AI Integration in Community Colleges
FY26 Questions and Answers
1. Do attachments and letters of support count against the maximum 10-page length of the proposal.
A. No. Attachments do not count. Please keep the attachments at a reasonable limit.
2.	Please clarify the definition of a consortium.
A.	A consortium is made up of community colleges. Other entities, i.e., high schools, that are involved in the project are considered partners.
3.	Can funds from this grant be used for non-credit courses/training?
	A.	Yes. These funds can support non-credit courses/training.
4. Can grant funds be used for cross-disciplinary AI integration within health or advanced manufacturing pathways, or must the focus be solely on computer science or information technology? 
A. Yes, grant funds can be used for cross-disciplinary pathways. You do not need to focus solely on computer science or information technology or only one sector.
5. Are expenditures for faculty training or curriculum development to embed AI tools (e.g., simulation software, learning analytics) allowable under “AI integration” uses? 
A. Under “Project Design” you will see #1 supports curriculum and #3 supports faculty training. Both faculty training and curriculum development are eligible in the grant.
6. If applying as a consortium, do all institutions need to serve students directly through the project, or can one act primarily as the lead fiscal/administrative agent? 
A. The intention of a consortium is for more students to be positively impacted with synergy from multiple institutions. Only being a fiscal/administrative agent without impacting students at that institution does not support the intention of a consortium.
7. Can an institution participate in more than one consortium if the projects serve distinct disciplines or objectives (e.g., Nursing vs. IT)? 
A. Yes, institutions can participate in more than one consortium. There is not a limit of institutional partnership in consortiums.
8. Would partnerships with non-college entities (e.g., employers, K-12 districts, workforce boards) strengthen scoring, or are only inter-college partnerships scored under the “consortium” criterion? 
A. Depending on the involvement of the partners, different criteria could be impacted. For example, if the partnerships align with the College’s Strategic Plan or includes K-12 partnerships with CCP-aligned coursework, two scoring criteria are included.
9. Do appendices, diagrams, or visual models referenced in the narrative count toward the 10-page limit, or are they exempt as attachments? 
A. No, these do not count toward the 10-page limit as they are attachments.
10. For attachments (letters of support, MOUs, etc.), should they be combined into a single PDF or uploaded as separate files? 
A. The application and attachments are to be included in the one PDF.
11. Is there any maximum file size or limit on the number of attachments? 
A. Please use reasonable judgment when submitting file size and attachments.
12. Can you clarify what reviewers will consider as “innovative and replicable”? For example, does use of AI for advising or student readiness tools qualify? 
A. “Innovative and replicable” is looking for new innovative ways to show a strategic shift in instructional delivery. The implementation of this shift can clearly be demonstrated to other institutions looking for something like that and can replicate those innovative ways.
13. Will proposals demonstrating alignment with Workforce Pell and credentialing reforms be considered responsive or given additional consideration under innovation or impact scoring? 
A. While there is nothing specific in the RFP discussing Workforce Pell and credentialing reforms, the activity(ies) around these could be innovative.
14. Can institutions that receive FY26 awards also apply again in FY27 if they can show scale or expansion? 
A. There has been no discussion on FY27 guidelines.
15. Who should be the official institutional point of contact for question submission and future correspondence — the PI, Grants Office, or an appointed representative (e.g., the VP or Dean)?  
A. The institution determines who will be the primary contact. The only person we require is the legal contact having the authority to review the award agreement on behalf of the institution. Please review the “Cover Letter” section for contact information requirements.
16. Will there be an opportunity for clarification or revision if ODHE determines a proposal element is ineligible before award determination? 
A. The State reserves the right to fund any proposal in full or in part, to request additional information to assist in the review process, to require new proposals from interested parties, to reject any or all proposals responding to this announcement, or to reissue the announcement if it is determined that it is in the best interest of ODHE.
17. Is the eligible use of "2. Establishing artificial intelligence-based College Credit Plus Program offerings" limited to the creation of new CCP offerings or does it include either a) the enhancement of existing CCP offerings or b) the enhancement of existing CCP implementations? 
A. The scoring rubric criteria “K-12 Leverage and CCP Integration” shows the spectrum of CCP offerings. Enhancement of current CCP offerings is allowed, while “strong K12 partnerships and a clear plan to develop CCP-aligned AI coursework” is above expectations.

	

