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Legislation and Guidance
Final Teacher Preparation Regulations Issued
The U.S. Department of Education (ED) has issued final regulations under the Higher Education Act (HEA) regarding accountability for teacher preparation programs.  The regulations were originally proposed in 2014 as a way of evaluating institutions and programs that educate aspiring teachers.

Under the new rules, States will be required to rate all of their traditional, alternative, and distance teacher preparation programs and place them in one of three categories: effective, at-risk, and low-performing.  These ratings will be based on a number of metrics including the share of graduates who get jobs in high-needs schools (as defined by eligibility for poverty-based education and nutrition programs), overall job placement and retention rates for three years after graduation, and the teachers’ effectiveness, as based on both classroom observation and academic performance measures, which could include standardized tests.  Program effectiveness will also be judged by feedback from graduates and their employers, whether it is accredited or graduates candidates with “content and pedagogical knowledge” who meet rigorous exit requirements, and the amount and quality of on-the-job clinical training provided.   

The proposed rules were originally criticized in part because they required States to rely on test scores when evaluating teacher success.  In the final regulations, States will be able to use other measures deemed “relevant to student outcomes,” which may or may not include standardized tests or State-developed teacher evaluations.  States will be able to add additional performance measures to their evaluations, and will determine how to weigh all measures in their accountability systems.  

States will need to intervene in programs that are deemed low-performing, and only participants in programs rated effective for at least two years in a row will be eligible to receive federal TEACH grants.

In the final rule, ED removed a controversial provision which would require that programs maintain a “high bar of selectivity” for teacher preparation programs.  The agency acknowledged that such requirements may make it difficult to recruit a diverse student body into teacher preparation programs, and now says that the more important factor is that these programs maintain a high bar to exit the program.  

“As an educator, I know that one of the strongest in-school influences on students is the teacher in front of the classroom," said Secretary of Education John King in a press release accompanying the draft regulations.  "As a nation, there is so much more we can do to help prepare our teachers and create a diverse educator workforce.  Prospective teachers need good information to select the right program; school districts need access to the best trained professionals for every opening in every school; and preparation programs need feedback about their graduates' experiences in schools to refine their programs.  These regulations will help strengthen teacher preparation so that prospective teachers get off to the best start they can, and preparation programs can meet the needs of students and schools for great educators."

Under the final rule, States must engage with a wide variety of stakeholders in developing their evaluation systems during the 2016-17 school year.  They must test their reporting systems in the 2017-18 school year, with systems taking full effect in the 2018-19 school year.  TEACH grant eligibility can be rescinded starting in 2021-22.

While many advocates expressed appreciation that ED listened to feedback from stakeholders, others sharply criticized the final regulations.  Randi Weingarten, President of the American Federation of Teachers, said it was “ludicrous to propose evaluating teacher preparation programs based on the performance of the students taught by a program's graduates,” and that such requirements ultimately punish programs that send graduates to teach in high-needs schools.  And Chairman of the House Committee on Education and the Workforce John Kline (R-MN) agreed, saying in a press statement that “the department is taking a one-size-fits-all approach that will lead to unintended consequences.  It will be impossible to effectively implement this vast regulatory scheme, and it may lead to fewer teachers serving some of our nation’s most vulnerable children.”  Kline added that this issue is something that should be considered and resolved through legislation and reauthorization of the Higher Education Act, “not through the unilateral actions of the Department of Education.”

The final teacher preparation regulations are available here.
Resources:
Brenda Iasevoli, “Test Scores Get Less Emphasis in Final Federal Teacher-Preparation Rules,” Education Week: Politics K-12, October 12, 2016.
Author: JCM

ED Publishes College Planning Resource for Hispanic Students

The U.S. Department of Education (ED) and the White House Initiative on Educational Excellence for Hispanics released a college planning resource this week intended to help guide Hispanic students and their families through the college preparation and application process.

The resource guide includes information on a variety of topics, including college preparation courses, differences between types of postsecondary institutions, completing college applications, college entrance exams, financial aid applications, and preparing for the first semester of college. 

