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Please note that the following FAQs are an addendum to the FAQs published on June 3, 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.   
B.  ELIGIBILITY TO RECEIVE AN AWARD.


B-6 (a).  Which organization must have a record of significantly improving student achievement, attainment, or retention in order to be eligible to receive an i3 grant?

Every eligible i3 application must include at least one entity with a record of improving achievement.  As noted in B-1, there are two types of entities eligible to receive an i3 award: 

· A local educational agency (LEA) (under section 14007(a)(1)(A)); or

· A partnership between a nonprofit organization and (a) one or more LEAs or (b) a consortium of schools (under section 14007(a)(1)(B)). 

In the case of an LEA application, an LEA with the record of improving student achievement (see B-2) must be the applicant. 

In the case of an application from a partnership, any member of the partnership may be the applicant.  However, at least one nonprofit organization with a record of improving student achievement must be part of the partnership (see B-6).  If the lead applicant in a partnership is a nonprofit organization, as distinct, for example, from an LEA partner, that nonprofit organization must have the record of improving student achievement.  A nonprofit organization that does not have a record of improving student achievement may not be the lead applicant or an official partner (see B-12) of a partnership application.  

If an LEA is the only entity in a partnership that has a record of improving student achievement, then the application must be submitted as an LEA application.

D.  PRIORITIES.

D-5 (a).  Must projects that address Absolute Priority 2 address all STEM subject areas?

No.  A project that addresses Absolute Priority 2 may choose to address one or more of the STEM (Science, Technology, Engineering, and Mathematics) subject areas. 

D-6 (a).  What should an applicant include in its application, when addressing parts (d) and (e) of Absolute Priority 2, concerning increasing the number of individuals from groups traditionally underrepresented in STEM?

Parts (d) and (e) of Absolute Priority 2, Promoting Science, Technology, Engineering, and Mathematics (STEM) Education, focus on projects that propose:


(d) Increasing the number of individuals from groups traditionally underrepresented in STEM, including minorities, individuals with disabilities, and women, who are provided with access to rigorous and engaging course work in STEM or who are prepared for post secondary or graduate study and careers in STEM.


(e) Increasing the number of individuals from groups traditionally underrepresented in STEM, including minorities, individuals with disabilities, and women, who are teachers or educators of STEM subjects and have increased opportunities for high-quality preparation or professional development.

Paragraphs (d) and (e) of Absolute Priority 2 are designed to support investments in and encourage innovative strategies that are most likely to increase access to rigorous STEM educational opportunities and STEM teaching careers for individuals traditionally underrepresented in STEM.  Such individuals may include, but are not limited to, minorities, individuals with disabilities, and women.  Under this priority, applicants can propose approaches that seek to increase participation by individuals that have been traditionally underrepresented and that serve all individuals.  In doing so, recipients of Department of Education funding, including i3 funds, must comply with the nondiscrimination requirements of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972, and the Age Discrimination Act of 1975.  Please consult the “Notice on Civil Rights Obligations Applicable to the Distribution of Funds under the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009” for additional information and assistance on civil rights laws that may impose additional requirements on recipients and subrecipients of federal financial assistance available on www.ed.gov at http://www2.ed.gov/policy/gen/leg/recovery/notices/civil-rights.html.   
D-11 (a).  Are schools targeted under Absolute Priority 4 the same as Tier 1 and Tier 2 schools under the School Improvement Grants program?

The schools targeted under Absolute Priority 4 of i3 comprise a broader set of schools than those included in Tier 1 and Tier 2 of the School Improvement Grants (SIG) program.  Schools in SIG Tier 1 and Tier 2 are included in the definition of i3 Absolute Priority 4 schools; however, the i3 definition is broader than the SIG definitions.

The Absolute Priority 4 schools are those in any of the three categories defined in the absolute priority and listed in the table below.  As the table shows, the schools listed in part (a) of the Absolute Priority 4 definition correspond to SIG Tier 1 and Tier 2 schools. The schools listed in part (b) of the Absolute Priority 4 definition correspond to SIG Tier 3 schools.  The schools listed in part (c) of the Absolute Priority 4 definition do not have a corresponding SIG tier.

	Definition of i3 AP4 Schools
	SIG Tier
	Definition of SIG Tiers

	(a) Persistently lowest-achieving schools (as defined in the final requirements for the School Improvement Grants program):

(a) any Title I school in improvement, corrective action, or restructuring that (i) is among the lowest-achieving five percent of Title I schools in improvement, corrective action, or restructuring

or the lowest-achieving five Title I schools in improvement, corrective action, or restructuring in the State, whichever number of schools is greater; or (ii) is a high school that has had a graduation rate as defined in 34 CFR 200.19(b) that is less than 60 percent over a number of years; and 

(b) any secondary school that is eligible for, but does not receive, Title I funds that (i) is among the lowest-achieving five percent of secondary schools or the lowest-achieving five secondary schools in the State that are eligible for, but do not receive, Title I funds, whichever number of schools is greater; or (ii) is a high school that has had a graduation rate as defined in 34 CFR 200.19(b) that is less than 60 percent over a number of years. 


