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OPPORTUNITY PROGRAMS: OPENING THE
DOORS TO HIGHER EDUCATION

THURSDAY, JUNE 12, 1997

U.S. SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON LABOR AND HUMAN RESOURCES,
Washington, DC.

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:01 a.m., in room
SD—430, Dirksen Senate Office Building, Senator James M. Jef-
fords (chairman of the committee) presiding.

Present: Senators Jeffords, Collins, Kennedy, Dodd, Bingaman,
Wellstone, and Murray.

OPENING STATEMENT OF SENATOR JEFFORDS

The CHAIRMAN. The Senate Committee on Labor and Human Re-
sources will come to order.

This morning’s hearing is the ninth in a series the committee is
holding to discuss issues relating to the reauthorization of the
Higher Education Act. This morning, we will discuss three pro-
grams authorized in the Higher Education Act: Aid for Institu-
tional Development, or Title III; the National Early Intervention
Scholarship and Partnership Program, and the TRIO programs.
Trio, Early Intervention and Title III provide support services and
scholarships for students, as well as institutional aid to colleges
and universities, with the goal of making the dream of a college
education a reality for low-income individuals.

Historically, the Federal investment in higher education has
placed an emphasis on increasing access opportunity for participa-
tion in dpostsecondary education. The bulk of that investment is

rovided through grants, loans and work-study to eligible students.

till, oftentimes, it takes more than just a. promise of financial as-
sistance for a first-generation, finanaally disadvantaged student to
reach for and attain the golden ring, a college degree.

According to a recent report published by the Institute for Higher
Education Policy, first-generation students often face distinctive
challenges in pursuit of a college degree. The report further notes
that ﬁrst-ieneration students are usually less prepared for college
life than their classmates who come from college-educated families,
and that can prove a stumbling block in achieving a degree.

Each of the programs we will discuss today has unique compo-
nents, but all are geared to assisting low-income, first-generation
college students pursue postsecondary education opportunities.

The Early Intervention Program, for example, encourages schools
to provide counseling and mentoring services to students who are

(1
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at risk of dropping out of high school. The TRIO programs offer a
broad array of services, from campus visits to early residential pro-
grams.

Colleges also play a role through the institutional aid program by
enrolling large numbers of financially disadvantaged students and
providing funds to those institutions for faculty development. These
programs are successful because they provide flexibility to schools
and colleges to encourage students to graduate high school and go
on to postsecondary training. And we know from recent studies
that students who go on to complete a postsecondary degree return
this investment by getting higher-paying jobs and increasing the
economic productivity of our Nation.

I look forward to hearing the comments, recommendations and
suggestions from our witnesses for ways that we might make these
programs more efficient and effective. You are the experts in the
field, and your deep understanding of these programs will be of
great value to us as we move forward on reauthorization.

Thank you all for being here today.

Our first witness is Mr. Moses Griffin. Mr. Griffin is the execu-
tive assistant to the president and administrator of the Title III
program at Wilberforce University in Wilberforce, OH. Thank you
for being here today. Senator DeWine asked me to apologize for
him‘.( He had expected to be here, but was called away for other
work.

Our next witness is Dr. Vic Morgan, president of Sul Ross State
University in Alpine, TX. Sul Ross State University is part of the
Texas State University system. Dr. Morgan began his association
with Sul Ross in 1975 and was appointed president in 1990.

Ms. Linda Shiller is director of outreach programs at the Ver-
mont Student Assistance Corporation. Welcome, Linda; it is good
to see you again. She will speak to us today about Vermont’s Early
Intervention Scholarship and Partnership Program. '

Our final witness this morning will be Ms. Ann Coles. Ms. Coles
is the senior vice president of education information services at the
Education Resources Institute and director of their Higher Edu-
cation Information Center in Boston. And Senator Kennedy apolo-
gizes, but this is an extremely busy time right now, and many,
many things are going on, so I apologize for him, because he want-
ed very much to be here.

Mr. Griffin, please proceed.
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STATEMENTS OF MOSES GRIFFIN, TITLE III COORDINATOR
AND EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT, WILBER-
FORCE UNIVERSITY, WILBERFORCE, OH, ON BEHALF OF THE
COLLEGE FUND/UNCF; R. VIC MORGAN, PRESIDENT, SUL
ROSS STATE UNIVERSITY, ALPINE, TX, ON BEHALF OF THE
HISPANIC ASSOCIATION OF COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES;
LINDA SHILLER, DIRECTOR OF OUTREACH PROGRAMS, VER-
MONT STUDENT ASSISTANCE CORPORATION, WINOOSKI, VT,
ON BEHALF OF THE NATIONAL EARLY INTERVENTION
SCHOLARSHIP AND PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM; AND ANN
COLES, SENIOR VICE PRESIDENT, EDUCATION INFORMA-
TION SERVICES, EDUCATION RESOURCES INSTITUTE, BOS-
TON, MA, ON BEHALF OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL OF EDU-
CATIONAL OPPORTUNITY ASSOCIATIONS

. Mr. GRIFFIN. Thank you, Senator.

Mr. Chairman, members of the committee on Labor and Human
Resources, I am Moses Griffin, the Title III administrator of Wil-
berforce University in Wilberforce, OH.

Senator, I will not read my entire statement but will give you a
brief overview.

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. We hope everyone will keep their verbal
statements to 5 minutes, and the entire statements will be made
a part of the record. I assure you they will be reviewed, read and
carefully digested.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Sir, Wilberforce University is the Nation’s oldest co-
-educational, Historically Black College and University in America.
It was founded in 1856. It enrolls more than 1,000 students who
are largely lower-income students who are dependent on Federal
student assistance in some form.

Eight hundred -eighteen of our students are currently receiving

. Stafford student loans. Another 672.are Pell grant recipients. The
university is now within the final year of a 5-year Strengthening

- Historically Black .Colleges and Universities Grant, and it is au-
tlé%rsized by the Title III program of the Higher Education Act of
1965.

The Title III Institutional Aid Program plays a dramatic and es-
sential role in supporting the Federal Government’s efforts to fulfill
the Federal access mission for many low-income and African Amer-
ican students. The Federal Government and the Nation’s Histori-
cally Black Colleges and Universities and other access institutions
work cooperatively to fulfill this shared goal.

The current Title III program was authorized by Congress in
1986 and reauthorized in 1992. Part B, the Black College and Uni-
versity Act, is critical to both the fulfillment of the Federal equal
opportunity in higher education goal and the survival and enhance-
ment of the Nation’s HBCUs.

The Co’llefe Fund/UNCF recommendations for reauthorization of
Title III will be found at the conclusion of my testimony. They are
intended to make minor modifications in the program that CF
R‘ll;esidents and Title III administrators believe 1s working well.

at view is largeg shared througl}\:out the HBCU community.

* At Wilberforce University, our Title III program is broken down
into six major categories. Actxvity 1, which 18 student retention,
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deals with tutoring, counseling and student services to improve
academic success.

Activity 2, which is academic development, deals with instruc-
tion, advising, equipment and materials. .

Activity 3 is computing equipment, which is vitally necessary to
bring the university into the 21st century as far as computers are
concerned.

Activity 4 is faculty and staff develc:ipment and strengthening
general institutional management. In order for our faculty and our
staff to be able to better serve our students, this is a much-needed
category.

Activity 5 is structuring the planned giving and major gifts insti-
tutional efforts. This is where the planning and the structure is
performed in order to go out and find major contributors to help
this private institution to continue to grow.

And Activity 6 is attracting and retaining adult students. This is
a program that has been designated to assist those people who
have completed 2 years of college credits and allow them to go to
school at that time, even though they are working, raising families
and so on, and be able to obtain a college degree.

I am not going to go into all of these major activities as far as
the programs are concerned and as far as the progress is con-
cerned. That is already within my testimony. What I would like to -
do, sir, is go to a brief summary, if I may.

There is one major area that is of great concern to Wilberforce
University and the UNCF. They are both strongly committed to
evaluating institutional progress and meeting stated goals and ob-
jectives in the Title III program. The Title III Part B program is
unique and presents special challenges in order to ensure a fair
evaluation and program accountability. '

Title III grants cannot be fairly evaluated collectively. Institu-
tional aid grants by definition are intended to move individual in-
stitutions along a continuum toward their fullest possible develop-
ment. In order to fairly and effectively measure institutional
progress using Title III funds, we must evaluate how well the insti-
tution meets the objectives it outlined to the Secretary of Education
in it:sl grant application, in accordance with the institution’s strate-

c plan.
g-lAt:t,empt:s to use common evaluation criteria would impose stand-
ards which assume a uniform “origin,” “growth,” and “maturity”
point for all institutions of higher education. The false nature of
this premise leads us to believe that the Title II study/evaluation
by the Department of Education’s consultant MATH-TECH will un-
fairly and improperly assess the real progress being made by col-
leges and universities like Wilberforce University.

e HBCU community’s concerns are heightened by MATH-
TECH’s lack of experience and knowledge about the Title III pro-
gram and participating institutions and especially their lack of fa-
miliar with HBCUs. :

I have included at the end of my testimony also UNCF’s Higher
Education Act reauthorization recommendations for Title III.

.1 would be pleased to respond to any questions you may have re-
%n'ding the Title II program at Wilberforce University. Also, Mr.
illiam A. Blakey, who serves as Washington counsel to the Col-

8
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lege Fund/UNCF, is also available to answer any questions you
may have regarding UNCF’s Title III reauthorization recommenda-
tions.

Thank you, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. Perfect timing. Thank you.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Griffin follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF MOSES GRIFFIN

INTRODUCTION

Good Morning Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee on Labor and
‘Human Resources. I am Moses Griffin, the Title III Administrator .at Wilberforce
University in Wilberforce, Ohio.

