, the award recipient will cezse all uss of
grant funds, shall cancel ali cancelabis obligations reiating o the project, and shall return all unexpended grant funds io the State
Board of Education within 45 days of termination.

INDEMMIFICATION
20. Te the fullest extent permitied by law. the award recipient shall indemnify, defend and hold harmiess the State of ingis, the State

Board of Education, and their respective members, officers, agents and empioyees against ali claims, demands, suits, liabilities,
injuries (personal or bodly), property damage, causes of action, losses, costs, expenses, damages or penalties, ncluding, without
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limitation, reasonable defense costs, reasonable legal fees, and the reasonable value of time spent by the Altorney General's Office,
arising or resulting from, or occasioned by or in connection with (I} any bodily injury or property damsge resufiing or arising from
any act or omission to act (whether negligent, willful, wrongful or otherwisa) by the award recipient, its subcontractors, subgrantees,
volunteers, anyone directly or indirectly emploved by them or anyene for whose acts they may be liabie; (i) failure by the award
recipient or its subcontractors, subgrantees, or volunteers fo camply with any laws applicable to the performance of the grant, (iil) any
breach of the Grant Agreemant, including, without Emitation, any represantation or wamanty provided by the award reciplent hergin;
{iv) any infingement of any copyright, trademark, patent or other intellectual property right: or (v) the alleged unconstitutionality or
invalidity of the Grant Agreemeant. Neither the award recipient nor its employees or subcontractors shall be considerad agents or
employees of the State Board of Education or of the State of illincis.

If the applicant is & government unit only, it is understood and agreed that neither the applicant nor the Siate Board of Education
shall be liable to each other for any negligent or wrongful acts, eithar of commission or omission, unless such liability is imposed
by law.

GENERAL CERTIFICATION AND ASSURANCES

21.

22,

23,

24,

25

28,

27.

28,

28.

30.

The applicant will cbey all applicable state and federal laws, regulations, and gxecutive orders, including without limitation: those
regarding the confidentiality of student records, such as the Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA) (20 U .5.C. 12329}
and the lilinois School Student Records Act (ISSRA) (105 ILCS 10/1 et seq.); those prohibiting discrimination on the basis of race,
calor, national origin, sex, age, or handicap, such as Title iX of the Amendments of 1672 (20 U.8.C. 1681 etseq.), the [liinois Human
Rights Act (775 1LCS 5/1-101 st seq.), the individuals with Disabilities Education Act (20 U.5.C. 1400 et seq.), the Age Discrimination
in Employment Act of 1867 (28 U.8.C. 621 et seq.), Titles VI and Vi of the Civil Rights Act of 1884 (42 U.5.C. 2000d et seq., 2000e
at seq.), the Public Works Employment Discrimination Act (775 ILCS 10/0.01 et seq.}, and the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1850
(42 U.8.C. 12101 et seq.); and the tlinols School Code (105 ILCS 5/1-1 et seq.). Further, no award recipient shall deny access to
the program fundad under the grant to students who lack documentation of thelr immigration status or legal presence in the United
States (Plyler v. Dog, 457 U.5. 202, 102 3.Ct. 2382 {1882)).

The applicant is not barred from entering into this contract by Sections 33£-3 and 33E-4 of the Criminal Code of 1861 (720 L.CS
5/33E-3, 33E-4). Sections 33E-3 and 33E-4 prohibit the receipt of a siate coniract by a contractor who has been convicted of bid-
rigging or bid-rotating.

If the appliéant is an individual, the applicant is not in default an an sducational loan as provided in 5 ILCS 385/3.

The épplicam is not prohibited from receiving & grant award from the Siate of llinois because it pays dues or fees on behalf of its
employees or agents or subsidizes or otherwise reimburses them for payment of their dues or fees to any club which uniawfully
discriminates (775 ILCS 25/1).

