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Feedback Sought on Department of Education’s Compliance 
Calendar 

During the 2008 reauthorization of the Higher Education Act (HEA), NAICU and other members of the higher 
education community recommended to Congress that it require the Department of Education to develop a 
compliance resource that summarized the reporting and disclosure requirements related to institutions’ 
eligibility to participate in the Title IV, Higher Education Act (HEA) student assistance programs. Congress 
agreed, and the HEA included a mandate for such a resource. Now, the U.S. Department of Education has 
finally released the long-awaited “compliance calendar” and is looking for feedback on its first draft. 
 
The document lists the federal reporting and compliance due dates for the upcoming academic year. The 
calendar will be updated and reissued each year to reflect any changes in the timing or reporting requirements 
of the Department of Education. In addition to reporting dates, the calendar also provides useful contextual 
information on the statutory authority/applicable regulations related to each required disclosure, as well as the 
date each filing is due, and how and to whom the required information should be provided. Finally, it is worth 
noting that the calendar is broken into three sections: reports, disclosures, and disclosures related to loans. 
 
While the publication of the compliance calendar represents a step in the right direction, NAICU recognizes that 
certain information is still missing, incomplete, or unclear. Since the recently published calendar provides the 
template for all future updates, we are working to compile a list of any additions or modifications that would 
make it more complete and easier to use. These suggestions will be shared and discussed with our colleagues in 
the higher education community and then sent to the Department of Education for its consideration. 
 
If you have any comments, suggestions, or potential edits to the compliance calendar template, please send 
them to Tim Powers by Thursday, May 21. 

 
For more information, contact Tim Powers, Tim@naicu.edu 

 
 

State Authorization Provisions Expected to go into Effect on 
July 1, 2015 

After several years of delay (See June 27, 2014 Washington Update), the Department of Education appears set 
to implement state authorization regulations effective on July 1, 2015. The provisions that will be implemented 
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are those requiring an institution to be authorized by the state in which it has its main location, or in which it 
has an additional physical location offering at least half of an educational program. The requirements do not 
deal with the authorization of distance education programs, which were struck down in court and are not 
currently in effect. 
 
Unfortunately, an institution often is unaware its authorization is in question until an issue is raised during 
recertification review. The Education Department has not made available a list of states that are out of 
compliance, so institutions could be caught by surprise when they go through their next recertification process. 
  

For more information, contact Tim Powers, Tim@naicu.edu 
 

 
NAICU Submits Comments on Alexander White Papers 

Senator Lamar Alexander (R-TN), Chairman of the Senate Committee on Health, Education, Labor and Pensions 
(HELP), recently released three white papers on particularly vexing policy areas in higher education. (See April 
10, 2015 Washington Update) The three papers highlighted, and sought feedback from the higher education 
committee on, various proposals and ideas on accreditation, institutional risk sharing, and data transparency 
and consumer information. 
 
In April, NAICU submitted its response to the Senate HELP Committee highlighting areas of risk and opportunity 
within each white paper. 

Accreditation 

NAICU stressed five particular points in its response to Sen. Alexander’s proposal: (1) Accreditation is a 
dynamic process that works; (2) Accreditation works because of its mission-based focus; (3) Accreditation 
works best when it is focused on quality assurance, not compliance; (4) There is a need to avoid a “check-the-
box” focus on accreditor compliance; and (5) There continues to be a need to increase public understanding of 
what accreditation does and how institutions demonstrate their quality. Further, NAICU directly addressed some 
of the more concerning proposals contained within Sen. Alexander’s paper that the Association believes would 
“fundamentally alter the independent accreditation process.” 

Institutional Risk Sharing 

NAICU highlighted five concerns with Sen. Alexander’s proposal: (1) The risk-sharing proposals contained within 
the paper are untested and could prove uncertain in their outcomes; (2) Positive incentives for partnership are 
more effective than negative punishments; (3) Congress should continue to strengthen its support for the 
growing number of non-traditional students, but also provide incentives for institutions to help traditional 
students complete on-time; (4) The cohort default rate (CDR) is a useful, though limited, indicator of 
institutions’ success with students; and (5) Student debt levels and student loan defaults are distinct 
phenomena. The highest rate of default is with those who borrow the least. 