Wilberforce University is the Nation’s oldest, coeducational Historically Black Col-
.lege or University in America. This -institution of higher learning ‘was founded in
1856 under the aegis of African Methodist ‘Episcopal Church. ( ). Wilberforce

- University enrolls more than 1,000 students, who-are larﬁely lower income students
and who dependent on federal student assistance to enroll in college, i.e. eighty per-
cent receive some form of Title IV, Student Assistance (818 Stafford stugent oan
borrowers/$3,604,955) and sixty-five percent are Pell Grant recipients (672/
$1,140,077). The University is now within the final year of a five-year Strengthening
Historically Black ~Colleq‘t:s and Universities grant under the Institutional Aid Pro-

- gram authorized by the Title III Program of the Education Act of 1965.

The Title III, Institutional Aid-program plays a dramatic-and essential role in
‘supporting the Federal in fulfilling the Federal “access” mission for many lower in-
come and African American. students. The- Federal Government and the Nation’s
Historically Black Colleﬁes and Universities (HBCUs), and other access institutions,
work cooperatively to fulfill this shared goal! The current Title Ill’rﬁmﬁram was au-

. thorized by Co 8 in 1986, and reauthorized in 1992. Part B, The Black College
and University is critical to both the fulfillment of the Federal equal opportunit
in higher education goal, and to the survival and enhancement of the Nation’s
"HBCUs. The Coll Fund/UNCF’s. recommendations for reauthorization of Title
III—which can be found-at the conclusion of my testimony—are intended to make
-minor.modifications in the program that UNCF Presidents and-Title III Administra-
tors believe is working well. That view is largely shared throughout the HBCU com-
munity.

AN OVERVIEW OF WILBERFORCE UNIVERSITY’S ADMINISTRATION OF
THE TI'l‘IéE III PROGRAM: A CAPSULE OF EXCELLENCE AND EFFEC-

The University’s current Title III project consists of the following six Program Ac-
tivities:

Activity 1—Student Retention—Tutoring, Counseling, -and Student Services to Im-
‘prove Academic Success.

al?ct.i\rii:y-2-—.Academic Development—Instruction, Advising, Equipment, and Mate-
‘rials.

Activity 3—Computing Equipment, AcademicRenovation, and Institutional Man-
agement. )

Activity 4—Faculty and Staff. Development -and Strengthening General Institu-
tional Management.

Activity 5—Structuring the' Planned Giving/Major Gifts Institutional Efforts.

Activity 6—Attracting and Retaining Adult Students.

Note:All data in this report covers the first four-years of this.grant period.

MAJOR FINDINGS BY ACTIVITY

The-following assessment of the accomplishments of the Title II project addresses
the six Program Activities in relation to both the ‘specific objectives of the plan of

. operations and the stated goals of the University.

Activity I—Student Retention—Tutoring, Counseling, and Student Serv-
ices to Improve Academic-Services.

The major objectives of Activity One, as noted in the plan of operation, is to iden-
tify and improve retention rates for underprepared, first-generation students which
it typically serves,.as well as for the academically able.and well motivated students
which the University seeks to attract in large ‘numbers. This Activity plan is to be
accomplished through improved orientation and advisement of students, increased

ERIC e
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faculty/student contact outside the classroom, comprehensive counseling, increased
parental involvement and tutoring, and career &Iid&l‘lw. :

The followinq three Activity objectives are being achieved over the grant period
of five-years: (1) to identify and reduce organizational and personal factors which
contribute to unnecessary student attrition; (2) to maintain a continuous and com-
prehensive counseling program to assist students in relating to the University’s en-
:ironment, (3) to assist in enrollment management activities designed to retain stu-

ents.

Activity I-Progress .

The need for Activity One is extremely clear, by looking at the population being
served, and the development of the institution’s capacity to assist students in the
ways outlined is vital to a successful academic life. The University’s professional
staff and support personnel are aware of the importance of this project, and the Uni-
versity’s administration strongly supports the Jn'ogram.

The objectives for achieving this Activity during the duration of this grant are
being met in a timely manner. . .

Counseling services have expanded with services in academic tutoring, time man-
agement, study techniques, and student life difficulties. Faculty and support staff
are making themselves available to individuals and groups whenever their talents
or skills are needed in helping meet performance objectives.

Monthly and annual attendance reports from the Counseling Center may be seen
in the Office of the Vice President of Student Affairs. The Counseling center has
served 400 students in the fourth (1995-96) grant year with 80 gercent seeking aca-
demic assistance, 15 percent seeking personal counseling, and 5 percent with a
number of miscellaneous concerns. . .

Of the 400 students seeking counseling services, program records show 94 percent
returned for further assistance. Faculty members have shown a tremendous desire
to assist with on-site study reviews, group and individual remedial sessions, and
those individual students requesting private meetings to discuss personal problems
(such as sight difficulties, hearing problems, and/or other causes of learning dif-
ficulty). The Counseling Center s has also improved student request for assist-
ance by instructing students on how to study effectively.

Counseling services have increased to a myriad of student-oriented services. The
area of expanded services include peer mentors, resident life, violence prevention,
science reviews, math remedial sessions, study labs, and a number of other counsel-

" ing components aimed at improving student life and retention.

e major objective of this Activity continues to record tremendous improvements
in the area of attracting and retaining students. The Campus Visitation Day and
the Parent Weekend have helped with attrition by improving parental interest and
University support. A Fartial ist of the ma{or activities conducted by project staff
include: visitation day for high school counselors, health fairs, drug and alcohol sem-
inars, anti-violence workshops, academic stress seminars, male rite-of-passage and
female rite-of-passage, and personal relationship conferences.

Parent Week’s large success has been in part due to the collaborative efforts of
alumni participation and Activity staff's careful planning of endeavors which are of
great interest to parents (survival skills, residence halls, career choices, counseling
assistance, mentor programs, study aids, and financial aid). Staffs strategies are
also impacting upon retention/attrition by cultural events, social affairs, faculty/stu-
dent socials, sporting events, and self-awareness sessions.

The continuous institutional support and staff dedication are evident at this point
and all preliminary evidence predicts a successful outcome for this Activity.

Activity II—Academic velopment—Instruction, Advising, Equipment,
and Materials.

The major %!;al of this Activity, as stated in the plan of operation, is to improve
the academic delivery services ol media communications, faculty-research, academic
advising, student support systems, and the assessment of special populations. This
Activity Plan is that of an academic advising oversight component, tutorial program,
and assessment coordination. It is felt that these endeavors would support the re-
tention efforts presented in Activity One.

The following seven Activity objectives were put into place during the first year
as originally projected in the plan of operation: (1) to place 90 percent of freshmen
participating in The Wilberforce Intensive Summer Experience Program (WISE)
above remedial college algebra; (2) to place 100 students in small group evening tu-
torial sessions; (3) to develop an assessment instrument for incoming students and
existing students; (4) to use satellite communications in 35 class sessions; (5) to at-
tend six debate team meets as well as selected training workshops; (6) to establish
ten faculty/student research projects, and (7) to coordinate the production of Univer-
sity publications. :

YO LAY R vean
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Activity II— '

.The u;n"'evementa in this second program during year four is moving in a timely
‘manner toward a successful completion. The Director of this Activity, the Director
of Activity III, and the Title III Coordinator collaborated effectively in organizing
-construction plans and prﬁjecting strategies for future equipment needs for the new
Mass Communications building.

The Summer Bri Program, A)roviding intensive instruction in math, science,
computer science, and reading and writing was extended from a five week to a six
week program. The program was also expanded to include intensive evening ses-
sions of computer literacy, introduction to enfineering, and several other concept
courses which help ensure successful academic life. .

The Summer Bridge Program’s success is supported by an,imfnessive 100 percent
completion rate (23 entered and 23 comg]{ete . The number of students being ex-
empted from University requirements in Math and Reading has consistently ranged
between 80 and 90 percent. :

The Academic Support Program has provided academic assistance, personal coun-
seling, career advisement, and a number of special problem areas for more than 176
students. The services provided to students also include tutorinegl, testing, and diag-
-nosing academic deficiencies for the purpose of prescribing remedial corrections.

Special facu]atf' workshops and training sessions were held to help program staff
with the.special needs of students such as: stress management, dormitory life and
accommeodating the disabled (Disability Act). In addition, program staff are consist-

- .ently provided workshops and training sessions on supervisory skills, tutor selection

- and training, and responding to the special needs of the disabled.

This grant griod has witnessed proposals for faculty research being written,
awards being designated, and funds being received from Ohio’s Department of Edu-
cation, the United Negro College Fund, and a number of private agencies.

The stre 8 in Activity II.are found in the’ $701,000 .worth.of grants identified

- and successfully written by program .stafl. The University’s Strategic Plan (1994—

99) is the official planning guide for-documenting the official objectives of the insti-
- tutional academic support services. The staff of Activity II closely monitors the
-progress and achievement levels of students in order to assure that they embark
upon early academic success. This early. monitoring process was designed to ensure
greater student retention, as well as improving greater student completions.

This obvious.successful monitoring system is composed of lab aides, tutors, study
gmups, lab and.computer sessions, and a number of convenient tutoring sites (Li-

rary, King Science Building, and Jackson and Valentine Residence Halls). The tu-
toring program of 20 trained (academically qualified) student tutors-has no more
than 15 students aasigned to any.one tutor. )

~In-addition to successful peer-tutoring efforts, the program -effectiveness was im-

. mved immeasurably by acquiring theservices of a professional tutor in physics.

is professional stafl addition will help elevate services in those areas recording

. the highest levels of use: math, chemistry, physics and biology.

The Tutoring Program attendance records (as documented by student sign-in

data) provide an impressive account of a constant increase in student academic sup-
~port. gmglram data indicated a 64.9 percent increase in student use of tutoring serv-
1ces over last year’s totals. The review of sign-in visit records showed 866 students
gtended sessions during the Fall Semester and 940 students attended in the Spring
mester.

Activity III—Computing Equipment, Academic Renovation, and Institu-
tional Management.

The main purpose of this Activity, as outlined in the project plan of operation, is
to renovate existing instructional facilities and laboratories by upgrading the Aca-
demic Computer Center to be current with technology and to be able to offer aca-
demic instruction in the use of popular software.

