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Please note that the following FAQs are an addendum to the FY 2015 Competition Guidance and Frequently Asked Questions published on July 1, 2015.  The FAQs below are incorporated into the relevant sections of the published FAQs, and the revised document is also now posted on the i3 website at http://www2.ed.gov/programs/innovation/faq.html.   
B-43.  If an applicant received an i3 Development grant in a previous i3 competition, should an applicant assume that the evidence previously submitted to support that grant project will meet the FY 2015 eligibility requirements for the Development competition?

Applicants should review the definitions of strong theory and evidence of promise closely before submitting their i3 applications.  The i3 program announced updated evidence definitions through the 2013 i3 NFP which affected the FY 2013 and 2014 competitions.  In FY 2015, the i3 program is using evidence definitions from 34 CFR 77.1(c), which are substantively identical to the definitions used in the FY 2013 and 2014 competitions.  Evidence that met eligibility requirements in the FY 2010, FY 2011, and FY 2012 competitions may not meet the FY 2015 requirements.  The Department cannot provide guidance to applicants on whether a study will meet eligibility requirements.

B-44.  How can an applicant demonstrate that the evidence cited in support of their proposed project is sufficiently relevant to their proposed i3 application?

Applicants should include in Appendix D a rationale that explains how the intervention described in the cited study(ies) relates to the intervention proposed.  Development applicants that submit evidence of promise should explain how the intervention in the cited study(ies) is similar to the proposed intervention and what that suggests about a positive association between the proposed intervention and at least one relevant outcome.  The Department cannot provide guidance to individual applicants on whether a study is appropriately relevant to a proposed intervention.
J-28.  Does a change in an applicant’s evidence standard (strong theory or evidence of promise) from Development pre-application to Development full application constitute a change in scope or objectives?

No.  An applicant can, for its full Development application, use an evidence standard (strong theory or evidence of promise) that is different from the standard used in its pre-application.  Such a change would not constitute an unallowable change in the scope and objectives of their proposal from the pre-application to the full application stage of the competition.   