Data Transparency and Consumer Information 

NAICU stressed three main points in response to Sen. Alexander’s proposal: (1) The federal government can 
play a positive role in consumer transparency, helping families find a best-fit college; (2) The hard policy, 
privacy and security questions that arise with any personal information collection and dissemination activity 
must be squarely addressed; (3) Avoid oversimplifying the Net Price Calculators, which help students make 
informed choices about college financing. 
 
In addition to its own responses, NAICU signed onto three community-wide letters organized by the American 
Council on Education (ACE) that also addressed accreditation, institutional risk sharing, and data transparency 
and consumer information. 
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NAICU will continue to closely monitor any developments on these issues and others related to reauthorization 
of the Higher Education Act. 

 
For more information, contact Tim Powers, Tim@naicu.edu  

 
 
Updated Title IX Resource Guide Issued Reinforcing 
Institutional Roles and Responsibilities 

The Department of Education’s Office of Civil Rights (OCR) recently sent Dear Colleague letters to all college 
presidents and Title IX Coordinators reminding them of their institutions’ obligations to prohibit sex 
discrimination in educational programs and activities. 
 
The letters are accompanied by an updated Title IX Resource Guide, which details the responsibilities and 
authority of Title IX Coordinators on their campus. The guide highlights the need to properly designate and train 
a full-time Title IX Coordinator who reports directly to the president; effectively ensures compliance with laws 
and regulations; responds to complaints; participates in complaint investigations; is visible throughout the 
school community; and assesses the campus climate. 
 
The Title IX Coordinator is responsible for, and has authority over, compliance with laws and regulations; 
ensuring the institution has in place appropriate administrative and grievance policies and procedures; 
collecting and reporting information about the school climate; and applying Title IX rules to various issues on 
college campuses. 
 
Throughout the Resource Guide, the Department makes it clear that Title IX covers an institutions’ 
“community,” which includes students, parents, employees, and applicants for admission or employment. 

 
For more information, contact Stephanie Giesecke, Stephanie@naicu.edu 

 
 
Congress Takes Next Step on the FY 2016 Budget 

The House Budget Committee filed S. Con. Res. 11, the FY 2016conferenced budget resolution, checking off the 
latest step in this year’s budget process. 
 
Unfortunately, the conference report includes the following assumptions on spending cuts: 

• Maintain the Pell Grant maximum at the current level, but undercut the funding structure to support it. 
The budget proposes the elimination of all mandatory Pell Grant funding, which represents an 
$80 billion cut over 10 years, then makes up for the lost mandatory funding by expecting it be fully 
funded from appropriations. Finding an additional $8 billion per year puts impossible pressure on the 
appropriations committee. 
   

• The elimination of the in-school interest subsidy for undergraduate student loans. This represents a 
$34 billion cut over 10 years. 
   

• The elimination of the expansion of income-based repayment. This represents a $16 billion cut over 
10 years. 
   

• Keeps the FY 2016 sequestration cap on appropriations for non-defense programs, and lowers it each 
year for 10 years. 

Regarding the two procedural issues with which we have concerns, the conference committee includes the 
following positives about student aid: 

• Instead of requiring the use of “fair-value” accounting for student loan legislation, the Congressional 
Budget Office must provide it as “additional information” when such legislation is considered. Fair-value 
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accounting makes student loans look more expensive to the government than they really are. 
   

• Reconciliation instructions are not included for changes to student loans. Reconciliation is a budget and 
legislative process that requires deficit reduction (i.e., program cuts), but which affords the Senate fast-
track floor procedures and requires a simple majority for passage. Reconciliation has been used three 
times in the last 10 years to make changes to the student loan program. 

Congress will need to pass legislation to make the proposed cuts in mandatory Pell and enact the in-school 
interest subsidy, but the lack of reconciliation instructions for students loans will make it very difficult to do so. 
Without reconciliation, the most likely place for these proposals to emerge is the reauthorization of the Higher 
Education Act. The tight caps on appropriations will continue to make funding the student aid programs difficult. 
 
The House is expected to vote on the resolution Friday, May 1, while the Senate will consider it Monday, May 4. 

For more information, contact Stephanie Giesecke, Stephanie@naicu.edu  
 

 
House Holds Hearing on College Access and Completion for 
Low-Income Students 

The House Subcommittee on Higher Education and Workforce Training held a hearing focused on improving 
college access and completion for low-income and first-generation students. The April 30 hearing marked 
the second time the House has held a hearing in the 114th Congress regarding federal higher education policy 
as the committee continues to work towards reauthorization of the Higher Education Act. 
 
