COMPETITIVE GRANTS FOR STATE
ASSESSMENTS (CGSA)
2026 COMPETITION
PRE-APPLICATION WEBINAR

Note: This slide deck does not contain the full-text of the Application Notice and Instructions (ANI) for the fiscal year (FY)
2026 CGSA competition. Before applying, interested applicants should thoroughly review the program’s ANI and other
related resources in Grants.gov at CGSA 2026 Competition.
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Important Reminders

Access the CGSA application on Grants.gov

Applications close on June 16, 2026, 11:59:59
P.M. Eastern Time

Interested applicants should refer to the
Application Notice and Instructions (ANI) in
Grants.gov for a complete list of application
requirements, priorities, definitions, and
selection criteria



https://grants.gov/search-results-detail/362142
https://www.ed.gov/media/document/84368a-cgsa-fy2026-application-notice-and-instructions-20260427pdf-113945.pdf
https://grants.gov/search-results-detail/362142
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PROGRAM OVERVIEW

Background and Purpose
Award Information

Competition Timeline



« The CGSA program is authorized by section 1203(b)(1) of the
Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (ESEA).

- The purpose of the CGSA program is to enhance the quality of
assessment instruments and assessment systems used by

BaCkg goll nd States for measuring the academic achievement of elementary

and secondary school students.

and Purpose

 Eligible Applicants include:

o State educational agencies (SEAs), as defined in section
8101(49) of the ESEA:

v'SEAs of the 50 States, the District of Columbia, the
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico.

o Consortia of such SEAs.




Award
Information

Type of Award: Discretionary grant

Eligible Entities: SEAs of the 50 States, the District of
Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, and
consortia of such SEAs

Estimated Number of Awards: 4 to 6

Estimated Range of Awards: $1 million to $4 million

Project Period: Up to 48 months

Cost Sharing or Matching: This program does not
require cost sharing or matching

Note: The Department is not bound by any estimates



Competition Timeline

April 30, 2026
. Applications Available

June 16, 2026
’ Application Deadline

September 2026

ED Slate of Funded
Applications,
Congressional
Notification, and Obligate

: . . i ; Rewards
5 O June 17-early August
é May 29, 2026 2026
Intent to Apply Deadline ED Application Screening and

U.S. Department of Education

Outside Expert Peer Review




PRIORITIES

Absolute Priorities

Competitive Preference Priorities

Invitational Priorities

Allowable Uses of Funds



For more information
on Absolute
Priorities, see pages

Absolute Priorities (__>7oftheaNl

- Applicants must clearly state in the project abstract

. Absolute Priority 1 and the project narrative section the specific absolute
priority(ies) that the proposed project addresses.

Developing Innovative Assessment

Item Types and Design Approaches Under 34 CFR 75.105(c)(3), ED will only consider
applications that meet at least one of the absolute
- Absolute Priority 2 priorities.

Meaningful Learning Opportunities

U.S. Department of Education
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Absolute Priority 1 — Developing Innovative Assessment Item Types
and Design Approaches

Under this priority, SEAs must:

a) Develop, evaluate, and implement new, innovative item types for use in summative

assessments in reading/language arts, mathematics, or science;

1) Development of innovative item types under paragraph (a) may include, for example,
performance tasks; simulations; or interactive, multi-step, technology-rich items that can
support competency-based assessments or portfolio projects;

2) Projects under this priority must be designed to develop new methods for collecting
evidence about a student's knowledge and abilities and ensure the quality, validity,
reliability, and fairness (such as by incorporating principles of universal design for
learning) of the assessment and comparability of student data; or

f ‘((’: .
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Absolute Priority 1 contd. — Developing Innovative
Assessment Item Types and Designh Approaches

b) Develop new approaches to transform traditional, end-of-year summative assessment
forms with many items into a series of modular assessment forms, each with fewer
items than the end-of-year summative assessment.

1) To respond to paragraph (b), applicants must develop modular assessment approaches
which can be used to provide timely feedback to educators and parents as well as be
combined to provide a valid, reliable, and fair summative assessment of individual
students.

c) Applicants proposing projects under either paragraph (a) or (b) must provide a
dissemination plan to share lessons learned and best practices such that their projects
can serve as models and resources that can be shared with other States.

f\ ‘((’: .
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Absolute Priority 2 — Meaningful Learning
Opportunities

Projects or proposals that are designed to advance innovative assessment models
through one or more of the following priority areas:

a) Supporting the development, implementation, and scaling of new or innovative
assessment models that accurately and fairly measure all student's learning and
progress, including competency- and mastery-based assessments;

b) Supporting the development, implementation, and scaling of assessment models
that provide timely and useful information to educators, students, and families to
address student learning needs;

c) Encouraging the use of adaptive technologies for assessments.

f ‘((’: .
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For more information on
Competitive Preference
Priorities, see pages 5-9

Competitive Preference Priorities |__ ofteav

- Competitive Preference Priority 1

Improving Assessment Scoring and
Reporting

- Applicants must clearly state in the project
abstract and the project narrative section

- . . the specific competitive preference priority
- Competitive Preference Priority 2 they wish ED to consider for the purpose of

Assessing Student Growth earning competitive preference priority
points.