-Activity Three has two major obﬂ_ectives: (1) to continue upgrading the computer
equipment; and (2) to continue staff u ding and the operational component Law
Enforcement Training Network (LETN?%:: the Campus Police.

Activity III—Progress

The new Mass Media Building is certain]i'_hthe right step toward continued up-
grading of academic facilities and services. The new facility allows the Univemit’y
- to-remain current in computer technology and academic de ivery. The institution's
image ‘will also be elevated and student recruitment and retention will be effected
in a positive manner.

The innovative leadership in Activity Three should be commended for holding
meetings with vendors and University personnel in order to review prices, discuss

equipment features, study alternatives and unify requests whenever possible.
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Activity IV—Faculty and Staff Development and Strengthening General
Institutional Management.

The major objectives of Activity IV, as presented in the plan of operation, is fac-
ulty/staff development as well as counse u;ﬂ,and referral services which maintain
a healthy work environment for personnel. The Activity Plan is to support academic
development and assist programs with attracting, retaining, and strengthening staff
quality and providing a system .of staff policy and procedure stand which pro-
mote good employee relations and greater productivity.

The following six Activity objecg‘via are to be achieved over the five year grant
Feriod: (1) to continue support of facul‘tj Xum g terminal degrees and to support
ive additional faculty to obtain terminal degrees; (2) to su]t)_port ten non-faculty em-
ployees to obtain uate/terminal degrees; (3) to support acul?!, staff, and in-
istrators in attending professional meetings and posiums for their continui
education; (4) to lish an on-campus self-help library for all staff members; an
(5) to establish a university-wide Performance Appraisal System including the de-
velopment of a Personnel Policies and Procedures Manual (6) with a corresponding

:ivis.ox’sle'danual.
vi Progress .

The Ugversity’s policies and procedures Manual has experienced some delay in
eon:{letion because of new policy research in the areas of affirmative action rules,
working conditions (smoking, eating, etc.), and a conclusion of the legal overview of
recently completed job performance regulations.

The academic staff and support personnel are ade’ﬁ::et:ly represented in the train-
ing and development component of this Activity. faculty members are cur-
rently completing Ph.D.’s and two support personnel are m:tivefé pursuing Master’s

8. In addition, one staff member completed his MBA, and a number of insti-
tutional stafl and personnel recorded an extensive attendance list at conferences,
workshops, seminars, and training sessions (library workshops, teaching technique
workshops, -science worksliops, accounting seminars, informational technology ses-
sions, physical education workshops, science equipment workshops, stress manage-
ment seminars, file and records workshops, human resources wor sho. , communica-
tion skills worimhop, compensation and benefit seminar, coaching clinic, financial
aid information seminar, and student defaulted loan conferences).

The Employee Assistance Program is a strong and extremely viable component of
the University in the very capable hands of the Project Director. The completely
confidential program provides employees with professional referrals for their family
and/or personal problems.

The Self-Hel 'brar{ rovides source materials in a-database and the catalog for-
mulation readily availal lg. The Library has also undergone the addition of computer
skill manuals and grammar skills booklets. Stress management books and videos,
and communication technique booklets.

. Activity V—Structuring the Planned Giving/Major Gifts Institutional Ef-
orts. . :

The major objectives of Activity Five, as stated in the plan of operation, are to
help support the University’s efforts in educating its giving constituency concerning
planned gifts and to support efforts toward attracting other funding. This Activity
was meant to continue building the strong financial base so badly needed in facing
the budgetary pressures of the day-to-day operations and the challenges of the fu-
ture. The rlan as outlined is to educate alumni and friends as to planned giving
and to explore, identify and attract other external funding sources.

The five following.Activig' ob{ectives are to be achieved over the period of the
grant: (1) to roduce and distribute a “Guide to Giving” to the University; (2) to
identify 100 alumni/friends of the University with the capacity to make a major gift/
planned gift; (3) to write a cultivation plan for the top 40 prospects; (4) senior ad-
ministrators (President, Vice President for Development and University Relations)
to make personal calls on top prospects; (5) to increase the number of ests for

Activity V—

The progress of Activity Five continues to show great progress. This grant year
witnessed over 125 individual and gvup meetings held by program staff’ with poten-
tial -givers throughout the United States. The results of these numerous meetings
with prospects increased the institution’s total for gifts well over 1.5 million dollars.
In addition, a number of new sources such as university vendors, advisory board
members, and cooperative education program participants have been identilied and
a q!han has been develoged.

e progress made by this Activity staff is excellent in their efforts at making
contacts and developing strategies for soliciting potential givers. The new solicita-
tion plan, follow-up efforts, and program reviews are clearly aimed at a useful plan
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toward combining these strategies into a permanent tradition. The efforts of the
competent staff of Activity Five not only provides much needed financial support,
but also increasea institutional visibility, recruitment efforts, and ability to be more
responsive to those disadvantaged youth it serves.

A:’tivity VI—Attracti?gland Retaining Adult Students

The main objectives of this Activity, as stated in the plan of operation, is to initi-
ate a degree program offering evening classes for adult transfer students who are
25 years or older and who have completed at least two years of college. :

e following five Activity objectives are to be achieved over this grant period: (1)

to increase institutional enrollment by adding special adult programs; (2) to provide

- evening academic programming to-the typic underserved adult learner; (3) to ex-
oh

pand program curriculums to accommodate the special needs of the adult learner
which will allow admission to the program and achieve academic success; (4) to pro-
vide academic instruction in disciplines in which African Americans are underrep-
resented; (5) to provide tutoring, counseling, and student service programs designed
to improve academic success.

Activity VI—Progress

This Activity leader appears to have adjusted to the demands for which he has

- exhibited a true talent. This talent has manifested itself in the form of four new

community centers for the University’s adult academic programs.
- The four new university adult community educational centers are a ‘ﬁmpriately
located throughout the region at Greene County Memorial Hospital, Middletown Re-
ional Hospital, Columbus State Community College, and the Dayton Urban League
acility. The well planned centers became completely operational during January
1997.

The enrollment data has recorded an impressive history of program growth with
56 students in 1992-93, 71 students in 1993-94, 107 students in 1994-95, and 116
students in 1995-96. The four new educational centers should bring about a greater
growth in levels of service and enrollment.

Program stafl attended a number of conferences, workshops, and seminars. The
session titles ranged from Strategies for Recruiting and Retaining Students of Color
and ‘African American Men Stopping Violence to regional and national conferences
for adult educators.

Students commitments can be seen in the diversity shown by the ten students
who traveled to Florida A&M University to review graduate programs and profes-
sional schools. The list of student held workshops, seminars, special lecture sessions,
and cultl'xrallg diverse events provide great insight into a program that is on target.

A BRIEF SUMMARY

Wilberforce University has completed year four of the five year Strengthening
Historically Black Colleges and Universities Title III grant. All milestones and ob-
jectives for the fourth grant 1year have been achieved on or near the scheduled time.

Overall, the project is well managed, faculty and staff enthusiasm and dedication
are high, and the institutional commitment is sincere. The University is being
strengthened in those areas most critical to the overall success of its mission.

The written documents' and records reviewed during the evaluation process were,
for the most part, comprehensive and well prepared. They included a tremendous
amount of quantiﬁable data and information to support the opinion that &mject ac-
tivities are moving successfully toward the desired goals. The Wilberforce University
project appears to be carrying out the intent of Title III legislation and meeting the
critical needs of the institution. I have attached to my testimon‘y, a summary budget
of Wilberforce University’s Title III expenditures for the first four years of our cur-
rent Title III grant.

Wilberforce University and ‘UNCF are strongly committed to evaluatiﬁ%
institutional pro, s in meeting stated goals and objectives in the Title
rmgram. The Title I, Part B Program is unique and presents special chal-

enges in order to ensure a fair evaluation and pro%ram accountability.
Title III grants cannot be fairly evaluated collectively. Institutional aid
grants, by definition, are intended to move individual institutions along a
continum toward their fullest possible development. In order to fairly and effec-
tively measure institutio: progress using Title III funds—we must evalu-
ate how well the institution met the objectives it outlined to the Secretary of Edu-
cation in its grant application, in accord with the institution’s Strategic Plan. At-
tempts to use common evaluation criteria would impose standards which
assume a uniform “origin,” “growth,” and “maturity” point for all institu-
tions of higher education. The false nature of this premise leads us to be-
lieve that the Title Il study/evaluation by the Department of Education’s
consultant MATH-TECH will unfairli and improperly assess the real
progress being made by colleges and universities like Wilberforce. The
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HBCU community’s concerns are heightened by MATH-TECH'S lack or ex-
perience and knowledge about the Title IIl program and &articipating in-
stitutions, and especi their lack of familiarity with HBCUs.

UNCF’s HIG DUCATION ACT UTHORIZATION REC-
OMMENDATIONS FOR TITLE III

The current law Title III program has been in operation for almost ten years. The
essentially formula-driven program under Part B is complemented by the Graduate
and Professional program authorized in section 326 and the Part C, Endowment
Grant program—which is currently unfunded. The College Fund/UNCF makes the
{(I)}lowing recommendations to increase the efficiency and effectiveness of the Title

rogram:
(f) AETUTHORIZE PART B ELIGIBLE INSTITUTIONS TO USE UP TO 20
gERCI(B)lg;I‘:‘SOF THEIR PART B AWARD FOR ENDOWMENT BUILDING

(2) CLARIFY THE “MATCHING” REQUIREMENT IN SECTION 326 SO THAT
ONLY AMOUNTS ABOVE THE INITIAL $500,000 AWARD MUST BE
MATCHED—ON A DOLLAR-FOR-DOLLAR BASIS—BY THE GRADUATE OR
PROFESSIONAL INSTITUTION;

(3) MAINTAIN THE CURRENT ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS AND DEFINI-
TION OF “QUALIFIED GRADUATE PROGRAM” FOR PARTICIPATION IN SEC-
TION 326, BUT ADD A REQUIREMENT THAT “HOLDS HARMLESS” THE
AWARD LEVELS OF EXISTING INSTITUTIONS, IF NEW INSTITUTIONS OR
GRADUATE PROGRAMS ARE ADMITTED TO SECTION 326;

(4) ESTABLISH AN INSTITUTIONAL <“HOLD-HARMLESS” PROVISION

WHICH PREVENTS THE AWARD LEVEL OF EACH INSTITUTION FROM
- BEING REDUCED IN A SUBSEQUENT YEAR—UNLESS THE TOTAL APPRO-
PRIATION FOR SECTION 326 IS REDUCED BY THE CONGRESS;

(5) ALLOW EACH SECTION 326 INSTITUTION—IF IT HAS STATUTORY AU-
THORITY TO FUND A MEDICINE, VETERINARY MEDICINE, PHARMACY,
LAW, OR “QUALIFIED GRADUATE PROGRAM"—TO IDENTIFY THE ACA-
DEMIC SCHOOL OR COLLEGE OR PROGRAM THAT IT WISHED TO FUND
DURING A PARTICULAR ACADEMIC YEAR OR FUNDING CYCLE; AND

(6) AUTHORIZE A REGULAR EVALUATION OF THE TITLE III PROGRAM
THROUGH THE OFFICE OF EDUCATIONAL RESEARCH AND IMPROVEMENT.

