Notes on the i3 Scale-up and Validation Applications Received Summary Document

1. The information in this summary is based primarily on the supplemental Applicant Information Sheets submitted by applicants to the i3 grant programs; because not all applicants submitted an Applicant Information Sheet, the summary that follows does not necessarily include all applications in all summary data.

2. Inclusion of an application in the summary data that follows does not ensure that the application will be considered eligible for an award, or that the application will be funded by the Department of Education.

3. Inclusion of an application in this summary information is not an endorsement of an organization, idea, program, or product, and the Department does not validate or guarantee the accuracy of this information. The data are provided in this summary solely for the convenience of the public.

	Data Type
	Summary Table—Scale-up
	Summary Graphic—Scale-up

	Applicant Type
	Applicant Type

Count

Percent

LEA

2
50%
Non-profit w/consortium of schools

1
25%
Non-profit w/LEA

1
25%
Grand Total
4
100%
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	Absolute Priority
	Absolute Priority

Count 

Percent

AP1: Teacher or Principal Effectiveness
1
25%
AP2: Low Performing Schools
1
25%
AP3: Improving STEM Education
2
50%
Grand Total

4
100%
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	Absolute Priority 5:

Serving Rural Communities

	Additional Absolute Priority
Count 

Percent

AP1: Teacher or Principal Effectiveness
0
0%
AP2: Low Performing Schools
0
0%
AP3: Improving STEM Education
1
100%
AP4: Standards and Assessments
0
0%
Total Applicants Responding to AP5: 
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	ID
	Lead Applicant—Scale-up
	City
	State

	1.
	Success for All Foundation
	Baltimore
	MD

	2.
	Coastal Plains Regional Educational Service Agency
	Lenox
	GA

	3.
	Johns Hopkins University
	Baltimore
	MD

	4.
	Milwaukee Public Schools
	Milwaukee
	WI


	Data Type
	Summary Table—Validation 
	Summary Graphic—Validation 

	Applicant Type
	Applicant Type

Count

Percent

LEA

11
28.95%
Non-profit w/consortium of schools

13
34.21%
Non-profit w/LEA

14
36.84%
Grand Total
38
100%
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	Absolute Priority
	Absolute Priority

Count 

Percent

AP1: Teacher or Principal Effectiveness
16
42.11%
AP2: Improving STEM Education
3
7.89%
AP3: English Learners
4
10.53%
AP4: Effective Use of Technology

15
39.47%
Grand Total

38
100%
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	Absolute Priority 5:

Serving Rural Communities

	Additional Absolute Priority
Count 

Percent

AP1: Teacher or Principal Effectiveness
2
33.33%
AP2: Improving STEM Education
0
0%
AP3: English Learners
1
16.67%
AP4: Effective Use of Technology

3
50.00%
Total Applicants Responding to AP5: 
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	ID
	Lead Applicant—Validation
	City
	State

	1.
	Anne Arundel County Public Schools
	Annapolis
	MD

	2.
	National Center on Education and the Economy
	Washington
	DC

	3.
	Barren County Schools
	Glasgow
	KY

	4.
	Rockland Board of Cooperative Educational Services
	West Nyack
	NY

	5.
	Read to Succeed Buffalo, Inc.
	Buffalo
	NY

	6.
	Totall Envolvement Inc.
	Pittsgrove
	NJ

	7.
	University of New Hampshire
	Durham
	NH

	8.
	School District of Greenville County
	Greenville
	SC

	9.
	Board of Cooperative Educational Services, Eastern Suffolk
	Patchogue
	NY

	10.
	The New Teacher Project, Inc.
	Brooklyn
	NY

	11.
	Gwinnett County Public Schools
	Suwanee
	GA

	12.
	San Francisco Unified School District
	San Francisco
	CA

	13.
	Successful Practices Network, Inc.
	Rexford
	NY

	14.
	SRI International
	Menlo Park
	CA

	15.
	Waterford Institute
	Sandy
	UT

	16.
	Spurwink Services, Inc.
	Portland
	ME

	17.
	Harlingen Consolidated Independent School District
	Harlingen
	TX

	18.
	Ventura County Office of Education
	Camarillo
	AS

	19.
	Byram Hills Central School District
	Armonk
	NY

	20.
	National Alliance of Black School Educators (NABSE)
	Washington
	DC

	21.
	New York University School of Medicine
	New York
	NY

	22.
	The Regents of the University of California
	Irvine
	CA

	23.
	AppleTree Institute for Education Innovation, Inc.
	Washington
	DC

	24.
	The Curators of the University of Missouri
	Columbia
	MO

	25.
	East-West University, Inc.
	Chicago
	IL

	26.
	New York City Department of Education
	New York
	NY

	27.
	NYC LEADERSHIP ACADEMY, INC.
	LONG ISLAND CITY
	NY

	28.
	New Visions for Public Schools, Inc. 
	New York
	NY

	29.
	Kentucky Valley Educational Cooperative
	Hazard
	KY

	30.
	Jacksonville State University
	Jacksonville
	AL

	31.
	Research Foundation CUNY on behalf of Hunter College CUNY
	New York
	NY

	32.
	University of Central Oklahoma
	Edmond
	OK

	33.
	Kansas State University
	Manhattan
	KS

	34.
	Expeditionary Learning Outward Bound, Inc. 
	New York
	NY

	35.
	Institute for Native Pacific Education and Culture (INPEACE)
	Kapolei
	HI

	36.
	Teachers College, Columbia University 
	New York 
	NY

	37.
	University of Kansas Center for Research, Inc.
	Lawrence
	KS

	38.
	The Children's Nature Institute
	Los Angeles 
	CA


� Applicants applying under Absolute Priority 5 must address one of the other four absolute priorities for the FY 2013 i3 Scale-up competition while serving students enrolled in rural LEAs. The summary table and graphic indicate the number of applicants that applied under Absolute Priority 5, as well as which additional Absolute Priorities they chose.


� Applicants applying under Absolute Priority 5 must address one of the other seven absolute priorities for the FY 2013 i3 Validation competition while serving students enrolled in rural LEAs. The summary table and graphic indicate the number of applicants that applied under Absolute Priority 5, as well as which additional Absolute Priorities they chose.
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