The applicant certifles it has informed the State Superintendent of Education in writing if any employee of the applicant was
formerly employed by the State Board of Education and has received an early retirement incentive under 40 ILCS 5/14-108.3 or
40 ILCS 5/16-133.3 (linois Pension Code). The applicant acknowiedges and agrees that if such early retirement incentive was
recelved, the Grant Agreement is not vaiid unless the official executing the agreement has made the appropriate filing with the
Auditor General prior to execution. '

The applicant shall notify the State Superintendent of Education if the applicant solicits or intends to solicit for employment any of
the State Board of Education’s employess during any part of the application process or during the Term of the Grant Agreement.

if applicable, the applicant shall be required to observe and comply with provisicns of the Prevailing Wage Act. 820 ILCS 13011 et
seq., which applies it the wages of 1aborers, mechanics and other workers employed in any public works.

The applicant certifies that it is (a) current as 1o the {iling and payment of any applicable federal, state and/or local taxes; and (b) not
delinquent in its payment of moneys owed {0 any federal, state or local unit of government.

The applicant represents and warrants that all of the certifications and assurances set forth herein and attached hereto are and shail
remain true and correct through the Term of the grant.  During the Term of the grant, the award reciplent shall provide the Hiinois
State Board of Education with notice of any change in circumstances affecting the certifications and assurances within ten {10) days
of the change. Failure to maintain all certifications and assurances or provide the required notice will result in the lllinois State Board
of Education withholding future project funding untif the award recipient provides documentation evidencing tha! the award recipient
has retumned to compliance with this provision, as determined by the State Board of Education.

Any applicant not subject to Section 10-21.9 of the School Code certifies that a fingerprint-based criminal history records check
through the lilinois State Police and & check of the Statewide Sex Offender Database will be performed for all of its 1) employees,
it volunteers, and iif) all employses of persons or firms holding contracts with the applicant, who have direct contact with children
receiving services under the grant; and such applicant shall not i) empioy individuals, i) allow individuals to volunteer, or iii) enter
into & contract with a person or firm who employs individuals, who will have direct contact with children receiving servicas under the
grant who have besn convicted of any offense ideniified in subsection (¢} of Section 10-21.9 of the Scheol Cede (105 ILCS 5/10-
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31

32.

33,

34.

21 8{c)) or have been found fo be the perpetrator of sexual or physical abuse of any minor under 18 years of age pursuant fo
proceedings under Article il of the Juvenile Court Act of 1987 {705 ILCS 405/2-1 et seq.).

Any applicant that does not have a caiculated indirect cost rate from the iliinois State Board of Education or does not utiiize their
restricted indirect cost rate as caloulated by the lilinois State Board of Education certifies that it has developed & written Cost
Allocation Plan (CAP) that: ) will be utilized in identifying the accumulation and distribution of any allowable administrative costs in
the grant program; i) identifies the allocation methods used for distributing the costs among programs; i) requires support through
records and documentation showing personnel time and effort information, and farmal accounting records according to generally
accepted governmental accounting principies; iv) requires the proprigty of the charges to be substantiated: and v) shall be made
available, along with any records or supporting documentation for aflowable administrative costs, for review upon ISBE's requast,

The applicants participating in & joint application hereby certify that they are individually and jointly responsible to the lllinois State
Board of Education and to the administrative and fiscal agent under the grant. An applicant that s & party to the joint apglication, a
legal entity, or a Regional Office of Education may serve as the administrative andfor fiscal agent under the grant,

The entity acting as the fiscal agent certifies that it is responsible to the applicant or, in the case of a joint application, to each
applicant that is & party to the application; it is the agent designated and responsible for reports and for receiving and administering
funds; and it will:

i} Chbiain fully executed Certifications and Assurances, and Terms of the Grant farms from each antity or iIndividual
: participating in the grant and return the forms to ISBE prior to award of the grant;

i) Maintain separate accounts and ledgers for the project;

iy Provide a proper accounting of all revenue from ISBE for the project;

v} Properly post all expendftures made on behalf of the project;

vy Be respensibie for the accountability, documentation and cash management of the project, the approval

and payment of ali expenses, cbiigations, and contracts and hiring of personnel on behalf of the project in
accordance with the Grant Agreerment;