The guide serves as a continuation of previous resources published by ED geared toward Hispanic students.  In 2014, for example, ED released a resource guide for Hispanic students focused on how to complete the Free Application for Federal Student Aid (FAFSA).  

"This guide is a continuation of the historic investments the Obama Administration has made since day one to advance Latino student success from cradle to career," said U.S. Secretary of Education John King in a press release.  

The college planning resource guide for Hispanic students is available here. 

Resources:

U.S. Department of Education Press Release, “U.S. Department of Education, White House Initiative on Educational Excellence for Hispanics Release College Planning Resource Guide,” October 11, 2016.

Author: KSC

News
Representative Urges Restoration of Pell Grants for ITT Students
In a letter Wednesday to the U.S. Department of Education (ED), Representative Luke Messer (R-IN) urged the agency to restore eligibility for federal Pell Grants to students who were attending ITT Technical Institute when it abruptly shuttered last month.

ED has told former ITT Tech students that it will not restore or “reset” their Pell Grant eligibility, leaving them with little or no additional funds available to complete their degrees – and credits which many are discovering do not transfer to other institutions.  But in his letter, Messer points to Sec. 437(c)(3) of the Higher Education Act, which explicitly instructs ED not to count any Pell Grant benefits against a student’s period of eligibility if the student is unable to complete their degree because of the closing of an institution.  Messer asks ED to explain why it does not believe that that section is sufficient to extend eligibility to the affected students.  

“For many low-income students, Pell Grants are their best shot to attend college and secure a better future for themselves,” Messer said in a press release.  “ITT Tech closed largely at the hand of federal bureaucrats at the Education Department, and for them to now leave these students high-and-dry is a disgrace….  It’s frustrating that the Department did not do its homework to ensure students were protected and had options before taking action against ITT Tech.  Students should not be blamed for this closure, and we must do everything we can to ensure they have the opportunity to continue their education.”

ITT Tech closed in September following an enforcement decision by ED which prevented its campuses from enrolling new students using federal financial aid.  

Messer’s letter is available here.  

Author: JCM

Candidates Propose Tax Plans for Families with Children

The Clinton campaign announced this week that the candidate is pledging more tax relief for families with young children.  

The candidate announced a plan on Tuesday to double the Child Tax Credit and to increase the amount that low-income families could get back in refunds.  Currently, the Child Tax Credit is $1,000 per child under 17.  Clinton is proposing to increase it to $2,000 per child up until the age of four.  Her campaign said the plan would cost between $150 billion and $200 billion and would be paid by imposing higher taxes on the wealthy.  As with the current Child Tax Credit, it would phase out for families making higher incomes.
Clinton said she is trying to help families struggling with the cost of child care, health care, and college, claiming the "new tax credit will make their lives a little bit easier and help restore fairness to our economy."  This is part of a larger plan where the candidate has pledged not to raise taxes on the middle class and has proposed plans to cap child care costs and offer tax credits for excessive health care costs for family caregivers.

Clinton’s tax plan is narrower than her opponent’s, which would include tax breaks for wealthy Americans as well.  Republican candidate Donald Trump has proposed a more sweeping tax cut, condensing the current seven brackets to just three.  Trump has also proposed a tax deduction for child care as well as expanding the Earned Income Tax Credit to aid lower-income families with child care costs.  

Resources:
Catherine Lucey, “Clinton Proposes Tax Relief for Families With Young Kids,” Associated Press, October 11, 2016.
Author: SAS
Clinton, Trump Offer Their Vision for U.S. Public Education

Though the 2016 presidential candidates have often discussed their plans to address college affordability and student debt, K-12 education has failed to gain traction as a major policy issue throughout this year’s presidential election, but the Washington Post recently reached out to both Hillary Clinton and Donald Trump’s campaigns to gather insight into the candidates’ vision for public education.
The candidates were provided a series of questions on a range of mostly K-12 issues.  Donald Trump’s campaign declined to answer the Post’s questions, but did provide a statement emphasizing the candidate’s support for expanding school choice and directed voters to visit his website for more information on his education plan.  