I WOULD BE PLEASED TO RESPOND TO ANY QUESTIONS YOU MAY HAVE
REGARDING THE TITLE III PROGRAM, ESPECIALLY THE PROGRAM AT WIL-
BERFORCE UNIVERSITY. WILLIAM A. BLAKEY, WHO SERVES AS WASHING-
TON COUNSEL TO THE COLLEGE FUND/UNCF IS ALSO AVAILABLE TO AN-
SWER ANY QUESTIONS YOU MAY HAVE REGARDING UNCF’s TITLE III RE-
AUTHORIZATION RECOMMENDATIONS.
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Wilberferes U y Budgetary B:
for Title [II Expeaditures for the Current Grant Period
from Ocwober 1, 1992 through Sepsesmber 38, 1996

a.  Compensation (salarics, benafits, stipends, etc. for staff, consuitants, students) .. ...... $ 1,133,503

b.  Acquisition of scientific/laboratory equipment . . . . ... ... .ol e i 174,117
¢ Acquisition of [ibrary matorials and equipment ... ... ... .iieeieiiiann, 15,925
d.  Acquisition of computers/ ftware (other than in bore) .. .. ............. 532,400
L 1 RPN 156,040
f. Other (specify) supplies, tstcph

construction, renovation. facuity and mﬂ'dcwhpmm ........................ 804770
T £ R $2.316,755
Listod below are major purp of activities d in the Title ([l grant and the expenditures and

cumulative expenditures through and including 1995-96.
. . (1) Grant (2) Cumuiative

expenditures  expendintres

for 199596  through 1995-96

A. I?uuuy d-vdopnut (support of fuuny exchanges, facuity

facuity ps tO assist in

mmgmmmmﬁeﬂofnm o) . $ 10,000 $ 40,000
8. Devel and impx of Studest suppert services o

imp i (tutoring, ing. advising,

career Placement. €IR) « . oLl e e e e, 135,500 38.250
C. D P and impe of acad progr and

(projects to deveiop or impr i i or h

in spauﬁcsubpuueuorw P central academic supp

resources such as central libraries, p centers or rk

ions centers or rks, etc. [nclude reiated grant-

funded exponditures for isition of equi or fals) .......... 215,502 744,317
D. Devel and impx of funds and admisistract R

tools and capabilities (including iated equip acquisitions,

personnel raining, ete.) .. ... ... e i ie e e e 66,700 250,180
E. G 3 ation, and mai of fmstr | facilities ... ... 70,320 264,909
F.  Other (p cost, travel, suppli cost, teloph .

POStRgO and PrINtING COSEE . .. .. ...\t inieernnrnnrraanan e as 180,674 1,246,576
G, Gramt AGmiBIStration ...............cccicriararnaeraaaniaans 53.823 182.521

Mot . .. e et e e 5 832,519 S 2.816,755
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The CHAIRMAN. Dr. Morgan, please proceed.

Mr. MoRrGAN. Thank you, sir.

I am Dick Morgan, and it is indeed a privilege and pleasure to
be here, Chairman Jeffords. We appreciate your giving us the invi-
tation and the opportunity to be here.

I am here representing the Hispanic Association of Colleges and
Universities, who serve many of the Hispanic-Serving Institutions
in the country, and I want to share with you today the role of His-
panic-Serving Institutions in the delivery of higher education to
Hispanics and nonHispanics and to request your consideration for
specific changes to the Title III HSI program.

Sul Ross State University is the only public university between
An Antonio and El Paso, a distance of some 600 miles along the
Texas/Mexico border. Sul Ross serves 18 counties, a region of ap-
proximately 45,000 square miles; that is roughly the size of the
State of Pennsylvania, but there are only 155,000 citizens in this
region.

To give you an idea of what that is like, this phone book rep-
resents seven counties, including the counties in which the univer-
sity is located, and this is 22,000 square miles—and by the way,
this includes the Yellow Pages.

The region is approximately 50 percent Hispanic and is charac-
terized by small, rural, economically challenged school districts.
The oil for which West Texas is famous is north of us; it does not
generally impact the institutions in our region.

Fifty percent of the undergraduates at Sul Ross and 42 percent
of all enrolled students are Hispanic. Sul Ross is sixth in the Na-
tion in producing Hispanic teachers for the Nation’s public schools,
according to a recent Hispanic Qutlook article. There are a number
of examples of citizens in our written testimony, to give you an idea
of the impact that we have on families and individuals in terms of
higher education opportunities.

One of the things we do know, however, is that Hispanics are a
bit unique in that if they drop out of school at Sul Ross State Uni-
versity, they are un]ike{y to transfer to another institution to re-
ceive an education. And I think that that is probably fairly typical
of Hispanics at most Hispanic-serving institutions. Once they drop
out, they tend to go home, they tend to take whatever work is
available and tend to fail to complete their higher education.

Over 80 percent of the undergraduates at Sul Ross have docu-
mented financial need, with over 40 percent with full need, and I
think that compares to about a 12.5 percent national average of
students with full need. :
4 Eighty percent of our graduates are first-generation college stu

ents.

Hispanic-Serving Institutions are 2- and 4-year public and pri-
vate institutions with an enrollment of over 25 ?ercent Hispanic..
HACU represents 160 of these institutions and helps to ensure suc-
cess for Hispanic students. HACU sponsors workshops, financial
aid, grant-writing, retention, transfer student needs, dropout pre-
vention and college preparation, and links colleges and universities
to public schools ancr community organizations.
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Hispanic-Serving Institutions represent less than 3 percent of the
higher education institutions in the country; however, over 60 per-
cent of the Hispanics in higher education are enrolled in these His-
panic-Serving Institutions. Hispanics are the fastest-growing seg-
ment of our population; they have the lowest family income and
will soon be the largest minority group in the United States. Pro-
Jjections in Texas are that by the year 2030, 46.5 percent of the pop-
ulation in Texas will be Hispanic, 35 percent Anglo, 10 percent Af-
rican American.

Hispanics are the most under-represented ethnic group in Amer-
ican higher education. The public school dropout rate approximates
50 percent for Hispanics throughout the Nation, and since one of
the universal keys to employment success is higher education, we
have got to do all we can to reverse that trend. We believe that the
Federal Government can and-should help equalize our chances for
success. We believe that all minority-serving institutions deserve
equitable treatment. -

HSIs were first recognized in the last reauthorization Act and
were authorized for up to $45 million. In 1996, that funding level
was $12 million and was reduced to $10.8 million in 1997. Sul Ross
is one of 37 institutions out of 92 applicants awarded the 5-year de-
velopment grants -under the HSI program in 1996. They are pretty
tough standards, and to get those, the institutions must do a lot
of self-evaluation, self-assessment, commitments to other things.

These grants provide funding for libraries, retention programs,
faculty enhancements, multimedia technology to redesign courses
and train teachers. We have many institutions that are using the

. funds to get into the distance learning opportunities so that we can
reach out, and of course, in my area of the country, that is pretty
important.

Helping HSIs is a wise investment of limited Federal resources
and will change welfare recipients in all groups into tax-paying citi-
zens of tomorrow.

In terms of our recommendations and requests, our first and
overriding concern is that the entire Higher Education Act focused
the Federal role to address educational needs, rapid demographic
changes and under-representation, that is, that our Federal dollars
reach out neediest people.

Second, I ask that our specific recommendations be submitted to
the record, and I will outline some of those recommendations here.

We would like to see more reference to Hispanic-Serving Institu-
tions throughout the bill. Specifically, in all areas where other mi-
nority-serving institutions are mentioned, HSIs should be recog-
nized explicitly. '

We urge the creation of a new section under Title III, Strength-
ening Institutions for HSI, comparable to Part B for the Histori-
cally Black Colleges and Universities.

In Title III, the definition of HSIs is a bit too restrictive. We con-
cur with the 25 percent enrollment and 50 percent from low-income
families. However, the full-time equivalent does not reflect patterns
in Hispanic enrollment. Also, the requirement of 50 percent being
first-generation college students is unnecessary; the definition of
poverty suffices.

ERIC
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We ask that you drop the requirement that an additional 25 per-
cent come from either low-income or first-generation college fami-
lies, as it is unnecessarily restrictive.

Finally, we ask that the fundin triiger requiring that general
Part A grants be funded at $80 million before HSIs receive funding
be dropped.

That concludes my presentation. I will be happ%to answer ques-
tions. I have with me Ms. Carol Ruppel from the Hispanic Associa-
tion of Colleges and Universities, who will be glad to answer ques-
tions as well.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you very much, Dr. Morgan.
[The prepared statement of Mr. Morgan follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF DR. R. VIC MORCAN

Good morning. MI{ name is Dr. R. Vic Morgan and I am President of Sul Ross
State University (SRSU) in Alpine, Texas. I am testifying on behalf of the Hispanic
Association of Colleges and Universities (HACU), which represents America’s His-
panic-Serving Institutions (HSIs). Thank you Chairman Jeffords and Committee for
this opportunity to speak on the effectiveness of the Title III HSI Strengthening In-
stitution Grants.