- Competitive Preference Priority 3

- The maximum number of Competitive
Comprehensive Academic Assessment Preference Priority points for any application
Instruments is two.

@) U.S. Department of Education
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Competitive Preference Priority 1 — Improving
Assessment Scoring and Score Reporting

Under this priority, SEAs must:

a) Develop innovative tools that leverage technology to score assessments;

1) To respond to paragraph (a), applicants must propose projects to reduce the
time it takes to provide test results to educators, parents, and students and
to make it more cost-effective to include non-multiple choice items on
assessments. These innovative tools must improve automated scoring of
student assessments, in particular non-multiple choice items in
reading/language arts, mathematics, or science; or

A6 ‘((’: .
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Competitive Preference Priority 1 contd. — Improving
Assessment Scoring and Score Reporting

b) Propose projects, in consultation with organizations representing parents (including parents of English
learners and parents of students with disabilities), students, teachers, counselors, and school
administrators to address needs related to score reporting and improve the utility of information
about student performance included in reports of assessment results and provide better and more

timely information to educators and parents;
1) To respond to paragraph (b), applicants must include one or more of the following in their projects:
i. Developing enhanced score reporting templates or digital mechanisms for communicating assessment results and
their meaning (such as by providing clear and actionable next steps for parents);
ii. ii. Improving the assessment literacy of educators and parents to help them interpret test results and to support
teaching and learning in the classroom (such as by providing training on test development and interpretation of test

scores); and
iii. Developing mechanisms for secure transmission and individual use of assessment results by teachers, students, and

parents.
c) Applicants proposing projects under either paragraph (a) or (b) must provide a dissemination plan for

sharing lessons learned and best practices such that their projects can serve as models and resources
that can be shared with other States.
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Competitive Preference Priority 2 — Assessing
Student Growth

Under this priority, SEAs must develop or improve models to measure and
assess student progress or student growth on State assessments under
section 1111(b)(2) and other assessments not required under section

1111(b)(2).

-:*“((e .
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Competitive Preference Priority 3 — Comprehensive
Academic Assessment Instruments

Under this priority, SEAs must evaluate student academic achievement
through the development of comprehensive academic assessment
instruments (such as performance and technology-based academic
assessments, computer adaptive assessments, projects, or extended
performance task assessments) that emphasize the mastery of standards
and aligned competencies in a competency-based education model.

-:“\‘((’: .
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For more information
on Invitational
Priorities, see pages

Invitational Priorities (5 9100fthe AN

. Invitational Priority 1 - ED does not award additional points
to applications that address IPs.

Assessment Data Literacy

 |nvitational Priority 2

Comprehensive Assessment Systems:
Aligned Formative, Diagnostic and
Interim Assessments

'(re .
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Section 1203(b)(1)(A) of the ESEA lIdentifies 6
Allowable Uses of CGSA Funds

1. Developing or improving assessments for English learners.

2. Developing or improving models to measure and assess student progress or student growth on
State assessments.

3. Developing or improving assessments for children with disabilities.

4. Allowing for collaboration with institutions of higher education, other research institutions, or
other organizations to improve the quality, validity, and reliability of State academic assessments.

5. Measuring student academic achievement using multiple measures of student academic
achievement from multiple sources.

6. Evaluating student academic achievement through the development of comprehensive academic
assessment instruments that emphasize the mastery of standards and alighed competencies in a
competency-based education model.

N U.S. Department of Education




SELECTION CRITERIA

Quality of Project Design
Quality of Management Plan
Adequacy of Resources

Quality of Project Evaluation



Quality of Project Design
(up to 60 points)

.

For more information

on Quality of Project

Design see pages 11-
12 of the ANI

J

The Secretary considers the quality of the design of the proposed project.

In determining the quality of the design of the proposed project, the Secretary considers the

following factors:

1) The extent to which the goals, objectives, and outcomes to be achieved by the proposed project
are clearly specified, measurable, and ambitious yet achievable within the project period, and

aligned with the purposes of the grant program (up to 10 points).