The hearing featured testimony from four witnesses representing a wide swath of the higher education 
community. The witnesses focused primarily on efforts being undertaken at the institutional level to increase 
access, affordability, and completion for low-income students. Specific programs, like early college high school 
initiatives at the Dallas County Community College District and UCLA’s Academic Advancement Program (AAP), 
drew particular praise from lawmakers on the panel as particularly innovative practices that should be emulated 
at other institutions as a means to attract and retain low-income students. 
 
Each of the witnesses stressed the value of a college education and the importance of the federal government 
continuing to invest in American college students through student financial aid programs. Significant portions of 
the testimony, and ensuing questions, focused on the need to close the gaps in higher education attainment as 
a means of maintaining national economic competitiveness. Universally, the panelists agreed that institutions 
are continuing to develop best-practices to help low-income students apply, enroll, and graduate from American 
colleges and universities. 
 
Committee Republicans highlighted the importance of streamlining regulatory requirements from the 
Department of Education as a means to free up resources that institutions could use to recruit and retain low-
income students. Committee Democrats focused mainly on the efforts of minority-serving institutions and 
nontraditional education offerings—such as competency-based credit models—as beneficial steps in lowering 
college costs and improving graduation rates. 
 
Additional information, including an archived webcast of the hearing, full witness testimony, and a copy of 
Chairwoman Virginia Foxx’s (R-VA) opening statement can be found on the Education and the Workforce 
Committee’s website. 

 
For more information, contact Tim Powers, Tim@naicu.edu  

 
 
Senate Holds Hearing on the Role of Consumer Information 
in College Choice 

The Senate Health, Education, Labor and Pensions (HELP) Committee held a hearing focused on the role of 
consumer information in college choice. The hearing on May 6 marked the second time the Senate has 
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convened in the 114th Congress regarding federal higher education policy as the committee continues to work 
towards reauthorization of the Higher Education Act. 
 
The witness testimony focused primarily on tools and data the federal government provides to consumers in 
order to help them make informed college choices. There was universal agreement by the witnesses that the 
federal government plays a crucial role in helping students find the institution that is the “best fit” to continue 
their education. However, the witnesses also believed that providing too much data to students can have an 
overwhelming effect that is counterproductive to the government’s goals. In particular, one witness, Stacy 
Lightfoot, Vice President of College & Career Success Initiatives, Public Education Foundation, a nonprofit, 
community-based organization that provides training, research, and resources to educators, mentioned the 
flexibility of Net Price Calculators as extremely useful to guiding students towards a school that might be a 
better fit, even though it could have a higher sticker price. 
 
Members of the Committee were relatively muted in their comments and questions. HELP Committee 
Republicans tended to focus on deregulation as a means of providing better, more cost effective consumer 
information. They lamented the growth and inaccessibility of the Integrated Postsecondary Education Data 
System (IPEDS), and challenged themselves to “weed the garden” of unnecessary reporting mandates and 
disclosures. Finally, Committee Republicans devoted attention to the idea of promoting alternatives to 
bachelor’s degree, including an associate’s degrees and certificates, as a means to spur economic growth. 
 
Committee Democrats focused on making publicly available much of the data the federal government already 
collects. Democrats were upset that much of what colleges and universities are required to report to the U.S. 
Department of Education never sees is not made readily available to consumers. They also touched on 
strengthening wraparound and cradle-to-career services, as well as ensuring that consumers are provided with 
accurate information on financing, earnings, and chances of success provided by college programs. 
 
Further information, including witness testimony and a video of the hearing, can be found on the HELP 
Committee website. 

For more information, contact Tim Powers, Tim@naicu.edu   
 

 
REPAYE Neg-Reg Achieves Consensus 

The federal regulatory negotiating panel assigned to review President Obama’s new income-driven repayment 
plan, referred to as REPAYE (Revised “Pay As You Earn”), came to a last-minute compromise on the loan-
forgiveness proposal of the repayment plan that allowed the team to reach an agreement on proposed 
regulations. 
 