Sul Ross is the only public university between San Antonio and El Paso, a dis-
tance of more than 600 miles along the Texas/Mexico border. Sul Ross serves 18
counties in far west Texas encompassing a region of 45,000 square miles. This is
an area the size of the state of Pennsylvania, with a population of 155,000. The re-
gion is approximately 50 percent Hispanic and is characterized by small, rural, eco-
nomically disadvantaged school districts. The oil for which West Texas is famous
does not benefit a large portion of our region.

Sul Ross State Umversity is over 75 years old and enrolls 2,500 students. More
than 50 percent of our undergraduates and 42 percent of our students are Hispanic.
We retain and graduate a hi'gzr percentage ofpﬁispanics than either Anglo or Afri-
can American students. More than 80 percent of the undergraduates at U have
documented financial need; more than 40 percent have full financial need. These fig-
ures are common for HSIs. The national average for students with full need is 12.5
percent.

Sul Ross is sixth in the nation in institutions producing Hispanic teachers for
public school systems and Twenty-third in the number of criminal justice degrees
it grants Hispanics, according to an Hispanic Outlook article (based on 1992-93
data). As a regional comprehensive university, Sul Ross prepares its graduates for
critical itions in communities, state and federal agencies, and private businesses
of the Texas border region.

On a recent graduation survey, 80 percent of our graduates indicated that they
i;yere first generation college grad'uates. Examples of our impact on Hispanic fami-

ies:

e The Gallego family has been in Alpine for five generations. Pete owns a res-
taurant and has three children who attend Sul Ross. Two are now lawyers and one
is a medical doctor. One of the attorneys is our current State Representative serving
his fourth term in the Texas House.

¢ Arturo Galindo, a current employee in our Title III program, is married with
four children. He was working as a janitor in an area public school when a teacher
suggested that he try to go to college. The counselor at his school, a Sul Ross g'rad-
uate, advised him to choose Sul Ross because “they will take care of you there.” He
completed his degree and considered several positions in the West Texas area. He
is now a computer specialist in our Title III program, working with Sul Ross faculty
members to incorporate computer technology into their courses.

o The Vizcaino family, from Alpine, has grandparents who live in Chihuahua,
Mexico, in a village with no electricity. The father immigrated to the United States
and worked for a concrete company. He became a U.S. citizen and all five children
in the family have attended Sul Ross. Four received degrees (education, social
science, chemistry, & business administration) and all are solid citizens, contribut-
ing to our society. .

e success stories abound, and that is due to our high Hispanic graduation rate.
We know from Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board data that most Hispanic
students who drop out of Sul Ross don’t complete a degree elsewhere. Unlike mem-
bers of other ethnic groups who may transfer to other institutions and finish a de-
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gree, Hispanic students are often region bound by culture, economics, and other fac-
tors and therefore unlikely to complete their studies once they drop out. Instead
they return to their family and find whatever work may be available.

ul Ross State University is one of 160 Hispanic-serving two-year and four-year,
public and private colleges and universities belonging to HACU, the Hispanic Xsso

. ciation of Colleges and Universities. HACU promotes the development of its colleges
and universities through administering a large number of federal and corporate
partnerships and by keeping its members abreast of all developments which im-
prove the chances of Hispanic students’ success. HACU serves as a think tank and
an advocate for Hispanics seeking or enrolled in higher education. It sponsors work-
shops on financial aid, grant writing, student transfer, dropout prevention and col-
lege preparation, and links colleges to high schools and community-based organiza-
tions. <

I am here today to share with you the role Hispanic-Serving Institutions play in
the delivery of higher education to Hispanics and non-Hispanics and to ask gr spe-
cific changes in the Title Il HSI program.

Hispanic-Serving Institutions 8) are so-designated because .they have a His-
panic enrollment of at least 25 percent. The U.S. Department of Education counts
approximately 200 colleges and universities as HSIs. HACU estimates that about
60 percent of all Hispanic students are enrolled in HSIs. Hispanics constitute the
fastest growing segment of the ffpulation and will soon be the largest minority
group in the United States. Yet Hispanics are sorely under-represented in institu-
tions of higher learning.

We feel that there is a tremendous need to boost the enrollment of Hispanic stu-
dents to more accurately reflect their numbers in our society. For a variety of rea-
sons, Hispanics have a 50 percent high-school dropout rate and a poor college reten-
tion rate. We all know that one universal keg to success in employment is a college
degree. Hispanics are tired of being poor and working in menial jobs, and are anx-

- ious to gain greater access to professional and technical opportunities.

Hispanics bring the same academic potential as other groups in this eountrly. We
are building a tradition of access to college in order to realize that potential, and
believe that the federal government should help equalize our chances for academic
success. HSIs, like Historically Black Colleg;:lsAand Universities, bring their own
unique history of disadvantage to the table. CU believes that HSIs and all mi-

- nority-serving institutions deserve equitable treatment.

Although the HSI grant program was authorized in the Higher Education Act
Amendments of 1992, fiscal year 1996 was the first appropriation. Of the 92 institu-
tions that aﬁpslied, only 37 HSIs were awarded five-year grants.

Title III HSI grants are vital to our continued success in educating Hispanics.
They support college-wide develoBment projects that are not covered by individual
‘student aid grant funds such as Pell grants and TRIO programs. And state dollars
are primarily for operations; rarely for development. The grant-writing process itself
is invaluable to our institutions. Colleges are required to undergo a rigorous gelf-
assessment and set measurable goals to address their weaknesses. They must also
provide evidence that the programs will become permanent after the funding ex-
pires. HSI grants allow our mostly under-funded campuses, all with large numbers
of low-income students, to give students the education they need to compete in our
society.

A surveg( which we conducted last year of the 37 grantees shows how the money
is spent. Many of the grants are used in part to update teaching methods proven
to result in retention and achievement of Hispanic students. Grants fund the devel-
oﬂ:lent of multimedia technology to redesign courses and to train teachers who
often train other teachers at other institutions. Courses are redesigned to have more
appeal and more application and thus to motivate students to stay with them. For
example, in the first year of its grant San Antonio College created an instructional
lab for faculty to develop multimedia and computer-technology presentations for the
classroom. Within the first year 112 small classes and seminars were scheduled.
The lab also offers technical assistance solving hardware and software problems
around campus.

Anocther Texas college, Our Lady of the Lake, uses its grant to fund the develop-
ment of a new major field of study, Electronic Commerce.

Colleges use HSI funds for distance learning equipment and training. HSIs have
been able to reach other HSIs and high schools in geographically and culturally iso-
lated areas with interactive video, videoconferencing and voice mail. Elementary
and high school teachers earn continuing education credits this way. High schools
are able to expand their curriculum by tuning in college courses taught by profes-
sors and earning college credits. Our Lady of the Lake reports offering computer
camp for middle- and high-school students.

ERIC
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Most grantees are able to offer programs of academic support to Hispanic and
non-Hispanic students at risk by training faculty and counselors. Supplemental in-
struction, counseling, academic advising, peer tutoring, career planning and careful
tracking are pmvideti.

The grant 1s used to help build endowments. The majority of HSIs are community
colleges, often in very poor communities. HSI grants help build alumni groups and
grant-writing capacity.

Our first and overriding recommendation for reauthorization is that the entire
Higher Education Act focus the federal role of higher education to address edu-
cational need, rapid demographic growth, and under-representation. Qur federal dol-
lars should be spent on our neediest people.

I ask that our specific recommendations be submitted to the record, and I will out-
line our suggested amendments to Title IIIl here. We would like more references to
‘Hispanic-Serving Institutions throughout the bill. In all titles where “other minor-
ity-serving institutions” are mentioned, Hispanic-Serving Institutions should be rec-
ognized explicitly. To best accomplish this we urFe that there be a new section cre-
ated under Title III Strengthening Institutions for HSIs, comparable to Part B for
Historically Black Colleges and Universities. We recognize and respect our historical
differences, but can buiﬁl an equally compelling argument for equity.

On Title III the definition for HSIs is far too restrictive. We concur with the 25
ercent Hispanic enrollment requirement and that 50 percent of that be from low-
income families. However, that those students be full-time-equivalent (FTE) does
not reflect the reality of Hispanic college enrollment. Many Hispanics can afford to .
enroll only as part-time students. Also the requirement that those 50 percent come
f_mm first-generation college parents is unnecessary. The definition of poverty suf-

ices.

Finally in the definition of HSIs for eligibility for Title III grants for Hispanic-
Serving Institutions, the requirement that an additional 25 percent of the Hispanic
enrollment come from either low-income or first-generation college families is also
unnecessarily restrictive.

Under the section of Title III authorizing axpmpriations for HSIs we ask that the
fundin triifer requiring that general Part A grants be funded at $80 million dol-
lars before HSIs receive funding be droqped.

These are our recommendations for Title III. We respectfully ask the Committee
to carefully consider all our recommendations when taking up reauthorization, as
thsﬁ"were drafted with the intention of “leveling the playing field.”

ank you for the opport.uni‘tj/ to provide this information about Hispanic-Serving
Institutions on behalf of HACU. I will be pleased to answer questions today or in
the future. I can be reached by phone at (915)837-8032; HACU’s Government Rela-
tions staff at (202)833-8361.

The CHAIRMAN. Ms. Shiller.

Ms. SHILLER. Good morning, Senator Jeffords and members of
the committee. My name is Linda Shiller, and I am here on behalf
of the National Early Intervention Scholarship and Partnership
Program, otherwise known as NEISP, but more importantly, on be-
half of the students whom we serve. As director of outreach pro-
grams at VSAC in Vermont, I oversee two TRIO programs along
with Vermont’s NEISP program. We have been working with first-
generation low-income students for over 30 years, he]%ing them to
reﬁ]iz]e their dreams and continue their education beyond high
school.

