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The following describes the information that the Department of Education is making available on the i3 website regarding highest-rated applicants. 
THE DEPARTMENT IS PROUD TO ANNOUNCE AND MAKE AVAILABLE QUALITY INFORMATION TO THE PUBLIC REGARDING ITS 2010 HIGHEST-RATED i3 APPLICANTS. 
Through www.data.ed.gov, the Department has already posted selected information on each i3 application received.  With the announcement of the highest-rated i3 applicants, the Department continues its commitment to transparency by posting additional information.  Specifically, we are adding a link to each highest-rated applicant’s abstract on www.data.ed.gov and, on our i3 website , we are posting application narratives and reviewers' scores and comments for all highest-rated applicants. We are also providing information on whether an applicant has submitted adequate documentation as evidence of its private sector match commitment.
THERE ARE SPECIFIC ELEMENTS TO KEEP IN MIND AS YOU REVIEW THE INFORMATION PROVIDED.
· STRUCTURE:  The list of highest-rated applicants is organized by grant type (i.e., Scale-Up, Validation, and Development) and then alphabetically within grant type.  The list is not organized by rank order.  
· DOWNLOADING OPTIONS:  Documents can be individually downloaded, or can be downloaded in larger batches by grant type (i.e., all Scale-Up, all Validation, and all Development).
· SOURCE:  All of the information posted reflects information provided to the Department by i3 applicants and independent peer reviewers.  The Department has not altered or edited this information in any way other than to protect the privacy of individuals and to redact proprietary information as we are legally required to do.
WE ALSO WANT TO CLARIFY EXACTLY WHAT INFORMATION WE HAVE POSTED.
· (COLUMN 1) APPLICANT INFORMATION
· APPLICANT NAME & PROJECT NAME:  These items are directly excerpted from the application.
· RAW vs. STANDARDIZED SCORES:  Generally, in large-scale competitions, the Department uses a statistical standardization process which adjusts for the effect of any large-scale differences in reviewer approaches to assigning raw scores.  Given the large volume of applications, panels, and reviewers in the Validation and Development categories and other related factors, scores for these applications were standardized, using the Department’s process that it has used for more than twenty years.  However, the smaller number of applications in the Scale-Up category did not support the use of standardization, and therefore raw scores were used for these applications.  

· ABSTRACT:  This link will take you to the proposed project’s page on www.data.ed.gov where you can find the project abstract as well as specific information regarding the requested budget, absolute and competitive priorities addressed, project partners, and other helpful information.
·  (COLUMN 2) MATCH COMMITMENT SUBMITTED & CONFIRMED?:   We will update this column regularly as applicants submit evidence for Department review. “Yes” indicates that the documentation provided by the applicant as evidence of the match commitment has been reviewed and approved by the Department as sufficient.  “Pending” indicates that the Department does not yet have the applicant’s evidence, or that the submitted evidence is currently insufficient to make a determination.    
· (COLUMN 3) APPLICATION NARRATIVES:  Application narratives are the bulk of an applicant’s i3 application, and proprietary and privacy information must be redacted before application narratives are publicly posted.  We are working with highest-rated applicants to efficiently redact information from applications so we can post them as soon as possible. 
· (COLUMN 4) REVIEWERS’ COMMENTS and SCORES:  Each peer reviewer completed a technical review form (TRF) for each application reviewed.   Because each highest-rated application was reviewed by five independent peer reviewers, there are five TRFs for each application, which we have compiled into a single PDF file.  However, please note that because we used three subject matter experts to review an application using the five selection criteria related to subject matter (A, C, E, F, and G) and two research/evidence experts using the remaining two selection criteria (B and D), no single reviewer scored any application using all seven selection criteria.  In addition, only the subject matter experts reviewed applications against the competitive preference priorities.  The TRF for each reviewer will include scores and comments consistent with the reviewer’s role and will include blank entries where needed.

Furthermore, the scores included in the TRFs are raw scores, not standardized scores.  Please note that, as stated above, total scores were standardized for the Validation and Development competitions and that standardized total score is noted in column 1 of the table.  Finally, please note that proprietary and privacy information was also redacted from reviewer’s comments before being publicly posted.
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