Vi) Disburse all funds to joint appiicants based on information {payment schedules) from joint applicants showing
anticipated cash neads in each month of operaticn (The composite payment schedule submitted to 1SBE should
reflect monthly cash needs for the fiscal agent and the joint applicants.};

vil) Require joint applicants to report expendituras 1o the fiscal agent based on actua! expenditures/obligation data
and documentation. Reports submitied to 1ISBE should reflect actuat expenditure/obiigations far the fiscal agent
and the data obtained from the joint applicants on actual expenditures/obligations that occur within project
beginning and ending dates;

wiif) Be gocountable for interest incorne eamed on excess cash on hand by all parties o the grant and return
’ applicable interest earnad on advances to the lincis State Board of Education;
%) Make financial records available to outside auditors and Hinois State Board of Education personnel, as
requested by the lllinois Siate Board of Education; :
*) Have a recovery process in place with all joint applicants for coliection of any funds to be returned tc ISBE; and
%i) Be responsible for the payment of any funds that are to be returned to the llinois State Board of Education.

The applicant hereby assures that when purchasing core Instructional print materials publishied after July 18, 2006, the applicant
will ensure that all such purchases are made from publishers who comply with the requiremants of 105 ILCS 5/28-21 which
instructs the publisher to send {at no additional cost) to the National Instructional Materials Center (NIMAC) electronic files
containing the contents of the print instructional materials using the NIMAS standard, on or before dalivery of the print instructional
materials, This does not preclude the district from purchasing or obiaining sccessible materials directly from the publisher. For
further information, see 105 ILCS 5/28-21 at httn/fwww llge goviiegisiation/lcs/ics4 aspn?DocName=010500050H A% 2E+28
SACHD=10058 Chanaci=105%26nbap e 3BILCS%2bnben %385 %,

DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE CERTIFICATION

35.

This certification is required by the Drug Free Workpiace Act (30 ILCS 580/1). The Drug Free Warkplace Act, effective January 1,
1892, requires that no grantee or contractor shall receive a grant or be considered for the purposes of being awarded a contract
for the procurement of any property or senvigesfrom the State unless that grantee or contractor has certified 1o the State that the
grantee or contractor will provide a drug-free workplace.  Faise certffication or violation of the certification may result in sanctions
including, but not iimited to, suspension of contract or grant payments, termination of the contract or grant and debarment of
contracting or grant opportunities with the State of linois for at least one (1) year but not more than five (5) years.

For the purpose of this certification, “grantee” or “coniractor” means a corporation, partnership, or other entity with twenty-five (25)
or more employeges at the Hime of issuing the grant, or & department, division, or other unit thereof, directly responsible for the
specific performance under a contract or grant of $5,000 or more from the State.
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The applicant certifies and agrases that it will provide a drug-free workplace by: .

ta)

(e}

{g)

Publishing a statement;

(1) Notifying employees that the unlawful manufacture, distribution, dispensing, possession or use of a controlled
subsiance, including cannabls, is prohiblted in the granise’s or contractor's workplace.

{2 Specifying the actions that will be taken against employees for violations of such prohibtion.
(3} Notifying the employse that, as a condition of employment on such contract or grant, the employee will

{A) ablde by the terms of the statement; and
(B natify the employer of any criminal drug statute conviction for a viclation occurring in the workplace
no later than five (5) days after such conviction.
Estabiishing a drug-free awarenass program to inform employeas about:
(1} - the dangers of drug abuse in the workpiace;
(2} the grantee’s or contractor's pelicy of maintaining & drug-free workplace;
(3)  any available drug counsaling, rehabllitation, and employee assistance programs; and

{4} the penaltigs that may be imposed upon an employee for drug violations,

Providing a copy of the statement required by subsection (a) to each empiocyee engaged in the performance of the contract or
grant and posting the statement in a prominent place in the workplace.