Today I would like to tell you about NEISP and why it makes
a tangible difference to over 3,500 Vermonters and 42,000 students
nationwide every year. But first, I would like to ask you to travel
back and time and think about yourself as a 7th or 8th grader. I
would like you to think about what you were thinking of doing
after high school; did you have a specific career in mind? If so, as

ou look back, was it realistic? Did you think you would go to col-
ege, and if you did, who encoura, eg you? If no one in your family
had set foot on a college campus, how would you have had that op-
portunity? Were finances a concern? Did you worry about how you
would pay for it?
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The reason I ask these questions is this. Studies show that many
students who decide to continue their education beyond high school
make that decision by the 7th or 8th grade. Many of us in this
room were probably privileged to have that support and encourage-
ment from family to aspire to college. Yet providing this access to
the financially and culturally disadvantaged youth in this country
is a major challenge as we try to prepare all students to have the
education and training necessary to compete in the 21st century.

Like TRIO, NEISP seeks to level the so-called playing field for
first-generation, low-income students. It offers an array of tools to
help these students overcome the many barriers they face from ele-
mentary school to high school as they try to aspire to college.

I would like to tell you about Don and Cindy, two students whose
lives have changed as a result of NEISP.

Don has been in NEISP since it started almost 3 years ago. His
grades were plummeting, his attendance was poor, and so was his
attitude about school. When asked about the future, he had no
plans except to get out of high school and as far away from home
as possible. Life at home was hell. He lived with mom and her boy-
friend, neither of whom graduated high school, and neither of
whom encouraged Don to continue his education.

But things turned around for him. He moved in with a friend’s
family. His NEISP counselor showed him that she believed in his
ability to be successful and showed him some real opportunities.

Through the program, Don developed a relationship with a com-
munity mentor, and he finally started to believe in himself. His
grades improved. He attended field trips and college visits, and he
applied and was accepted to a State college—and he received a
$2,500 NEISP scholarship to offset his expenses. Don was the first
person in his family to graduate from high school and to attend col-
lege; and he was alymost exclusively supported in his journey to col-
lege by the NEISP program.

Cindy had different circumstances. Her parents were supportive
of her in many ways, and home life was decent, but her family had
other obstacles. They were very poor and unaware of educational
opportunities, and college was not something they considered. They
are Abenaki Native American. In Vermont, that meant among
other things that you did not go to college, and you might be dis-
criminated against in terms of employment.

Cindy had academic ability but lacked confidence and ambition.
She participated in every service that was offered through NEISP.
Her parents attended meetings to provide information about the
importance of higher education and the availability of financial aid.
She developed confidence as well as a career goal. As a senior, she
applied to six schools, was accepted at four. Some were very expen-
sive, and even with financial aid, Cindy would have had to borrow
at least $6,000 a year to attend some of these schools. Without the
NEISP scholarship, Cindy’s options would have been very limited,
but as the first person in her family to attend college, Cindy at-
tended the offer to attend Dartmouth.

The outcomes are powerful. These programs work. In Vermont
alone, 87 percent of graduating NEISP seniors went on to college
after high school. The Vermont State average is 65 percent. Since
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NEISP started in Vermont, over $900,000 in scholarship moneys
have been awarded to NEISP students going on to college.

You may wonder what makes NEISP distinctive. Well, it is an
early intervention program. That means that we start working
with students at middle schools and elementary schools. It stresses
a strong mentoring component and community partnership. It re-
quires a State match, which promotes State commitment and in-
volvement and support.

NEISP offers graduating students a scholarship which ties to-
gether the early intervention and the financial resources for higher
education.

But here are my concerns. Grant funding for higher education
has been eroding at an alarming rate in this country. Federal funds
for students and student aid have not kept up with college costs.
We have to ask ourselves: Do we hold out the promise of edu-
cational opportunity only to take it away from deserving students
when they are ready to attend college?

The Higher Education Act of 1965 offered access to postsecond-
ary training for all academically prepared students. Now, over 30
years later, it is failing in some ways. The ultimate success of these
programs is dependent on the ability of its graduates to finance
their education. It is time to get back on track with our promise
to all deserving young people regarding the future.

I am here to ask you to ensure that all educational opportunity
pro§rams continue to grow to serve all ﬁrstageneration, low-income
students as they prepare for the future and the competitive work
force ahead." , .

More specifically, NEISP, which presently serves nine States,
should be expanded so that programs can be established in all 50.
NEISP gives students the message that they can improve their
lives. They are not only given encouragement and information; they
are given money in their pockets to help defer the costs of college
and to help maie it a reality. Let us make this happen for more
students in more States. We know it works. We have already seen
the results of TRIO, and we are seeing the results of a program
only 3 years old.

enator, I thank you and the committee for your time. VSAC'’s
outreach programs are always available to assist you in our joint
mission to provide all students with educational opportunities.

Thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you very much, Linda.

[The prepared statement of Ms. Shiller follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF LINDA SHILLER

Good morning, Senator Jeffords and members of the committee. My name is
Linda Shiller. I am here on behalf of Vermont’s National Early intervention Scholar-
ship Partnership Program (NEISP), but, more importantly, on behalf of the students
we serve. It is gratifying to be invited to provide testimony on the importance of
Educational Opportunity programs.

As Director of Qutreac grams at the Vermont Student Assistance Corpora-
tion, I oversee two TRIO programs along with Vermont’s NEISP Program. For over
14 years, 1 iersonally have assisted first-generation, college-bound, low-income Ver-
monters with their quest to develop and realize their educational goals and dreams
beyond high school. Today, I would like to tell you about NEISP and why it makes
a tangible difference to over 3,500 Vermonters and thousands of students nation-
wide every year.
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First, let me ask you to travel back in time and think about yourself as a 7th
or 8th grader.

e How did you spend your free time as a 12 or 13 year old?

o What were you going to do after high school? Did you have a specific career in
mind? If so, was it realistic?

e Did you think you would go to college? If you did, who encouraged you? How
were you going to get there?

) \ﬁat if no one in your family had stepped foot on a college campus? How would
you have had that opportunity?

e What if the cost of college was as high as $25,000 per year when you attended?
Would the cost have affected your ambitions or ability to attend?

The reason I ask these questions is this: Studies show that many students who
decide to continue their education beyond high school make that decision by the 7th
or 8th grade. Many of us in this room were privileged to have had the support and
encouragement from family to aspire to college. For some of us, this was a given:
not a far-reaching goal, not a question. Yet Jamviding access to higher education for
the financially and culturally disadvantaged youth in this country is a major chal-
lenge as we try to prepare all students to have the education and training necessary
to compete in the 21st Century. (Add to this the debt burden faced by most students
today which places additional economic pressure to get jobs that pay well.) Many
students from lower income families see postsecondary education as both financially
and culturally unattainable. Lack of financial resources as well as lack of aspira-
tions are the two major barriers inhibiting this population from attending college.

NEISP seeks to level the so-called playing field for first-generation, college-bound
and low-income students, It offers an array of tools to help these students overcome
the many barriers they face from elementary school to high school graduation. We
view NEISP as the “S);turn rocket booster” for students who have the ability and
who should have the opportunity to continue their education after high school.

Our program in Vermont is ve?r comprehensive, beginning with a 5th grade boost
thmugg to a successful lift-off in 12th grade. I’d like to high! 1ght our major activities
and present you with some personal testimonies about stu
changed as a result of NEISP.

In Vermont, we offer the following strategies and activities to NEISP participants
on a regular basis:

e encouragement, empowerment, mentoring;

e tutoring, study skills, high school course selection;

e parent involvement, career awareness, planning, business visits and job shad-
owing; and

e college visits, community service, college selection; assistance with the college
and financial aid application processes, financial aid counseling, and transition to
college issues.

Yet, this list of program functions is not nearly as informative as the real stories
of Don and Cindy, two of our NEISP students.

Don has been in NEISP since its inception almost three years ago. His grades
were plummeting, his attendance was poor.and so was his attitude about school.
When asked about the future, he had no plans except to get out of high -school and
away from home. Life at home vas hell. He lived in a tumultuous relationship with
his mom and her boyfriend, neither of whom had graduated from high school or en-
couraged Don to value his education. Don’s father had never been in the picture,
and Don had no memory of him.

Sound familiar? We all know young people like Don in every town across the
country. Don, however, was lucky. Things turned around for him.

With the encou ment .of his NEISP counselor, he got up the courage to ﬁet
help.regarding his family situation, and he moved in with a friend’s family. His
‘counselor showed him that she believed in his ability to be successful and showed
him some real opportunities. Through- NEISP, Don developed-a relationship with a
ﬁmmunity mentor along with the ISP counselor. Now, two people believed in

im.

Most importantly, Don finally started to believe in himself. His grades improved.
He stanedpglaying sports again, and with the help of his mentor, he visited work
sites. He also attended NEISP field trips, mostly held on college campuses. Finally
he turned his grades around enough to apply to and get accepted at Plymouth State
College in New Hampshire. He atten the fivesday pre-college summer program -
last June, AND he received a $2,500 NEISP scholarship to offset his expenses. Don
was the first person in his family to Sraduat.e from high school and to attend college.
He was almost exclusively supported in his journey to college by the NEISP pro-
gram.

ents whose lives have
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Cindy had different circumstances. Her parents were sugportive of her in many
ways and home life was decent, but her family had other obstacles. They were very
poor and unaware of the educational oi:portunities for families in their financial sit-
uation. College was not something they considered. They were Abenaki Native
American. In Vermont, this meant, among other things, that you didn’t go to college,
you didn’t trust the school system and you might be discriminated against when ap-
plying for work. In Cindy’s community, one quarter of the families are Native Amer-
1

can.

Cindy was referred to VSAC’s Outreach Program called Talent Search (a TRIO
program) before NEISP was funded. In the 7th grade, her guidance counselor felt
that she had strot:& academic ability. Unfortunately, she lacked self confidence, mo-
tivation and the information that would help shape her school experience and pre-
pare her for the future. Fortunately, she was then offered the chance to participate
in NEISP as a sophomore when Vermont was funded and we reorganized the dis-
tribution of schools to implement NEISP.

