Magnet Schools Assistance Program
Magnet Schools of America Winter Conference
February 17, 2017

U.S. Department of Education
Office of Innovation and Improvement
Office of Parental Options and Improvement Programs

Agenda
• FY 2017 MSAP Grant Competition
o What’s New
o Application Submission Process
o Application Review Process
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A Few Notes on Q&A
What We Can Address
• Notice Inviting Applications
• Timeline
• Process

What We Cannot Address
• Eligibility of a specific entity
• Competitiveness of a specific entity or project design
• Substantive explanation of the rationale behind inclusion
or exclusion of specific items in the MSAP application
beyond what is in the Federal Register
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The Every Student Succeeds Act
(ESSA)
The MSAP, authorized under Title IV, Part D of
the Elementary and Secondary Education Act
(ESEA), was amended by the Every Student
Succeeds Act (ESSA), effective 2017; therefore
the current competition will run under ESSA.
The ESSA amended MSAP in several important
ways.
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Program Overview
Award Information

o Estimated available funds: $90,582,483
o Estimated award range: $700,000$3,000,000 per budget year
o Estimated number of awards: 23-30
o Project period: up to 60 months
o Maximum award: $15,000,000 over the
project period
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FY 2017 MSAP
Notice
Inviting
Application

December 13, 2016

Grant
Submission
Deadline

April 11, 2017

Grant Review
Process

April –August
2017

Grant Award
Notification

September 2017
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What’s New for the 2017
Competition
Program Measures

• The number and percentage of magnet schools receiving
assistance whose student enrollment reduces, eliminates, or
prevents minority group isolation.
• The percentage increase of students from major racial and
ethnic groups in magnet schools receiving assistance who
score proficient or above on State assessments in
reading/language arts as compared to previous year's data.
• The percentage increase of students from major racial and
ethnic groups in magnet schools receiving assistance who
score proficient or above on State assessments in
mathematics as compared to previous year's data.
• The percentage of magnet schools that received assistance
that are still operating magnet school programs three years
after Federal funding ends.
• The percentage of magnet schools that received assistance
that meet the State's annual measurable objectives and, for
high schools, graduation rate targets at least three years after
Federal funding ends.
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What’s New
Statutory Changes
o Competitive Preference Priorities
• CPP 2-Evidence
• CPP 4-SES
o Other
• Transportation Allowance
• Period of Performance
• Maximum Award amount
Other Changes
o Table 5-Selection of Students
o Table 6-New or Revised Programs
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Competitive Preference Priorities
• CPP 1—Need for Assistance (0 or 2)
• CPP 2—New or Revised Magnet Schools Projects (0
to 3)
• CPP 3—Selection of Students (0 to 2)
• CPP 4—Increasing Racial Integration and
Socioeconomic Diversity (0 to 4)
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CPP 1—Need for Assistance
(0 or 2 additional points)

The Secretary evaluates the applicant's needs for assistance by
considering—
(a) The costs of fully implementing the magnet schools
project as proposed;
(b) The resources available to the applicant to carry out
the project if funds under the program were not provided;
(c) The extent to which the costs of the project exceed
the applicant's resources; and
(d) The difficulty of effectively carrying out the approved
plan and the project for which assistance is sought,
including consideration of how the design of the magnet
schools project—e.g., the type of program proposed, the
location of the magnet school within the LEA—impacts on
the applicant's ability to successfully carry out the
approved plan.
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CPP 2—New or Revised Magnet Schools Projects
(0 to 3 additional points)

The Secretary determines the extent to which the
applicant proposes to carry out a new evidencebased (as defined in the notice) magnet school
program or significantly revise an existing magnet
school program using evidence-based methods and
practices, as available, or replicate an existing
magnet school program that has a demonstrated
record of success in increasing student academic
achievement and reducing isolation of minority
groups.

11

Table 6: New or Revised Magnet School Projects-Competitive Preference 2

Instructions:
For each magnet school identified in Tables 1 – 5: complete Items 1, 2, and 3; start with Question 1 under Item 4 and follow the prompts; and complete Items 5 and 6 if necessary.
Item 1

LEA:

Item 2

SCHOOL:

Item 3

PROPOSED THEME:

Item 4

Question 1

Question 2

Is the proposed magnet school
currently serving students?

Is the proposed magnet school currently (i.e., prior to the receipt of
2017 MSAP funding) implementing a theme-based curriculum?

Question 3
Is the proposed magnet school seeking to change, revise or
expand its existing theme or magnet program?

