Investing In Innovation Fund (i3)

Frequently Asked Questions ADDENDUM #2
July 19, 2011
Please note that the following FAQs are the second addendum to the FAQs published on July 19 2011.  The FAQs below are incorporated into the relevant sections of the published FAQs, and the revised document is also now posted on the i3 Web site at http://www2.ed.gov/programs/innovation/faq.html.   
A-10 (a).  What information should an applicant provide in its application to demonstrate that the proposed project addresses the absolute priority under which the applicant is submitting its application?

Given the diversity of potential applicants and projects, the Department believes that the applicant is best suited to present information on how the proposed project meets the absolute priority under which it is submitting its application.  Each applicant is responsible for designing a project that will meet the absolute priority under which it is submitting its application, and the applicant should respond to the selection criteria in the context of that absolute priority.  Note that under Selection Criterion A (Need for the Project), the peer reviewers will consider the extent to which the proposed project represents an exceptional approach to the priority or priorities established for the FY2011 i3 competition.  

B-2 (a).  Are LEAs from the U.S. Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands and the freely associated states of the Republic of the Marshall Islands, the Federated States of Micronesia, and the Republic of Palau eligible to apply for an i3 grant?

No.  However, a nonprofit organization (as defined in the NIAs), including an IHE, from these jurisdictions could apply so long as it partners with an LEA or consortium of schools and that partnership meets the requirements discussed in B-6.  For the purposes of the i3 program, an LEA is an LEA located within one of the 50 States, the District of Columbia, or the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico.  

In addition, LEAs from these jurisdictions may be involved in an i3 project as other partners (see C-2).

D-5 (b).  May an applicant applying for an i3 grant under Absolute Priority 2 also submit an application to the National Science Foundation (NSF)?

An eligible applicant may submit applications for its STEM program under both the i3 program and NSF programs.  However, an i3 grantee may not use i3 funds to carry out, or pay for expenditures incurred under, a project for which it is already receiving other Federal assistance (see L-5).  Therefore, an i3 grantee may not receive federal funding from multiple sources to carry out the same project, either from a single agency or from two separate agencies, such as the Department of Education and NSF.   

G-1 (a).  How will the Department determine whether an applicant meets the applicable evidence standard eligibility requirement (i.e., strong evidence for Scale-up grants, moderate evidence for Validation grants, and reasonable hypothesis for Development grants)?

Following the peer review of applications, the Institute of Education Sciences (IES) will review the evidence provided by the highly rated applicants on how their project meets the applicable evidence standard eligibility requirement.  (Applicants must provide this evidence in Appendix D.)  IES will provide an assessment to the Office of Innovation and Improvement (OII) as to whether the evidence meets the standards established by the 2010 NFP for the type of project in question – that is, strong evidence for a Scale-up grant application, moderate evidence for a Validation grant application, and a reasonable hypothesis for a Development grant application.  For Scale-up and Validation applications, IES will work with consultants trained in the What Works Clearinghouse (WWC) Review Standards to make its assessment.  OII, on the basis of IES' assessment, will make the determination as to whether an application meets the applicable evidence standard.  The evidence eligibility review is limited to the evidence-based research that the applicant identifies in its application.  If an application is determined ineligible based on the evidence provided, the Department will provide the applicant with a letter explaining why the application was ineligible under this requirement.  

For additional information on the evidence eligibility review process for each of the three types of grants, see the Evidence and Evaluation Webinar (June 30, 2011) materials that are available on the i3 Web site at http://www2.ed.gov/programs/innovation/resources.html.  

K-15 (a).  If a subgrant is awarded to an “official partner” in an i3 grant that is a  partnership between a nonprofit organization and (a) one or more LEA or (b) a consortium of schools,  what indirect cost rate should be used – the indirect cost rate of the grantee or the indirect cost rate of the entity receiving the subgrant? 

 

The indirect cost rate of the subgrantee should be used.  For example, in an i3 grant awarded to a nonprofit organization that is partnering with a local educational agency (LEA), the nonprofit organization can make a subgrant to the LEA.  The LEA, if it charges indirect cost to that subgrant, should use its own approved indirect cost rate, not that of the nonprofit organization.  

L-6 (a).  Will the Department publish information it receives from interested applicants in their notices of intent to apply?

Yes.  The Department will post on the i3 Web site summary information and a list of organizations that submitted notices of intent to apply.