Cindy participated in every service and activity offered. Her parents attended
meetings designed to Ipt'ovide information about the importance of higher education,
encoura%'ng your children to value school, and the availability of financial aid for
college. Cindy worked with a group of NEISP students who planned, organized and
raised money for a special week-long triﬁbo the Carolinas to visit coileses and busi-
nesses and participate in a Habitat for Humanity project. She returned with a new
sense of accomplishment, confidence, and a career goal in political science and pub-
lic policy analysis. She also maintained a friendship with a college student mentor
who she met while visiting Dartmouth. They still communicate monthly by e-mail.

Cindy is a senior this year and applied to six schools with the help of SP. She
was aweqted at four schools, including Dartmouth the University of North Carolina
at Chapel Hill, Bates, and the University of Vermont. These are expensive schools,
and even with financial aid, Cindy would have had to borrow at least $6,000 a year
to attend. Her parents are not able to contribute a penny. Without the NEISP schol-
arship and assistance from the program to research scholarships, Cindy’s options
woulg be limited. Even the state university seemed out of her reach. There is a
happy ending, however. As the first person in her fami%{ to attend college, Cindy
has accepted the offer to attend Dartmouth where she will be welcomed by her men-
tor.

There are many more stories that I could share with you if time permitted. I am
one voice representing many who could speak about students who have benefited
or who could benefit from earle{v intervention programs like NEISP. The NEISP pro-
g{:xps in Washington State, Maryland, New Mexico, and Rhode Island have similar
stories.

The outcomes are powerful. These programs work. In Vermont alone, 87 percent
of graduating NEISP seniors continued their education in a postsecomiary setting.
The Vermont state average is 65 percent. Sixty percent of students receiving tutor-
ing reported an increase in’ grade point average. Since its inception in 1994,
$952,000 in scholarshi%lx(nonei as been awarded to NEISP eligible students.

NEISP may sound like other educational opportunity programs that presently
exist in this country. In fact, it is. Certainly, many of the services offered mirror
the TRIO programs. In Vermont, we administer both NEISP and TRIO. They are
equally important with similar objectives, participants and outcomes. Yet, NEISP is
a drorr in the bucket when compared to the appropriated funding and numbers
served by TRIO.

Some important differences between the two exist, however, and let me tell you
what makes NEISP distinctive: .

¢ NEISP is an early intervention program la'pically serving

yot&liﬁesr students than those served by TRIO;

. P stresses a strong mentoring component;

¢ Many NEISP programs such as Washington State are community based;

e NEISP requires a state match which gromot.es state involvement and support
as well as a partnership among State and Federal Governments as well as with
communities;

o NEISP offers graduating seniors a scholarship; and

sNEISP ties together early intervention and financial ,

resources for higher education.

While NEISP and other programs such as TRIO make a positive difference, I
must share with the committee some of my concerns. Financial resources for higher
education have been eroding at an alarming rate in this country. We all know that
federal funds for student aid have not kept up with sky-rocketing college costs. We
have to ask ourselves: Do we hold out the {mmise of educationa o&)port.unity onl
to take it away from deserving students when they reach higher education’s door
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The Higher Education Act of 1965 offered access to postsecondary training for ALL
academically-prepared students. It is now 1997 and the act, despite its success, has
failed to reacg too many students. It is time to get back on track with our promise
to all deserving young people regarding their future. NEISP works well, but its ulti-
mate success is dependent on the ability of its graduates to finance their education.
Therefore, what happens to need-based student aid, such as the Pell Grant, will ul-
timately determine what happens to NEISP. Let’s not forget that either. .

I am here to ask you to ensure that educational opportunity programs continue
to grow to serve all first-generation, low-income students as they prepare for the fu-
ture and the competitive work force that lies ahead.

More specifically NEISP, which presently serves nine states, should be expanded
so that programs can be established in 50 States. NEISP gives students the message
that they can improve their lives. They are given not only encouragement and infor-
mation; they are given money in their pockets to help defer the cost of college and
to help make it a reality. Let’s make this happen for more students in more states.
We know it works. We have already seen results of a program only three years old.
%Iet’s multiply the formula as we prepare our future generations to lead our great

ation.

Senator, I thank you and the committee for your time. VSAC's Outreach Pro-
grams are always available to assist you in our joint mission to provide all students
with educational opportunities.

I would be happy to answer any questions at this time.Q2

Ms. CoLES. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, on behalf
of the National Council of Educational Opportunity Associations, I
want to thank you for your support of postsecondary opportunity
and of the TRIO programs.

Presently, 1,900 TRIO programs hosted by colleges, universities
and community agencies across the United States provide services
to nearly 700,000 low-income, first-generation and disabled individ-
uals from 6th grade through college graduation. While the numbers
of students in TRIO are substantial, the programs serve less than
10 percent of eligible students nationally.

For more than 30 years, TRIO—actually five programs—has
helped young people and adults improve their lives by going to col-
lege. Over 2 million TRIO participants have graduated from col-
lege, moved out of poverty and are contributing members of their
communities. TRIO’s graduates include teachers, engineers, physi-
cians, mayors and Members of Congress.

I want to make three points today. First, TRIO is an important
component of the Federal strategy of student assistance aimed at
promoting educational opportunity. Second, TRIO programs work.
Third, the consistency of TRIO program operations over time has
improved the effectiveness of services for needy students.

TRIO, as you know, is included in Title IV of the Higher Edu-
cation Act, along with student financial assistance. In 1965, when
Congress first passed the Higher Education Act, leaders such as
yourselves recognized that two sets of obstacles prevent low-income
individuals from going to college. The first is the financial obsta-
cles; equal burdensome are barriers ranging from lack of prepara-
tion to lack of family support and lack of awareness of postsecond-
arﬁ and financial aid opportunities.

oth sets of obstacles must be addressed simultaneously. By in-
vesting in TRIO, Congress protects the Federal investment in fi-
nancial aid. Also, TRIO is student aid, not institutional aid. That
policy context must be maintained during reauthorization.

Second, TRIO programs work. The results from recent evalua-
tions of student support services and Upward Bound are strong.
Student support services evaluation found that this program has a
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positive effect on retention, grades and credits. Upward Bound stu-
dents completed more academic courses in high school and enrolled
in college at rates that exceed those of comparable disadvantaged
students.

Such evaluations tell onl gart of the story. I want to speak
about participants in the TRIO programs I have worked with and
how TRIO has affected their lives. :

Zadia Gomez sought help from Talent. Search when she was a
high school junior. She had no relatives or friends who had gone
to college and did not know how to begin. Talent Search helped
Zadia enroll in Suffolk University with financial aid. She graduated
cum laude and now works at the Boston Housing Authority.

Alfred Tennyson, a young African American male, joined our Tal-
ent Search program 3 years ago as a 7th grader referred by a
teacher because of low grades and family difficulties. His Talent
Search counselor got Alfred a scholarship to attend Project Ocean-
ography, a 2-week summer enrichment program. He enjoyed this
experience tremendously, and his enthusiasm for learning carried
over to school. He is now in high school, where he has made the
honor roll every quarter.

Charlene Hollins first visited the Boston Educational Oppor-
tunity Center when she was about to be laid off from a major bank.
A single parent with a young daughter and a 1972 high school
graduate, Charlene had been out of school so long she did not know
what to do. With help from an EOC counselor, Charlene attended
Bay State College, transferred to a 4-year college, and now works
aﬁ an escrow analyst with the Massachusetts Housing Finance Au-
thority.

My former Student Support Services students at North Shore
Community College include Mary Nelson, an AFDC mother with
three sons, who earned a bachelor's degree in nursing and has
worked as a surgical nurse at Massachusetts General Hospital for
the past 10 years.

Peter Kaplan, a recovering drug addict and Mass Rehabilitation
Commission client when he enrolled, recently completed a law de-
gree and has his own practice.

Carol Ma%llin, totally deaf since early childhood, returned to col-
lege when she was 40, having been told by fami]¥ that she could
never work because of her disability. She transferred to North-
eastern University where she earned an associate’s degree in
cytotechnology and now works at Tufts New England Medical Cen-
ter

The five Tran siblings, Vietnamese refugees who came to the
United States in the early 1980’s, all ‘went on to earn bachelor’s
and master’s degrees in engineering.

Third, improved TRIO effectiveness. Over the years, TRIO’s serv-
ices on campuses and aﬁencies have constantly been reviewed and
improved. A provision of the TRIO legislation, often referred to as
“prior experience,” promotes such improvements by providing the
consistency and continuity that allow TRIO programs to develop
tremendous credibility in their communities and to serve as a base
for other college access services.

For example, in Boston, our Talent Search and Educational Op-
portunities Center programs have provided a platform from which
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we have been able to leverage funds from the State, the city and
area colleges .to develop information outreach services throughout
the Boston area.

Attached to my written testimony is a copy of the National Coun-
cil's recommendations regarding reauthorization of TRIO. These
recommendations are the result of 7 months of intense discussion
within the TRIO community. As you are probably aware, there is

eat disparity in opportunity to graduate from college based on
amily income. Young people from families in the bottom income
quartile, below $22,000, have only an 8 percent likelihood of obtain-
ing a bachelor’s deiree bg the time they are 25.' this compares to
a 78 percent likelihood for students from families with incomes
over $67,000.

A major portion of this lack of degree attainment results from in-
adequate financial aid. Another piece -equally important is ade-
quate preparation.

Our recommendations underscore the importance of academic
preparation for TRIO students_and will increase the capacity of the

. programs to do an everr better job with this aspect of our work.

