1. The information in this summary is based primarily on ED Abstract Forms submitted by applicants to the Promise Neighborhoods grant program.  Some applicants did not submit an ED Abstract Form or they did not complete the form properly.  Therefore, 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 provided in this summary is solely for the convenience of the public.
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PLANNING

Number Percent

Non Profit 146 73%

IHE 48 24%

Indian Tribe 5 3%

Total 199

IMPLEMENTATION

Number Percent

Non Profit 32 91%

IHE 3 9%

Indian Tribe 0 0%

Total 35
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Applicants Must Address Only One Absolute Priority
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PLANNING

Number Percent

AP 1 159 80%

AP 2: Rural 29 14%

AP 3: Tribal 11 6%

Total 199
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AP 3 Tribal

IMPLEMENTATION

Number Percent

AP 1 31 88%

AP 2: Rural 3 9%

AP 3: Tribal 1 3%

Total 35
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Applicants Can Address Up To Two (2) Competitive Preference Priorities

PLANNING (199 Total) IMPLEMENTATION (35Total)

Number Percent Number Percent

Early Learning 140 70% 30 86%

Internet Connectivity 41 21% 7 20%

Arts and Humanities 71 36% 16 46%

Quality Affordable Housing 11 6% 4 11%
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State Planning Implementation Total State Planning Implementation Total

Alabama 5 0 5 Montana 2 1 3

Alaska 0 0 0 Nebraska 1 0 1

American Samoa 1 0 1 Nevada 3 0 3

Arizona 2 0 2 NewHampshire 0 0 0

Arkansas 2 1 3 New Jersey 9 0 9

California 30 6 36 New Mexico 2 0 2

Colorado 0 0 0 NewYork 15 3 18

Connecticut 2 0 2 North Carolina 5 1 6

Delaware 0 0 0 North Dakota 1 0 1

District of Columbia 0 0 0 Ohio 7 1 8

Florida 9 1 10 Oklahoma 3 0 3

Georgia 3 2 5 Oregon 2 1 3

Hawaii 2 0 2 Pennsylvania 5 2 7

Idaho 0 0 0 Puerto Rico 1 0 1

Illinois 8 0 8 Rhode Island 1 0 1

Indiana 6 0 6 South Carolina 3 0 3

Iowa 2 0 2 South Dakota 1 0 1

Kansas 1 0 1 Tennessee 4 1 5

Kentucky 4 1 5 Texas  11 2 13

Louisiana 2 1 3 Utah 2 0 2

Maine 2 0 2 Vermont 0 0 0

Maryland 5 0 5 Virginia 2 0 2

Massachusetts 4 3 7 Washington 5 1 6

Michigan 8 2 10 West Virginia 1 0 1

Minnesota 2 2 4 Wisconsin 4 1 5

Mississippi 5 1 6 Wyoming 0 0 0

Missouri 4 1 5 TOTAL 199 35 234
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Competitive Preference Priority
Applicants Can Address Up To Two (2) Competitive Preference Priorities

				PLANNING (199 Total)				IMPLEMENTATION (35Total)		

				Number		Percent		Number		Percent

		Early Learning		140		70%		30		86%

		Internet Connectivity		41		21%		7		20%

		Arts and Humanities		71		36%		16		46%

		Quality Affordable Housing		11		6%		4		11%
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		PLANNING				

				Number		Percent

		Non Profit		146		73%

		IHE		48		24%

		Indian Tribe		5		3%

		Total		199		





		IMPLEMENTATION				

				Number		Percent

		Non Profit		32		91%

		IHE		3		9%

		Indian Tribe		0		0%

		Total		35		
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		PLANNING				

				Number		Percent

		AP 1		159		80%

		AP 2: Rural		29		14%

		AP 3: Tribal		11		6%

		Total		199		



		IMPLEMENTATION				

				Number		Percent

		AP 1		31		88%

		AP 2: Rural		3		9%

		AP 3: Tribal		1		3%

		Total		35		
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		 Summary of Applications Received														

		State		Planning		Implementation		Total		State		Planning		Implementation		Total

		Alabama		5		0		5		Montana		2		1		3

		Alaska		0		0		0		Nebraska		1		0		1

		American Samoa		1		0		1		Nevada		3		0		3

		Arizona		2		0		2		New Hampshire		0		0		0

		Arkansas		2		1		3		New Jersey		9		0		9

		California		30		6		36		New Mexico		2		0		2

		Colorado		0		0		0		New York		15		3		18

		Connecticut		2		0		2		North Carolina		5		1		6

		Delaware		0		0		0		North Dakota		1		0		1

		District of Columbia		0		0		0		Ohio		7		1		8

		Florida		9		1		10		Oklahoma		3		0		3

		Georgia		3		2		5		Oregon		2		1		3

		Hawaii		2		0		2		Pennsylvania		5		2		7

		Idaho		0		0		0		Puerto Rico		1		0		1

		Illinois		8		0		8		Rhode Island		1		0		1

		Indiana		6		0		6		South Carolina		3		0		3

		Iowa		2		0		2		South Dakota		1		0		1

		Kansas		1		0		1		Tennessee		4		1		5

		Kentucky		4		1		5		Texas 		11		2		13

		Louisiana		2		1		3		Utah		2		0		2

		Maine		2		0		2		Vermont		0		0		0

		Maryland		5		0		5		Virginia		2		0		2

		Massachusetts		4		3		7		Washington		5		1		6

		Michigan		8		2		10		West Virginia		1		0		1

		Minnesota		2		2		4		Wisconsin		4		1		5

		Mississippi		5		1		6		Wyoming		0		0		0

		Missouri		4		1		5		TOTAL		199		35		234














