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Academic Competitiveness (AC) and 

SMART Grant Programs

Ã First Awards: 2006-07 academic year

Ã Will end after 2010-11 unless reauthorized

Ã Purposes

ÄAC

ÄSMART

Encourage low-income high school students to take 

challenging courses and thus increase their likelihood 

of going to college and succeeding

Encourage students to pursue certain majors 

considered in high demand in the global economy 

(mathematics, science, engineering, technology, and 

certain languages critical to the national interest)



Academic Competitiveness (AC) and 

SMART Grant Programs

Ã Grant amounts

ÄACG

Â $750 for 1st year; $1,300 for 2nd year

ÄSMART Grant

Â $4,000 in each of 3rd and 4th years

Ã Eligibility criteria for either grant

ÄQualify for a Pell Grant

ÄU.S. citizen (now permanent residents as well)

ÄEnroll full time (now half time as well)

ÄDegree program at 2- or 4-year institution (now 

certificate programs lasting at least 1 year as 

well)



Additional Eligibility Criteria

Ã ACG

ÄRecent high school graduate (for first year)

ÄComplete a rigorous high school program

ÄEarn a 3.0 GPA for first year to get grant renewed

Ã SMART Grant

ÄMajor in eligible field

ÄTake course in that field each term

ÄMaintain 3.0 GPA



First-Year Activities

Ã Studied implementation issues from the perspective of major 

stakeholders

Ã Assembled and compared information on rigorous high school 

programs in each state

Ã Examined participation in the first year of the grant programs: 

2006ð07

Ã Used historical data to develop estimates of the numbers of students 

who would have been eligible for the grants at various time (had the 

grants existed then)

Ã Investigated state longitudinal data systems that tracked students 

from secondary through postsecondary education



Implementation Issues

Ã Negotiated rulemaking sessions were held in winter and spring of 

2007.

Ã Since then, ED has responded to several of the stakeholders concerns 

by modifying regulations where possible

Ã Recent legislation (HR 5715) modified the program, thus addressing 

some of the earlier concerns



Issues Raised During the First Year

Ã Purpose of program generally applauded

Ã Conception and design criticized:

ÄGPA requirement difficult for student aid office to 
verify

ÄDefining a rigorous high school program requirement 
poses complex implementation problems 

ÄMandatory institutional participation was difficult in 
first year because of confusion about requirements

ÄRestriction to students in academic programs excluded 
some certificate students  



Early Implementation Issues

Ã Minimum GPA requirement for sophomores, juniors, 

and seniors

Ã Excludes students who are:

ÄPart-time

ÄNon-citizens

ÄCertificate-seeking

Ã Limited to students who complete a rigorous high 

school program



Early Implementation Issues

ÃDefinition of òacademic yearó

ÄDiffers from definition used for other Title IV programs

ÄBased on credits accumulated and hours accrued

Ã Four-year high school transcript

ÄColleges typically use 3 years/7 semester transcript

ÄBurden on community colleges that do not generally 

collect high school transcripts



HR 5715

Ã HR 5715 addresses these concerns:

ÄDefinition of òacademic yearó change to òyearó

ÄExpands 5th year eligibility to SMART grant students 

enrolled in 5-year programs

ÄOnly states can define òrigorous secondary school 

programó

ÄRedirects surplus back into the ACG/NSG programs 



HR 5715

Ã HR 5715 expands eligibility to students who are:

ÂPart-time

ÂCertificate-seeking (1-2 year programs)

ÂNon-citizens (permanent residents)

ÂEnrolled in SMART-equivalent courses at liberal arts colleges 

that do not offer a SMART major



Rigorous High School Programs

Ã 40 states had at least one advanced, honors, or other state-level 

program approved

Ã No apparent systematic relationship between the rates at which Pell 

recipients received ACGs and statesõ rigorous programs or high 

school graduation requirements

Ã Over time, more students have been completing a rigorous high 

school program



ACG/SMART Grant Participation: 

2006-07

Ã About 300,000 ACGsawarded vs. 425,000 expected 

Ã About 60,000 SMART Grants awarded vs. 80,000 

expected

Fewer awards than expected



ACGs in 2006-07

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Federal Student Aid, COD-CPS Interface Grant Recipient File AY0607 (September 21, 2007).
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SMART Grants in 2006-07

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Federal Student Aid, COD-CPS Interface Grant Recipient File AY0607 (September 21, 2007).
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ACGs in 2006-07
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SMART Grants in 2006-07
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ACGs in 2006-07
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