Notifying the contracting or granting agency with ten {10} days after recelving nofice under part (B) of paragraph (3} of subsection
{a} above from an employee or olherwise receiving actual niotice of such conviction,

imposing a sanction on, or requiring the satisfactory participation in 2 drug abuse assistance or rehabilitation program by any
empioyee who is 50 convicted, as required by Section 5 of the Drug Free Workplace Act.

Assisting employees in selecting a course of action in the event drug counseling, treatment, and rehabilitation are reguired and
indicating that a trained referral team 18 in place,

Making @ good faith effort to continue to maintain & drug-free workplace through implementation of the Drug Free Workplace
Act.

The undersigned affirms, under penalties of perjury, that ke or she is suthorized to exscute this Certifications and Assurances, and
Standard Terms of the Grant on behalf of the applicant.

By

Oak Park and River Forest High School District 200

Name of Applicant}

1o ; Superintendent

=i : : : -
Date . mﬁwmmrmed Official Title
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ATTACHMENT 7
Ilinois State Board of Education

CERTIFICATIONS AND ASSURANCES FOR THE
AMERICAN RECOVERY AND REINVESTMENT ACT OF 2009 (ARRA)

Oak Park and River Forest High Schoo! District 200
(insert Applicant's Name Hers)

The following assurances cover participation by the local educational agency (LEA) identified below in all programs under which funds
are made available to such LEA by and through the Ametican Recovery and Reinvastment Act of 2000 (collectively, "ARRA Programs”,
and each, an "ARRA Program”).

The applicantiaward recipient (hereinafier the term applicant includes award recipient as the context reguires), hereby certifies and
assures the lilinots State Beard of Education that:

1. Appiicant s a(n): {Check ong)
D Individual | Corporation j Partnership D Unincorporated association L—_>§ Government entity

Social Security Account Number, Federal Employer identification
Number or Region/County/District /Schoot Code, as applicable:  _340162000130001

2. The applicant has the necessary legal authority to apply for and to receive the proposed award.. The filing of this application has
bean authorized by the governing body of the applicant, and the undersigned representative has been duly authorized to file this
application for and in behalf of said applicant, and otherwise to act as the authorized representative of the applicant in
connection with this dapplication and any award in relation thereto,

DEFINITIONS

“Applicant” means an individual, entity or entities for which grant funds may be available and has made application to the lllinois Stats
Board of Education for an award of such grant funds.

“‘LEA” means the iocal educalion agency.
"ARRA" means the Amerlcan Recavery and Reinvestment Act of 2008,

"Profect” means the activities to be performed for which grant funds are being sought by the applicant.

F hereby certify, on hehalf of the LEA identified below, all of the following with respect fc the ARRA Programs!
1. The LEA will not use ARRA Program funds for any aguarium, zoo, golf course, or swimming peal;

2. For any project supporied with ARRA Program funds, the LEA wili comply with Section 1665 of the American Recovery and
Reinvestment Act of 2008 {requiring the use of American iron, steel, and manufactured goods) and Section 1608 of the Amarican
Recovery and Reinvesiment Act of 2008 (requiring compliance with federal prevailing wage requirements); and

3. The LEAwil promptly refer to an apprapriats inspecier general any credible evidence that a principal, employee, agant, contracior,
sub-grantee, subcontractor, or other person has submitted a faise claim under the Faise Claims Act {31 U.8.C. § 3728 - 3733)
or has committed a criminal or civil viclation of laws pertaining to fraud, conflict of intaerest, bribaery, gratuity, or similar misconduct
involving ARRA Program funds.

4, Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in "Attachmeant 8", the applicant/award recipient must report on a form presceribed by
ISBE ali expendiure and other tata as required by ARRA Title XV — Accouniability and Transparency, Section 1512 within ssven
days of each guarer reporting period.

Oak Park and River Forest High School District 200
Name of Applicant

. By: 17110 f Superntendsnt

Date Signa F\)Jtho ized Official Title
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ATTACHMENT 8

ILLINDIS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION
100 North First Street
Springfieid, IL 82777-0001

Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility, and Voluntary Exclusion
Lower Tier Covered Transactions

This certification is reguired by the reguiations implementing Executive Orders 12548 and 12688, Debarment and Suspension, 7 CFR
3017 Subpart C Respongibilities of Participants Regarding Transactions, The regulations wers published as Part [V of the January 30,
1988 Federal Register {pages 4722-4733) and Part !l of the November 26, 2003 Federal Register (pages 66533-66648}, Coples of the
reguiations may be obiained by contacting the lilinois State Board of Education. .

BEFORE COMPLETING CERTIFICATION, READ INSTRUCTIONS BELOW.

CERTIEICATION
The prospective lower tier participant certifies, by submission of this Cetification, that:

(1) Neither it nor its principals are presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or voluntarily ex-
cluded from participation in this transaction by any Federa! department or agency;

(2) Hwill provide immediate written notice 1o whom this Certification is submitted # at any fime the prospactive lower tier participant
learns ita certification was erroneous when submitted or has become erronecus by reason of changed circumstances;

{3y # shall not knowingly enter any lower tier covered iransaction with a person whe is debarred, suspended, declared ineligible,
or voluntarily excluded from participation in this covered transaction, unless authorized by the department or agency with which
this transaction originated;

4y iiwill include the clause titled Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, ineligibility, and Volunfary Exclusion—Lower Tier
Covered Transactions, without modification, in all {ower fier coversd transaclions and in all solicitations for lower tier covered
transactions;

{8} The cerifications herein are a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when this transaction was entered
into; and

{6) Where the prospective lower fier participant is unable to certify to any of the statements in this cert=f.catlor such prospettive
participant shall attach an explanation to-this Certification.

Oak Park and River Forest High School District 200
Organization Name PR/Award Number of Project Namg

Attila Weninger, Superniendent
Name and Title of Authorized Representative

170

{ SW Date

Instructions for Certification

1. By signing and submitfing this Certification, the prospective lower tier participant is providing the certifications set out herein,

2. Hitls later determined that the prospective lower tier participant knowlingly rendered an erroneous certification, in addition o other
remedies avaiiable 1o the Federal government, the department ar agency wath which this transaction origmated may pursie all
available remedies, including suspension and/or debarment,

3. Except for transactions authorized under paragraph 3 above, if 2 participant in a covered transaction knowingly enters info a
lower tier covered transaction with a person who is suspended, debarred, insligible, or voluntarily excluded frem participation
in this trensaction, in addition fo other remedies available 1o the Federal government, the department or agency with which this
fransaction originated may pursue all available remedies, including suspension andf/or debarment,

4, The terms covered transaction, debarred, suspended, ineligible, lower fier covered transaction, participant, person, primary cov-
ared transaction, principal, proposal, and volunfarly exciuded, as used hersin, have the meanings set out in the Defintions and
Covarage sections of the rules implementing Exacutive Order 12548 and Executive Order 12688. You may contact the person o
which this Certification is submitted for assistance in obtaining a copy of those regulations,

5. Anparticipant in & covered transaction may rely upon a certification of a prospeciive parficipant in 2 lower tier covered fransaction
that it is not debarred, suspended, ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from the covered fransaction, unless it knows the certifica-
tion is erroneous. A participant may decide the method and frequency by which it determines the eligibility of its principals. Each
participant may, but is not required to, check the “GSA Exciuded Parties List System” af hitp/lepis.arnet.gov/.