If yes, proceed to Question 3.
If yes, proceed to Question 2.
If no, this school is classified as
NEW. Select the appropriate
classification in Item 5, and
proceed to Item 6.

Item 5

If no, this school is classified as NEW. Select the appropriate
classification in Item 5, and proceed to Item 6.

If yes, this school is classified as REVISED. Select the
appropriate classification and sub-classification in Item 5, and
proceed to Item 6.
If no, this school cannot be classified as NEW or REVISED.

NEW OR REVISED CLASSIFICATION



NEW magnet school or program






REVISED magnet school or program
Substantive CHANGE in the magnet program
Significant REVISION to the magnet program
Significant EXPANSION to the magnet program

Has the proposed magnet school ever received MSAP funds to implement a new or revised magnet program?

Yes
If yes, in which years? _____________________

No

Insert example of new form

Item 6

NARRATIVE JUSTIFICATION
Please describe the nature and significance of either the new magnet program, or the change, revision or expansion being made to an existing school.

CPP 3—Selection of Students
(0 to 2 additional points)

The Secretary determines the extent to which the
applicant proposes to select students to attend
magnet schools by methods such as lottery, rather
than through academic examination.
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Selection of Students: Table 5 Page 1
Instructions: Please complete a separate Table 5 form for each magnet school included in the
project by answering the following questions.
Name of magnet school:
Check the appropriate box that applies to this magnet school.
 Student academic performance is not a criterion in the magnet school student
selection process.
 Student academic performance is a criterion in the magnet school student selection
process.
Please check the appropriate box for each criterion used to automatically admit students.
 Sibling of enrolled student
 Reside in attendance zone
 Parent/guardian’s place of employment/district employee
 Other, please specify:
None

Selection of Students: Table 5 Page 2
If a weighted lottery is used to select students not automatically admitted to the magnet
school, please check the appropriate box for each criterion used to weight the lottery.

 Racial composition of geographic area
 Socioeconomic status of geographic area
 Race of student
 Socioeconomic status of student
 Sibling of enrolled student
 Reside in attendance zone
 Reside outside of the attendance zone
 Parent/guardian’s place of employment
 Magnet theme articulation
 Other, please specify:
Provide a step-by-step description of the student selection process, explaining when and how
the criteria and elements selected above (i.e., academic performance, student preferences,
and selection procedures) will be used to select students for this magnet school.
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CPP 4—Increasing Racial Integration and
Socioeconomic Diversity
(0 to 4 additional points)

The Secretary determines the extent to which the
applicant proposes to increase racial integration by
taking into account socioeconomic diversity in
designing and implementing magnet school
programs.
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Selection Criteria
 Selection Criterion 1: Desegregation (30)
 Selection Criterion 2: Quality of Project Design (30)
 Selection Criterion 3: Quality of Management Plan
(15)
 Selection Criterion 4: Quality of Personnel (5)
 Selection Criterion 5: Quality of Project Evaluation
(20)
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Selection Criterion 1: Desegregation
(30 points)

The Secretary reviews each application to determine the quality of the
desegregation-related activities and determines the extent to which the
applicant demonstrates—
(1) The effectiveness of its plan to recruit students from different social,
economic, ethnic, and racial backgrounds into the magnet schools.
(2) How it will foster interaction among students of different social,
economic, ethnic, and racial backgrounds in classroom activities,
extracurricular activities, or other activities in the magnet schools (or, if
appropriate, in the schools in which the magnet school programs operate).
(3) How it will ensure equal access and treatment for eligible project
participants who have been traditionally underrepresented in courses or
activities offered as part of the magnet school, e.g., women and girls in
mathematics, science, or technology courses, and disabled students.
(4) The effectiveness of all other desegregation strategies proposed by the
applicant for the elimination, reduction, or prevention of minority group
isolation in elementary schools and secondary schools with substantial
proportions of minority students.
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Selection Criterion 2: Quality of Project Design
(30 points)

(3) The extent to which the training or professional development
services to be provided by the proposed project are of sufficient
quality, intensity, and duration to lead to improvements in practice
among the recipients of those services.
(4) The extent to which the proposed project is supported by strong
theory (as defined in this notice).
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Selection Criterion 5: Quality of Project
Evaluation
(20 points)

The Secretary considers the quality of the evaluation to be
conducted of the proposed project. In determining the quality of
the evaluation, the Secretary considers the following factors:
(1) The extent to which the methods of evaluation will, if wellimplemented, produce evidence of promise (as defined in this
notice).
(2) The extent to which the methods of evaluation include the use
of objective performance measures that are clearly related to
the intended outcomes of the project and will produce
quantitative and qualitative data to the extent possible.
(3) The extent to which the costs are reasonable in relation to the
objectives, design, and potential significance of the proposed
project.
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Use of Funds
Budget Items must be:
 ALLOWABLE – permitted or not specifically prohibited
 ALLOCABLE/NECESSARY – necessary for success

 REASONABLE – costs incurred by a “prudent” person

Budgets should be aligned to proposed project
activities!

