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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 June 5, 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-42.  If an applicant received an i3 Scale-up or Validation 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 Scale-up or Validation competitions?

Applicants should review the definitions of strong evidence of effectiveness for Scale-up grants and moderate evidence of effectiveness for Validation grants 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-43.  If an applicant received an i3 grant in a previous competition, and through that grant designed and implemented a rigorous evaluation that the applicant believes would meet WWC Evidence Standards, would the evidence from that evaluation meet the evidence standard for the FY 2015 Validation or Scale-up competitions?

To be eligible for a Validation grant, applicants must support their proposed projects with moderate evidence of effectiveness, and to be eligible for a Scale-up grant, applicants must support their proposed projects with strong evidence of effectiveness (both evidence standards are defined in the FY 2015 i3 NIA for Validation and Scale-up awards, respectively, and in 34 CFR 77.1).  Studies that meet WWC Evidence Standards may also meet the moderate or strong evidence of effectiveness standards, but additional elements in the study must also be present.  See table below.  
	Moderate Evidence of Effectiveness
	Strong Evidence of Effectiveness

	Option 1
	Option 2
	Option 1
	Option 2

	At least one study…
	At least one study…
	At least two studies…

	…that has a statistically significant positive impact with no unfavorable and overriding impacts…
	…that has a statistically significant positive impact with no unfavorable and overriding impacts…

	…that meets WWC Evidence Standards without reservations…
	…that meets WWC Evidence Standards with reservations…
	…that meets WWC Evidence Standards without reservations…
	…that meets WWC Evidence Standards with reservations…

	
	…and has a large sample and a multi-site sample…
	…and has a large sample and a multi-site sample…
	…and has a large sample and a multi-site sample…

	…and overlaps with the proposed populations or settings to be served by the proposed project.
	…and overlaps with the proposed populations and settings to be served by the proposed project.


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.  Validation applicants should explain how the cited study(ies) demonstrated a positive impact with no unfavorable and overriding impacts on at least one outcome that is relevant to the proposed intervention, as well as how the intervention in the cited study(ies) is similar to the populations or settings the applicant proposes to serve.  Scale-up applicants should explain how the cited study(ies) demonstrated a positive impact with no unfavorable and overriding impacts on at least one outcome that is relevant to the proposed intervention, as well as how the intervention in the cited study(ies) is similar to the populations and settings the applicant proposes to serve.  The Department cannot provide guidance to individual applicants on whether a study is appropriately relevant to a proposed intervention.

