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Summary of 2011 i3 Highest-Rated Applications

Competition 

Of the 23 highly-rated 2011 applicants, 1 is a Scale-up applicant (4%), 5 are Validation applicants (22%), and 17 are Development applicants (74%).

Absolute Priority 

Of the 23 highly-rated applicants, 4 (17%) addressed Absolute Priority 1: Effective Teachers & Principals, 5 (22%) addressed Absolute Priority 2: STEM, 5 (22%) addressed Absolute Priority 3: Standards & Assessments, 4 (17%) addressed Absolute Priority 4: Low-Performing Schools, and 5 (22%) addressed Absolute Priority 5: Rural.    
Competitive Preference Priority (Calculated as a percentage of the total number of highly-rated applicants that claimed the preference)
Of the 23 highly-rated applicants, 5 (22%) claimed Competitive Preference Priority 6: Early Learning, 12 (52%) claimed Competitive Preference Priority 7: College Access & Success, 10 (43%) claimed Competitive Preference Priority 8: Students with Disabilities and Limited English Proficiency, 5 (22%) claimed Competitive Preference Priority 9: Productivity, and 9 (39%) claimed Competitive Preference Priority 10: Technology.    
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Highest-Rated Applicant Data 

HRA by Competition and Applicant Type
	Applicant Type 
	Scale up
	Validation
	Development
	Grand Total

	LEA
	
	
	7
	7

	Nonprofit w/ consortium of schools
	1
	2
	3
	6

	Nonprofit w/LEA
	
	3
	7
	10

	Grand Total
	1
	5
	17
	23


HRA by Competition and Absolute Priority 
	Priority 
	Scale up
	Validation
	Development
	Grand Total

	AP1:Effective Teachers & Principals
	 
	1
	3
	4

	AP2:STEM
	1
	1
	3
	5

	AP3:Standards & Assessments
	 
	1
	4
	5

	AP4:Low-Performing Schools
	 
	1
	3
	4

	AP5:Rural
	 
	1
	4
	5

	Grand Total
	1
	5
	17 
	23


HRA by Competition and Competitive Preference Priority  
	Competitive Priority 
	Scale up
	Validation
	Development
	Grand Total

	CP6: Early Learning
	
	1
	4
	5

	CP7: College Access
	
	3
	9
	12

	CP8: SWD &ELP
	1
	2
	7
	10

	CP9: Productivity 
	
	3
	2
	5

	CP10: Technology 
	1
	
	8
	9
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Highest-Rated Applicant Data 

Projected Funding by Competition and Absolute Priority 
	
	
	
	
	

	Priority
Scale up
Validation
Development
Grand Total
% of Funding 
AP1: Effective Teachers & Principals
 $        14,891,362 
 $          8,540,923 
 $          23,432,285 
16% 
AP2: STEM 
 $           24,995,690 
 $        14,996,367 
 $          8,947,067 
 $          48,939,124 
33% 
AP3: Standards & Assessments
 $        12,907,707 
 $        11,980,273 
 $          24,887,980 
17% 
AP4: Low-Performing Schools
 $        14,999,766 
 $          8,863,383 
 $          23,863,149 
16% 
AP5: Rural 
 $        14,999,802 
 $        11,918,776 
 $          26,918,578 
18% 
Grand Total
 $           24,995,690 
 $        72,795,004 
 $        50,250,422 
 $        148,041,116 
100% 

	
	
	
	

	                  23 HRA’s Across 14 States 

                    HRA by Competition and State (State of applicant, implementation may include other states)
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	State
	Scale up
	Validation
	Development
	Grand Total

	AK
	
	 1 
	
	                     1 

	AZ
	
	
	1 
	                     1 

	CA
	
	
	4 
	                     4 

	IL
	
	
	1 
	                     1 

	KY
	
	
	2 
	                     2 

	MA
	
	
	1 
	                     1 

	MD
	
	
	2 
	                     2 

	MN
	
	1 
	
	                     1 

	NC
	
	1 
	
	                     1 

	NY
	
	1 
	3 
	                     4 

	OH
	
	
	1 
	                     1 

	PA
	
	
	1 
	                     1 

	TX
	
	1 
	1 
	                     2 

	VA
	                             1 
	
	
	                     1 

	Grand
Total 
	1 
	5 
	17 
	23 