2) The extent to which the proposed project demonstrates a rationale (as defined in this notice)

that is aligned with the purposes of the grant program (up to 5 points).

3) The extent to which the design of the proposed project includes a thorough, high-quality review
of the relevant literature, a high-quality plan for project implementation, and the use of
appropriate methodological tools to enable successful achievement of project objectives (up to

5 points).

'(re .
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For more information

Quality of Project Design contd. | onauityof projec

Design see pages 11-

(up to 60 points) _ 12ofthean

4) The likelihood that the services to be provided by the proposed project will lead to meaningful
improvements in the achievement of students as measured against rigorous and relevant
standards (up to 10 points).

5) The extent to which the proposed development efforts include adequate quality controls,
continuous improvement efforts, and, as appropriate, repeated testing of products (up to 10
points).

6) The extent to which there is a plan to incorporate the project purposes, activities, or benefits
into the ongoing work of the applicant beyond the end of the project period (up to 10 points).

7) 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 build recipient and project

capacity in ways that lead to improvements in practice among the recipients of those services
(up to 10 points).

'((e .
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4 )

For more information

Quality of Management Plan on Quality of

Management Plan

(up tO 15 pOintS) see page 12 of the

\ ANI

J

The Secretary considers the quality of the management plan of the
proposed project.

In determining the quality of the management plan of the proposed project, the Secretary
considers:

1) The feasibility of the management plan to achieve project objectives and goals on time
and within budget, including clearly defined responsibilities, timelines, and milestones
for accomplishing project tasks (up to 5 points).

2) The extent to which the time commitments of the project director and principal

investigator and other key project personnel are appropriate and adequate to meet the
objectives of the proposed project (up to 10 points).

(re .
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Adequacy of Resources
(up to 10 points)

.

For more information
on Adequacy of
Resources see page
12 of the ANI

J

The Secretary considers the quality of the adequacy of resources of the

proposed project.

In determining the quality of the adequate of resources of the proposed project, the

Secretary considers:

1) The extent to which the costs are reasonable in relation to the number of persons to be
served, the depth and intensity of services, and the anticipated results and benefits (up

to 10 points).

'(re .
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Quality of Project Evaluation or other
Evidence-Building (up to 15 points)

The Secretary considers the quality of the evaluation or other evidence-
building of the proposed project.

In determining the quality of the of the evaluation or other evidence-building, the Secretary
considers:

1) The extent to which the methods of evaluation or other evidence-building are thorough,

feasible, relevant, and appropriate to the goals, objectives, and outcomes of the
proposed project (up to 15 points).

For more information

on Project Evaluation

see pages 12-13 of
the ANI

. J
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Table of the Selection Criteria

Criteria Maximum | Weak Adequate Strong
Points

Quality of Project Design 60 0-20 21-44 45-60

Quality of Management Plan 15 0-5 6-11 12-15

Adequacy of Resources 10 0-3 4-7 8-10

Quality of Project Evaluation 15 0-5 6-11 12-15

[ Total Points is 100 ]

AU .
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Application

Review

External peer reviewers will read and score the
applications.

ED program staff will also review applications for
consistency with statutory and application
requirements.

The Secretary may consider, under 34 CFR
75.217(d)(3), the past performance of the
applicant in carrying out a previous award, such
as the applicant’s use of funds.

The Secretary may also consider whether the
applicant failed to submit a timely performance
report or submitted a report of unacceptable
quality (performance reports are discussed in a
future slide).

27



SAM and Grants.gov



Registering Your SEA

- ldentify who at your SEA has the authority to apply for the grant in Grants.gov.
- This person will need to register the SEA in SAM and Grants.gov. Please register early.

o Register with SAM: You must have an active account with System for Award Management
(SAM). This includes having a Unique Entity Identifier. SAM.gov registration can take several
weeks. Begin that process early. To register, go to SAM.gov and click on "Get Started." Click
on the Entity Registration Checklist for the information you will need to register in SAM.gov.
If you need help, you can call 866-606-8220 or live chat with the Federal Service Desk.

o Register with Grants.gov: You must also have an active account with Grants.gov. To register,
go to Grants.gov and click "Register." When ready, click on "Get Registered Now" and
complete the required fields. For more information or assistance, click on “Applicant

Registration Page.”