	Tier 1
	Any Title I school in improvement, corrective action, or restructuring that—

· Is among the lowest-achieving five percent of Title I schools in improvement, corrective action, or restructuring in the State or the five lowest-achieving such schools (whichever number of schools is greater); or

· Is a high school that has had a graduation rate as defined in 34 C.F.R. § 200.19(b) that is below 60 percent over a number of years.

	
	Tier 2
	Any secondary school that is eligible for, but does not receive, Title I, Part A, funds that—

· Is among the lowest-achieving five percent (or five, whichever number is greater) of such schools in the State; or

· Is a high school that has had a graduation rate as defined in 34 C.F.R. § 200.19(b) that is below 60 percent over a number of years;

	(b) Title I schools that are in corrective action or restructuring under section 1116 of the ESEA;
	Tier 3
	Any Title I school in improvement, corrective action, or restructuring that is not a Tier I or Tier II school. 

	(c) secondary schools (both middle and high schools) eligible for but not receiving Title I funds that, if receiving Title I funds, would be in corrective action or restructuring under section 1116 of the ESEA.
	No Corresponding SIG Tier
	


D-13 (a).  Must applications addressing Absolute Priority 5: Improving Achievement and High School Graduation Rates (Rural Local Educational Agencies) propose to serve only schools in rural LEAs or students attending schools in rural LEAs?

An application addressing Absolute Priority 5:  Improving Achievement and High School Graduation Rates (Rural Local Educational Agencies) may propose to serve both schools in rural LEAs or students attending schools in rural LEAs along with non-rural schools or students attending non-rural schools as part of the same proposed project.  However, as the priority indicates, the objective of this priority is “…to improve high school graduation rates and college enrollment rates for students in rural local educational agencies.”  As noted in D-13 and the note following Absolute Priority 5 in the NIAs, an applicant addressing Absolute Priority 5 should identify the rural LEAs (as defined in the NIAs) where the proposed project will be implemented or identify in the application how the applicant will choose any rural LEAs where the project will be implemented, explain how the project addresses the unique challenges of high-need students attending schools in rural LEAs, and identify its prior experience serving students attending schools in rural LEAs in responding to Selection Criterion D (Quality of the Management Plan and Personnel).

Further, for each of the three grant types (Scale-up, Validation, and Development), peer reviewers will consider, under Selection Criterion A (Need for the Project):

The extent to which the proposed project represents an exceptional approach to the priority or priorities established for the competition.

Thus, the extent to which an applicant addresses the unique challenges of high-need students attending schools in rural LEAs will be an important factor that peer reviewers will consider when awarding points for Selection Criterion A for applicants addressing Absolute Priority 5. 

D-14 (a).  Must projects that address Absolute Priority 5 serve only high school students?

No.  Projects that apply under Absolute Priority 5 may serve students in other grades so long as the applicant is able to demonstrate that the proposed project is likely to improve high school graduation rates and college enrollment rates in rural LEAs, as required by the priority. 

J.  SUBGRANTS.

J-1 (a).  Who can receive subgrants under the i3 program?

Only official partners may receive subgrants under the i3 program.  As noted in C-2,

An “official partner” is any of the entities required to be part of a partnership applying under section 14007(a)(1)(B) of the ARRA (i.e., a nonprofit organization, an LEA, or a consortium of schools).  Official partners may receive subgrants from the applicant with which they are partnering and must be identified before a grant is awarded.

An eligible partnership must include at least one nonprofit organization with a record of significantly improving student achievement, attainment, or retention (see B-6) and at least one LEA or a consortium of schools.  In such an eligible partnership, any LEA may receive a subgrant; a consortium of schools may receive a subgrant if the schools have the legal authority required to receive subgrants; and any nonprofit organization may receive a subgrant if it can demonstrate a record of significantly improving student achievement, attainment, or retention.

The following table summarizes the relevant requirements:

	Type of Application
	LEA
[Section 14007(a)(1)(A)]
	Partnership
[Section 14007(a)(1)(B)]

	Requirements
	· Must include at least one LEA with a record of improving achievement
	· Must include at least one nonprofit organization with a record of improving achievement 

· Must include at least one LEA or a consortium of schools

	Applicant
	Must be LEA with record of improving achievement (see B-2)
	May be any official partner in  the partnership

	Subgrants
	None
	· Allowed to any LEA that is a member of the partnership 

· Allowed to any nonprofit organization that is a member of the partnership AND has a record of improving achievement, i.e., an official partner.  (see B-6). 

· No limit on the number of subgrants that may be made


K.  ALLOWABLE USE OF FUNDS.

K-16.  Can an LEA, either as a grantee or subgrantee, use i3 funds for construction?

An LEA applicant may propose to use i3 funds for modernization, renovation, or repair projects to the extent that these projects are consistent with implementing its proposed i3 project.  As provided in section 14003 of the ARRA, an LEA may use ARRA funds for construction.  This rule applies whether the LEA is a grantee or subgrantee under the i3 program.  However, consistent with its May 11, 2009, guidance for the State Fiscal Stabilization Fund program, http://www2.ed.gov/programs/statestabilization/guidance-mod-05112009.pdf, the Department discourages LEAs from using i3 funds for construction. 