During prior sessions, the Department of Education proposed a dramatic cliff in which students who borrow 
$57,500 or less would qualify for loan forgiveness after 20 years of repayment, while those who borrowed more 
than $57,500 would have to repay for 25 years before qualifying for forgiveness. (See April 9, 2015Washington 
Update.) The compromise provides that loan forgiveness after 20 years for borrowers with only undergraduate 
loans, and after 25 years for borrowers with any graduate loans. 
 
REPAYE was proposed by President Obama to expand the benefits of existing income-based student loan 
repayment options. It is open to all direct loan borrowers, who repay no more than 10 percent of their monthly 
discretionary income, adjusted annually. At the onset of the negotiations in February, many of the negotiators, 
which included representatives of student groups, consumer advocates, higher education associations, and 
servicers, were concerned about having yet another income-driven repayment plan. However, in the end, they 
felt their modifications expanded benefits and was easy to explain to borrowers. The consensus tightened 
repayment for married borrowers who file their taxes separately. Now both incomes will be considered in 
determining discretionary income. 
 
The negotiators also reached agreement on several other issues, including modifications to the Servicemembers 
Civil Relief Act (SCRA) to ensure eligible servicemembers are aware of their benefits and receive the maximum 
for which they were eligible. The proposed regulations would also make cohort default rate appeals easier for 
schools with small numbers of borrowers, particularly community colleges. 
 

http://www.help.senate.gov/hearings/hearing/?id=37b7caee-5056-a032-527d-75a91c1f0d40
http://www.help.senate.gov/hearings/hearing/?id=37b7caee-5056-a032-527d-75a91c1f0d40
mailto:Tim@naicu.edu
http://www.naicu.edu/news_room/detail/repaye-neg-reg-achieves-consensus
http://www.naicu.edu/news_room/detail/negotiated-rule-making-sessions-focus-on-pay-as-you-earn
http://www.naicu.edu/news_room/detail/negotiated-rule-making-sessions-focus-on-pay-as-you-earn


NAICU / Washington Update / May 15, 2015 / 6 of 7 

The Department plans to publish a Notice of Proposed Rule-making in early July, and finalize the rule by 
November 1, 2015. Implementation may be as early as December. 

 
For more information, contact Maureen Budetti, Maureen@naicu.edu  

 
 
Obama Administration Announces Second Round of “First in 
the World” Grants 

The U.S. Department of Education has announced that it will award up to $60 million to innovative colleges and 
universities through a second round of grants in the First in the World (FITW) program. According to the 
Department, the FITW program seeks to spur the development of innovations that improve educational 
outcomes, and make higher education more affordable for students. 
 
Interested parties can submit applications to the Department from May 11, 2015 to June 26, 2015. 
 
Unlike the first round of grants (See May 19, 2014 Washington Update), this year the program will have two 
tiers: 

• The Development tier will be funded in three areas: improving teaching and learning; developing and 
using assessments of student learning; and facilitating pathways to credentialing and transfer. 
   

• The Validation tier will be funded in four areas: improving success in developmental education; 
improving teaching and learning; improving student support services; and influencing the development 
of non-cognitive factors. 

The Department of Education will also host a series of pre-application webinars to provide an overview of the 
FITW program, evidence requirements, priorities, and selection criteria. The briefings will be held on May 14, 
15, and 19 at 3:00 pm EDT. To find out more information about the program and how to apply, or to participate 
in a webinar, visit the “Applicant Info” section of the program’s website. 
 
The Department of Education is also seeking peer reviewers to participate in the FITW awards process. 
Information on how to apply to become a peer reviewer can be found here. 
 
The first round of grants provided $75 million to 24 grant recipients, including five NAICU members. A summary 
of the competition, including a directory of grantees and project abstracts, may be accessed here. 

For more information, contact Tim Powers, Tim@naicu.edu  
 

 
Scholarships to Mexico This Summer 

In an effort to increase student mobility between Mexico and the United States, the University of Guadalajara is 
offering 15 full scholarships for its summer study abroad program. The scholarships cover the costs of the 
month-long program and room and board. Students would only need to pay for their airfare and health 
insurance. 
 
Once the 15 scholarships are filled, the university will offer partial scholarships which will reduce the cost of the 
program to $1,000, including room and board, but excluding airfare and health insurance. 
 
Detailed information of the program can be found at: http://www.cgci.udg.mx/pepe2015. 

For more information, contact Galen Vandergriff, Galen@naicu.edu  
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