8. Nothing contained in the foregoing shall be construed to require establishment of 2 system of records in order to render in good
faith the certification required herein. The knowledge and information of a participant is not required to exceed that which is
normally possessed by a prudent person in the ordinary course of business dealings.
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ATTACHMENT 9

ILLINOIS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION
100 North First Strest
Springfield, L §2777-0001

CERTIFICATE REGARDING LOBBYING
The undersigned certifies, to the best of his or her knowledge and belief, that:

{1} No Federal appropriated funds have been pald or will be paid, by or on behalf of the undersigned, to any person for influencing”
or alempting to influence an officer or employee of 2n agency, 8 Member of Congress, an officer or employes of Congress,
ar an empioye'e of a Member of Congress in connection with the awarding of any Federal contract, the making of any Fed-
eral grant, the making of any Federal ican, the entering inio any cooperative agraement, and the extension, continuation,
renewal, amendment, or modification of any Federal contract, grant, {oan, or cooperative agreement.

(2) i any funds other than Faderal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid to any parson for influencing or attemnpting to
influenice an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employse
of a Member of Congress in connection with this Federal contract, grant, lean, or cooperative agreement, the undersigned
shall complete and submit ISBE 85-37, "Disclosure of Lobbying Activities,” in accordance with ifs instructions. :

{3) The undersigned shall require that the language of this certification be incluged in the award documenis for all subawards
at afl tiers (including subcontracts, subgranis, and confracts under grants, loans, and cooperative agreements) and that ali
subrecipients shail certify and disciose accordingly.

This certification is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when this transaction was made or entered inio,
Submission of this certification is a prereguisite for making or entering into this transaction imposed by section 1352, title 31, U5,
Code. Any person who falls to flle the required certification shall be subject to a civil penaity of not less than §10,000 and not more
than $100,000 for each such failure.

QOak Park and River Forest High School District 200

Crganization Name

FR/Award {or Application) Number or Fraject Name

Attila Weninger, Superintendent

Nama and Title of Authorized Representative

A\A,:Q% 147110
q&q&%&%—// Date
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Hiinois State Board of Eduecation ATTACHMENT 10
GEPA 442 Assurances ~ Federal Funded Grants

Oak Park and River Forest High Schoot District 200
finsert Applicant's Name Herg)
The foilowing assurances cover participetion by the local educational agency (LEA) identified below In all programs under which Federal
funds are made available to such LEA through ISBE, and which require an application under Section 442 of the General Education
Provisions Act (GEPA) (20 U.S.C.A. § 12328) (collectively, "Programs”, and each, & "Program”).

The applicant/award recipient (hereinafter the term applicant includes award recipient as the context requires), hereby certifies and
assures the illinois State Board of Educstion that:

1. Applicant is a{n); (Check ong)
D Individual E Corporation D Partnership D Unincorporated asseciation E} Government entity

Social Security Ascount-Number, Federal Empioyer ldentification
Number or Region/County/District /Schoot Code, as applicable: _140182000130001

2. The applicant has the necessary legal authority to apply for and ic receive the proposed award, The flling of this application has
been authorized by the governing bady of the applicant, and ihe undersigned representative nas been duly authorized fo file this
appHcation for and in behalf of said applicant, and otherwise o act as the authcrized representative of the applicant in
connection with this application and any award in relation thereto.

DEFINITIONS

“Applicant” means an individual, entity or entities for which grant funds may be available and has made application o the Hllinols State
Board of Education for an award of such grant funds.