(re .
(v U.S. Department of Education



https://sam.gov/
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APPLICATION PACKAGE
COMPONENTS

Application Checklist

Project Narrative

Budget & Budget Narrative

Other Forms and Documents



Q Part 1: Standard Documents

Q Application for Federal Assistance (SF 424)

Q ED Supplemental Information for SF 424
Q Part 2: Budget Information

Q Budget Information for Non-Construction Programs (SF-424A)
Q Part 3: ED Abstract Form

ad Project Abstract

Ap pl icati on Q Part 4: Project Narrative

= Q Application Narrative (Project Narrative Attachment Form)
Ch eCkI ISt Qd Part 5: Budget Narrative
Q Budget Narrative (Budget Narrative Attachment Form)
Q Part 6: Other Attachment Forms
A Individual Resumes for Project Directors and Key Personnel
d Documentation of Nonprofit Status
Q Part 7: Assurances and Certifications
QA Disclosure of Lobbying Activities (Standard Form LLL)

31
a Grants.gov Lobbying Form




Application Package Forms in Grants.gov

Access the application package forms in Grants.goyv, including
instructions and templates for all forms

PACKAGE FORMS: Download Instructions

Mandatory Forms Optional Forms
(Click to Preview) (Click to Preview)

Application for Federal Assistance (SF-424) [V4.0]

Budget Information for Non-Construction Programs (SF-424A) [V1.0]
Budget Narrative Attachment Form [V1.2]

Disclosure of Lobbying Activities (SF-LLL) [V2.0]

ED Abstract Form [V1.1]

ED SF424 Supplement [V4.1]

Grants.gov Lobbying Form [V1.1]

Other Attachments Form [V1.2]

Project Narrative Attachment Form [V1.2]

7 U.S. Department of Education
Note: The budget form, SF-424A, will look different than in previous CGSA competitions. Please

refer to the application package for instructions on how to appropriately complete the form.



https://apply07.grants.gov/apply/forms/readonly/SF424A-V1.0.pdf
https://apply07.grants.gov/apply/forms/readonly/SF424A-V1.0.pdf
https://apply07.grants.gov/apply/forms/readonly/SF424A-V1.0.pdf

Project Narrative

e Describe your proposed project in detail:
o Include a Table of Contents.
o Organize by Selection Criteria.

o Clearly state in the project narrative (and project
abstract) section the specific absolute priority(ies) that
the proposed project addresses and the specific

. competitive preference priority they wish ED to

Recom mendatlons consider for purposes of earning competitive
preference priority points (up to 2 points).

o Limit to no more than 65 pages (this recommendation
does not apply to other sections of the application
such as the cover sheet; abstract; budget section;
resumes; or letters of support).

o Follow the standards in the ANI (e.g., double-space
the text).

'(re .
(v U.S. Department of Education
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For more information on the

Budget Information Form | ™ e

e Provide the total funding request for each
year, and also how grant funds will be used
for the first year of the project in detail:

o The budget information form, SF-424A, will look
different than in previous CGSA competitions.

o The SF-424A requires total funding requests for
Recom mendations each year of the project, but only requires detailed

information for Year 1 of the project.

o You will provide information on all years of the
project, including an itemized budget breakdown for

each year of the proposed project, in your Budget
Narrative.

U.S. Department of Education
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For more information on
Budget Narrative see pages

BUdgEt Narrative 21-24 of the ANI

e Describe how grant funds will be used for
each year of the project in detail:

o The budget narrative requires an itemized budget
breakdown for each year of the proposed project (up
to 48 months).

v’ Describe the basis for estimating the costs of
personnel, fringe benefits, travel, equipment,

Recommendations supplies, consultants and subcontractors, indirect

costs, and any other projected expenditures.

o In accordance with 34 CFR 75.232, ED staff will
perform a cost analysis of each recommended project
to ensure that project costs are reasonable, allowable,
and allocable. ED may delete or reduce costs from the
budget during this review.

o Additional details are provided in the ANI.

U.S. Department of Education
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Other
Forms and

Documents

Attach one or more documents to the Other
Attachments Form in accordance with the instructions
found on Grants.gov

You may provide all the required information in a single
document, or in multiple documents

Ensure that you only attach the ED approved file types
detailed in the 2025 Common Instructions

Suggested Order:

o Resumes/Vitae for Project Directors and Key
Personnel

o Letters
o Supplementary Information
o Other Appendices

36
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INFORMATION TO REMEMBER AND
RESOURCES



Information to Remember

- Intent to Apply: Please email ESEA.Assessment@ed.gov with the subject line
“Intent to Apply” by May 29, 2026. This is not mandatory but strongly
encouraged.

- Register in SAM and Grants.gov Early: It can take weeks to complete the
entire grant application process.

o If you experience an issue in Grants.gov, you will need to contact the Grants.gov
help desk, make a note of the case number to keep track of your progress in
resolving the issue.

- Completing the Application in Grants.gov: Save often. Submit all documents
as PDFs.