21

Use of Funds
o Allowable Costs

Planning and promotional activities
Acquisition of books, materials, and equipment
Maintenance and operation of materials and equipment
Payment of teachers and instructional staff
For partial magnet schools, instructional activities designed
to make the special curriculum available to non-magnet
students
• Professional development and other capacity building
activities
• Activities for increased administrative flexibility
• Transportation (provided that—such transportation is
•
•
•
•
•

sustainable beyond the grant period; and the costs of
providing transportation do not represent a significant portion
of the grant funds.”)
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Use of Funds
• Limitations
o Any activity that does not augment student academic improvement
o For a period that shall not exceed 5 fiscal years
o Expend for planning not more than 50 percent of the grant funds…for the
first year of the program and not more than 15 percent of such funds for
each of the second and third such years
o Limit of $15,000,000 for the project period

• Clarifications
o Construction
o Food
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Application Submission Process
• Register in SAM.gov
o Applicants must be active in the System for Award Management
(SAM) in order to submit an application through Grants.gov.
o The SAM registration process takes approximately seven business
days. If you are submitting an application under the MSAP
competition, please allow sufficient time to obtain and register your
DUNS number and Tax Identification Number (TIN).
o Once your SAM registration is active, you will need to allow 24 to 48
hours for the information to be available in Grants.gov and before you
can submit an application in Grants.gov.
o To assist you with obtaining and registering your DUNS number and
TIN in SAM or updating your existing SAM account, the U.S.
Department of Education prepared a SAM.gov Tip Sheet, which you
can find at: http://www2.ed.gov/fund/grant/apply/sam-faqs.html.
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Application Submission Process
• Ensure that you attach .PDF files only for any attachments to your
application, and they must be in a read-only, non-modifiable format.
Grants.gov cannot process an application that includes two or more files
that have the same name within a grant submission. Therefore, each file
uploaded to your application package should have a unique file name.
• When attaching files, applicants should follow the guidelines established
by Grants.gov on the size and content of file names. (.), blank spaces
and accent marks. Applications submitted that do not comply with the
Grants.gov guidelines will be rejected at Grants.gov and not forwarded
to the Department.

• Applicants should limit the size of their file attachments.
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Application Submission Process
• Register in Grants.gov
• Find application in Grants.gov
o CFDA (84.165) or Opportunity Number (ED-GRANTS-121316-001)

• Review application instructions
• Complete application
• Reference the checklist to ensure completion of
required forms
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Application Submission Process
Unsuccessful Submission

Successful Submission
•

Applicants should receive a time
and date stamped confirmation
and an assigned tracking number
from Grants.gov

•

Applicants should receive a
validation email from Grants.gov
within two days business days.
This means the application is
ready for Department pickup.

•

•

Applicant should receive an
email with their ED assigned
PR/Award #.
Check spam and junk folder for
this email since it will not come
from ED.

•

Applicant did not receive a
confirmation email with a time
and date stamp and an
assigned tracking number from
Grants.gov

•

If the application is received
after 4:30 PM ET on April 11, 2017
or validation is not successful,
applicant should receive an
error email.

•

Email may list the error, or
applicant can use their tracking
number to find the submission
error.
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Application Submission Process

1-800-518-4726 or support@grants.gov
Submit application via Grants.gov by April 11, 2017
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Application Review Process
Eligibility Review
Peer Review

Rank Order
Office for Civil Rights (OCR)
Review
Awards
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Equity Assistance Centers
Mid-Atlantic Equity Consortium
Region I: CT, DE, KY, ME, MD, MA, NH, NJ, NY, PA, PR, VT, VI, WV
South Central Collaborative for Equity
Region II: AL, AR, Wash. DC, FL, GA, LA, MS, NC, SC, TN, TX, VA
Great Lakes Equity Center
Region III: IL, IN, IA, KS, MI, MN, NE, ND, OH, OK, SD, WI
Metropolitan State University of Denver
Region IV: AL, Amer. Samoa, AZ, CA, CO, Commonwealth of the Northern
Mariana Islands, Guam, HI, ID, MT, NV, NM, OR, UT, WA, WY
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Contact Information

msap.team@ed.gov
1-202-453-7200
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