Trump’s campaign website notes his recently announced plan to invest $20 billion in school choice programs in the form of federal grants to States that will follow students to whichever public or private school they opt to attend.  He also hopes to encourage States to invest their own funds to expand school choice.  

Clinton’s campaign did provide answers to the Post’s questions, which addressed issues ranging from the federal role in education, funding, accountability, early childhood education, school choice, and more.  Regarding school funding inequities, Clinton states that the responsibility to ensure that schools in low-income and affluent areas receive equitable funding lies with both the federal government and States.  She notes that the Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA) will help to equalize funding by requiring States and districts to be more transparent about where federal funding is being directed to.
On the controversial issue of standardized testing, Clinton believes that it is important to find the appropriate balance on testing so that too much classroom is not eaten up by test-taking but that schools still have standardized tests as a resource to gather information about student performance.  In addition, she says that with an appropriate balance, parents will hopefully not feel the need to opt their children out of standardized testing.  She also supports ESSA’s efforts to move away from test-score based accountability by providing States greater flexibility in designing accountability systems, allowing States to take a more holistic approach to evaluating student achievement and progress.  And while she does not state outright opposition to the Common Core State Standards as her opponent has, Clinton says that she has concerns about their implementation, including how the standards have contributed to an increase in standardized testing. 
Clinton also intends to expand early childhood education – a key issue in her campaign – by providing universal preschool for four-year-old children through a federal-State partnership and doubling the federal investment in Early Head Start programs. 
Clinton supports high quality charter schools and believes that charters should be held to the same standards as traditional public schools, but she opposes allowing for-profit companies to operate charter schools.  In addition, in contrast to Donald Trump, Clinton opposes using public funds to allow students to attend private schools through school choice programs. 
Finally, on higher education, Clinton released her “New College Compact” plan earlier this summer, which would offer free in-state college tuition to students from households earning less than $125,000 and be phased in over five years.  She plans to allow students to refinance their student loans at current interest rates and institute a three-month moratorium on federal student loan payments so that borrowers can consolidate and refinance their loans, as well as sign up for income-based repayment plans. 

Trump just announced his proposal to reduce the student debt burden at a campaign rally yesterday.  As part of his plan, student loan repayment would be capped at 12.5 percent of a borrower’s income (current income-based repayment plans cap monthly payments at 10 percent of a borrower’s income) and loans will be forgiven after 15 years if borrowers remain in good standing.  His plan would apply to both federal and private student loans. 
Resources:

Danielle Douglas-Gabriel, “Trump Just Laid Out a Pretty Radical Student Debt Plan,” Washington Post, October 13, 2016. 

Valerie Strauss, “The Washington Post Asked Clinton, Trump for Their Education Vision. Here’s What They Said.,” Washington Post, October 13, 2016. 

Author: KSC

Advertising Settlement Means Tougher Oversight for DeVry

DeVry University has settled a case with the U.S. Department of Education (ED) over its alleged use of misleading information on the employment of graduates in its radio, television, online, and print advertisements.  As part of the settlement, announced Thursday, the school must post a notice on its website saying the graduation statistics it was using – that 90% of graduates land jobs within six months of leaving school – are unsubstantiated, and must cease advertising using those statistics.  However, the school is insisting its claims are true, noting that it provided ED with campus-level and student-specific data going back 40 decades (ED officials said following review of this information that there was not enough evidence to substantiate the claim).  
In addition, DeVry has been placed under heightened cash monitoring and must provide a letter of credit from a bank assuring the availability of enough money to permit its continuation in federal student aid programs, meant to protect students and taxpayers if the school is unable to cover its liabilities under the programs.  Participation in those programs for DeVry will also be provisional for the next five years.
DeVry is also facing a Federal Trade Commission lawsuit over the graduation claims, saying that the school misled consumers by claiming graduate incomes it could not substantiate.

Resources:
Danielle Douglas-Gabriel, “For-profit DeVry University reaches a settlement with Education Dept. over deceptive ads,” Washington Post, October 13, 2016.
Author: JCM  
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