S .
(v U.S. Department of Education
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Information to Remember contd.

- Application Submission Deadline: Do not wait until the last minute to submit the
application. Depending on the size of your files, transmittal may take several
minutes to hours. Submit early. Applications must be fully uploaded into
Grants.gov and timestamped by 11:59:59 pm EST on June 16, 2026. Applications
received after this time will be marked late and will not be read.

- Checking the Status of Your Application: Once ED receives your application from
Grants.gov, an Agency Tracking Number (PR/award number) will be assigned to
your application.

o You may check the status of your application by entering your submission’s
tracking number here.

-:?‘((e .
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https://www.grants.gov/applicants/grant-applications/track-my-application

Applications must describe:

e The data collection and reporting methods the applicant would use and why those
methods are likely to yield reliable, valid, and meaningful performance data.

* The applicant's capacity to collect and report reliable, valid, and meaningful
performance data, as evidenced by high-quality data collection, analysis, and
reporting in other projects or research.

Frogram Measure Description

Frogram Performance Measure 1 | The percentage of grantees, for each grant cycle, that
demonstrate significant progress towards improving,
developing, or implamenting a new model for
measuring the achievement or growth of students.

R ti d
p g Frogram Performance Measure 2 | The percentage of grantees, for each grant cycle, that
Pe rfo rm a n ce demonstrate collaboration with institutions of higher
education, other research institutions, or other
organizations to develop orimprove State

Measu res assessments

Frogram Performance Measure 3 | The percentage of grantees that, at least three times
during the period of their grants, make available to
SEA staff in non-participating S5tates and to
assessment researchears information on findings

(G ra ntee resulting from the CGSA program through

- L . presentations at national conferences, publications
Res 0“3' bllltles) in refereed journals, or other products disseminated
to the assessment community.

In addition to providing performance measure information in applications, all
grantees must submit an interim and final performance report with information
that is responsive to these performance measures, as well as the accomplishments
of their projects.




Resources Questions?

- CGSA Website
- SAM.gov Email: ESEA.Assessment@ed.gov

« Grants.gov

- Grants.gov video resources
- ANI

U
U.S. Department of Education
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https://www.ed.gov/grants-and-programs/grants-birth-grade-12/school-and-community-improvement-grants/competitive-grants-state-assessments
https://sam.gov/
https://sam.gov/
https://grants.gov/search-results-detail/362142
https://grants.gov/search-results-detail/362142
https://www.grants.gov/applicants/applicant-training
https://www.grants.gov/applicants/applicant-training
https://www.ed.gov/media/document/84368a-cgsa-fy2026-application-notice-and-instructions-20260427pdf-113945.pdf
https://www.ed.gov/media/document/84368a-cgsa-fy2026-application-notice-and-instructions-20260427pdf-113945.pdf

	COMPETITIVE GRANTS FOR STATE ASSESSMENTS (CGSA) �2026 COMPETITION�PRE-APPLICATION WEBINAR
	Slide Number 2
	AGENDA
	PROGRAM OVERVIEW
	������Background and Purpose��
	Award Information
	Competition Timeline
	PRIORITIES
	Absolute Priorities 
	Absolute Priority 1 – Developing Innovative Assessment Item Types and Design Approaches 
	Absolute Priority 1 contd. – Developing Innovative �Assessment Item Types and Design Approaches 
	Absolute Priority 2 – Meaningful Learning Opportunities 
	Competitive Preference Priorities
	Competitive Preference Priority 1 – Improving Assessment Scoring and Score Reporting
	Competitive Preference Priority 1 contd. – Improving Assessment Scoring and Score Reporting
	Competitive Preference Priority 2 – Assessing Student Growth 
	Slide Number 17
	Invitational Priorities
	Section 1203(b)(1)(A) of the ESEA Identifies 6 Allowable Uses of CGSA Funds 
	SELECTION CRITERIA	
	Quality of Project Design �(up to 60 points)
	Quality of Project Design contd. �(up to 60 points)
	Quality of Management Plan�(up to 15 points)
	Adequacy of Resources�(up to 10 points)
	Quality of Project Evaluation or other Evidence-Building (up to 15 points)
	Table of the Selection Criteria 
	Application Review
	SAM and Grants.gov
	Registering Your SEA 
	APPLICATION PACKAGE COMPONENTS	
	Application Checklist
	Application Package Forms in Grants.gov
	Project Narrative
	Budget Information Form
	Budget Narrative
	Other  Forms and Documents
	INFORMATION TO REMEMBER AND RESOURCES
	Information to Remember
	Information to Remember contd.
	Reporting and Performance Measures��(Grantee Responsibilities)
	Resources	