"LEA" means the locat education agency.
"Project” means the activities to be performed for which grant funds arg being sought by the applicant.

| hereby certify, on behalf of the LEA identified below, all of the following with respect to the Programs:
1. The LEA will administer each Frogram in accordance with all applicable statuies, regulations, program plans, and applications;

7 The control of funds provided to the LEA under sach Program and title to property acqutrea with those funds, will be in a public
agency and that a public agency will administer those funds and property,

3 The LEA will use fiscal conirol and fund accounting procedures that will ensure proper disbursement of, and accounting for,
Federal funds paid 1o that agency under each Program. The LEA's administration and sxpenditure of Program funds shall be
in accordance with all applicable requirements of the Education Department General Administrative Regulations (EDGAR), the
cost principles coniained in 2 CFR 2285 (OMB Circular A-87), OMB Circular A-102, and OMB Circular A-133,

4. The LEA will make reports 1o ISBE and o the Secretary as may reascnably be necessary to enable ISBE and the Secretary
to perform their duties and maet federal reporting requirsments, and fhe LEA will maintain such rscords, including the records
required under Section 1232f of Titte 20-Education, and provide sceess to those records, as ISBE or the Sacrelary deem netes-
sary to perform their duties;

5. The LEA will provide reasonable opportunities for the participation by teachers, parents, and other interested agencies, organi-
zations, and individusls in the planning for and operation of each Program,

8. Any applcation, evaluaiion, periodic program plan or repor relating o each Prograrn will be made readily svailable to parents
and other members of the general publig

7. in the case of any Program project involving construction: {A) the project wili comply with State requirements for the construc-
tion of schaot facilities; and {B) in developing plans for construction, due consideration will be given o excellence of archifecture
and design and to compliance with standards prescribed by the Secretary under section 794 of Title 28 in order to ensure that
facilities constructed with the use of Federal funds are accessible t0 and usable by individuals with disabilities;

B. The LEA has adopled effective procedures for acguiring and disseminating to teachers and adminisirators pariicipating in each
Program significant information from educational research, demonstrations, and similar projects, and for adopling, where appro-
priate, promising educationa! practices developed through such projects; and

9. None of the funds expended under any applicable Program will be used to acquire eguipment (including computer software] in
any instance in which such acquisition results in a direct financial benefit to any organ;za’non representing the interests of the
purchasing entfty or its emplovees or any affiliate of such an organization.

Qak Fark and River Forest Migh School District 200
Name plica

[
By: /7710 ~ Superintendent
Dats Signature of At\lhoi?fz_gd' O?cia[ Title
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ATTACHMENT 11

Notice to All Applicants Regarding
Section 427 of the General Education Provisions Act (GEPA)

Section 427 of GEPA affects all schoal districts submitting proposals under this program. This section requires each applicantto
include in its proposal a description of the steps the applicant proposes to take fo ensure equitable access to, and participation
in, its faderally assisted program for students, teachers and ather program beneficiaries with special needs.

This provision allows applicants discretion in developing the required description. The statute highlights six (8) types of barriers
that can impede equitabie access or participation: gender, race, national origin, color, disability, or age. The applicant should
datermine whether these or other harriers may prevent students, teachers, etc., from such accass to, or participation in, the
federally funded project or activity. The description of steps to be taken fo overcome these barriers need not be lengthy: the
school district may provide a clear and succinct description of how ii plans to address those barriers that are applicabie to
its circumstances. In addition, the information may be provided in a single narraticn, or, If appropriate, may be discussed in
connection with related topics in the appiication.

Section 427 is not intended to duplicate the requirements of the civil rights statutes, but rather to ensure that, in designing
their programs, applicants for federal funds address equity concerns that may affect the ability of certain beneficiaries to
fully participate in the program and to achieve high standards. Consistent with Enhancing Education Through Technology
requirements and its approved proposal, an applicant may use the federal funds awarded o 1t to eliminate barriers it identifies.

Describe the steps that will be taken to overcome barriers to eguitable program participation of students, teachers,
and other beneficlaries with special necds. '

iG%ven the fact that we will be supplying netbooks o the entire freshman class, we feel there are no
barriers to equitable program participation for the group targeted by our project,

IBBE GEFA 427 ASSURANCES {(4/09)