E
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Thank you.
The CHAIRMAN. Thank you.
[The prepared statement of Ms. Coles follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF DR. ANN COLES

Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee, on behalf of the National Council of
Educational Opportunity Associations (NCEOA), I would like to thank each of you
for your support of postsecondary educational oEgortunity in general, and of the
TRIO programs in particular. Presently 1,900 TRIO programs are hosted by over
1200 colleges and universities and 100 community agencies across the country. The

-provide services to nearly 700,000 low-income, first-generation, and disabled individ-

uals annually, students from sixth grade through colleﬁe graduation. While the
number of students TRIO ’pmg'rams 'serve is substantial, the programs are still serv-
ing less than 10 percent of the eligible students.
or_ more than thirty years the TRIO Programs—Educational Opportunity Cen-
ters, Talent Search, Student Support Services, Upward Bound and the Ronald E.
McNair Post-Baccalaureate Achievement Program—have been helping low-income
students to improve their lives by entering and graduating from college. It is esti-
mated that over two million individuals who have participated in the TRIO pro-
ams graduated from collqu, moved out of poverty and are now contributing mem-

s of their communities. TRIO graduates include national leaders, from mayors,
Members of Congress, and an astronaut to teachers, engineers, and physicians.

I would like to make four points today. The first is that TRIO is an important
component of the federal strategy of student assistance aimed at promoting
educational opportunity. The second 1s that TRIO programs work. My third point
is that the consistency of TRIO program operations nationally and on individ-
ual campuses and agencies has allowed the development of an .evolving strate
aimed at improving the effectiveness and efﬁcien?' of TRIO services. Lastly, I would
like to discuss briefly the NCEOA’s recommendations for the reauthorization,
particularly those which will enable TRIO programs to assist more students in be-
comir;%academically prepared for college success.

1. TRIO is an Important Component of Federal Student Assistance Strategy

TRIO, as %ou know, is included in Title IV of the Higher Education Act, Student
Assistance. TRIO actually consists of five programs—Talent Search, which provides
college information and counseling to students in grades 6-12; Upward Bound,
which provides high school students academic instruction on weekends and in the
summer; Student Support Services, which provides tutoring, counseling, and in-
struction to undergraduate students; Educational Opportunity Centers, which hegz
displaced works with college and financial aid information; and the Ronald E.
Mc&air Postbaccalaureate Achievement Program, which encourages low-income and
minority undergraduates to prepare for graduate study. The overall goal of the
TRIO programs is to enable students who would not otherwise have attended college
to enter college and graduate.
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In fact, the first TRIO program authorized in the Higher Education Act of 1965
Talent Search was initially included in the same section as the first need-base

ant aid—Educational Opportunity Grants, now Su%plemental Educational Oppor-

unity Grants. Very early, Congress recognized that there were two sets of obstacles
which prevent individuals in our society from entering and succeeding in collgﬁ:z.
The first set, which is obvious to most observers, are the financial obstacles. The
second set of barriers are equally burdensome for students. They include academic,
social, and cultural barriers ranging from lack of apiro riate academic preparation
for coilege, to lack of family and peer support, to lack of knowledge regarding post-
secondary opportunities.

Since 1965, Congress has wisely noted that both sets of obstacles must be simulta-
neously addressed and that, in investing in the TRIO programs, the Federal Govern-
ment is protecting its investment in student financial assistance. Certainly both the
legislative language and the history of TRIO is that it is student aid and not insti-
tutional aid. That policy context must be maintained during this reauthorization.

2. TRIO Programs Work. .

In 1993 the A%];ropﬁations Committee approved a request from the Department
of Education to in evaluations of the long-term results of participation in the
TRIO programs. The first results from evaluations of the two largest TRIO pro-
grams have been published—the WESTAT evaluation of Student StWEort Services
and the Mathematica evaluation of Upward Bound. Both STAT and
Mathematica are prominent education policy research organizations. The results of
these evaluations are strong. After tracking 2,700 Student Support Services colleﬁe
freshmen and a matched comparison up of similar size for three years, the
WESTAT evaluation concluded that Student Support Services is very well targeted
on low-income, first-generation students with great need for support in order to
graduate from college.

The evaluation also found that Student Support Services has a positive and statis-
tically significant effect on three separate student outcomes—student retention,
q.rades, and credits earned. Most importantly, since the legislative purpose of this

RIO program is increased retention and graduation rates, Student Support Serv-
ices increased the likelihood of a student remaining in college through the third
ear by nine (9) percentage points, from 40 percent to 49 percent. This is (fmrticu-
arly important given the fact that according to the National Center for Education
Statistics, the likelihood that a low-income student who begins college will graduate
within five years is only 26 percent. Based on the three-year retention rate, it is
likely that a larger percentage of Student Support Services students will graduate
within five years.

Results of the evaluation found that students* colle%e grade point averages were
increased by a mean of 0.15 in the first year, by 0.11 in the second year, and in
the first 3 years combined by 0.11 (to 2.59 on a four-point scale). The number of -
semester credits earned was also increased by a mean of 1.25 in the first year, 0.79
in the second year, 0.71 in the third year, and 2.25 (to a total of 73.38 credits) in
the first three years combined.

The findings of the Upward Bound evaluation, which tracked 1,480 students ran-
domly assigned to Upward Bound and a control group of 1,320 students, were equal-
ly encouraging. Students in Upward Bound, for example completed 17 percent more
academic courses in high school than the control group. They were more likely to
sustain high educational expectations and their parents* educational expectations
for them also increased. The initial report does not address Upward Bound students’
enrollment in colleFe because the students in this study are still in high school;
however, other evaluations have shown that Upward Bound students enroll in col-
lege at rates that well exceed those of comparably disadvantaged high school stu-
dents.

While we can look to evaluations to tell how the federal investment in TRIO is
a prudent one, such studies and numbers only tell part of the story. I would like
to briefly share with you the experience of several participants in the TRIO pro-
rams | have worked with over the past 26 years and how TRIO has affected their
ives.

Zadia Gomez, daughter of a single mother from Puerto Rico, first sought help
from Talent Search when she was a hi’gh school junior. She had no relatives or
friends who had been to colleg:a and didn’t know how to begin. With help from her
Talent Search counselor, Zadia enrolled in Suffolk University with a financial aid
packa%e oomprised of federal, state, and institutional money. ile at Suffolk, Zadia
worked first in the admissions office and then at Teen Empowerment, an off-campus
work-study site. She also did an internship with the Governor’s Alliance Against
Drugs. For her last two years, Zadia received Suffolk’s prestigious Trustee Ambas-
sador Scholarship, awan¥ed to only 10 students each year. Zadia graduated cum
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laude with a B.A. in sociology and a National Minority Leadership Award. She now
works at the Boston Redevelopment Authority as a social services provider. With
Zadia’s encouragement, her mother came to The Boston Educational Opportunity
Center, which TERI also administers, and with help from an EOC counselor, is now
rursuing an Associate’s degree in Human Services at Bunker Hill Community Col-
ege.

%lfred Tennyson, a young African-American male, began participating in Tal-
ent Search three years ago as a seventh grader, referred by a teacher because of
low grades and other school difficulties. His mother had recently died, and he had
moved to his aunt’s. Sonia Gomez, his Talent Search counselor, got a scholarship
for him and three other students to attend Project Oceanology, a two-week summer
enrichment program on Boston Harbor. Alfred enjoyed this experience a great deal,
and his new enthusiasm for learning carried over to school. He came to Talent
Search for tutoring as well as supﬁort, and his grades began to improve. Alfred is
now a freshman at West Roxbury High School, where he has made the honor roll
every quarter. He enjoys school and continues to seek advice and encouragement
from his original Talent Search counselor.

Charlene Hollins first visited the Boston Educational Opportunity Center
when she was about to be laid off from a Boston bank after working there for 17

ears. A single 1?arent. with a young daughter and a 1972 graduate of Hyde Park
ﬂigh School in Boston, Charlene had been out of school so long that she didn’t know
what her next step should be. A business school listed in the Yellow Pages referred
her to the Educational Opportunity Center. With help from an EOC counselor,
Charlene attended Bay State College for two years, won the President’s award, and
transferred to a four-year college program. Alter completing a Bachelor’s degree in
business administration in Ma{\ 1994, she took a position as an escrow accountant
at the Massachusetts Housing Finance Authority. She also recently passed her CPA
examination.

I also want to tell you briefly about several of my former Student Support Serv-
ices students at North Shore Community College.

Mary Nelson, an AFDC mother with three sons, transferred to Salem State Col-
lege, earned a Bachelor's degree in Nursing, and has worked as a surgical nurse
at Massachusetts General Hospital for the past 10 years.

Peter Kaplan, a recovering drug addict and Mass Rehabilitations Commission cli-
ent when he enrolled at North Shore, recently completed a law degree, and has his
own practice in Salem,

Miguel Gonzalez, an immigrant from the Dominican Re%blic, eventually earned
a Bachelor's degree from Boston College, then earned an M.D., and now works as
a physician at a community health clinic in Lynn, Massachusetts.

Carol Maglin, totally deaf since birth, returned to college when she was 40 years
old, havinf een told by her family that she could never have a career because of
her disability. She transferred from North Shore to Northeastern University, where
she earned an associate’s degree in Cytotechnology, and she now works at Tufts
New England Medical Center in Boston. .

The five Tran siblings—four brothers and a sister—are Vietnam refugees who es-
caped by boat and came to the United States in the early 1980’s. All five partici-
pated in Student Support Services, went on to earn Bachelor’s and Master’s de-

es in engineering, and now are working—An Dao Tran as a biochemical engineer,
ip Tran as a manufacturing engineer, and the other three as electrical engineers.

3. Im]prouing TRIO Program Effectiveness

The legislative history of the TRIO rmg‘rams is, I believe, one of which Congres-
sional leaders such as yourselves should be proud. From the information and advis-
ing strategy first envisioned in Talent Search have evolved multiple strategies, of

" varying levels of intensity at different points along the education continuum . TRIO
services now begin as early as sixth %;'ade in Talent Search and end as late as ad-
mission to a_graduate program with the Ronald E. McNair Postbaccalaureate
Achievement Program. Similarply, while early versions of the TRIO legislation reflect
considerable concern with the Federal Government’s administration and distribution
of TRIO funds, today’s legislation focuses on what TRIO programs actually do, in-
cluding provisions ranging from a strict definition of eligibility, to definitions of the
purpose of each TRIO Bmg'ram, to consistent descriptions of permissible services ap-
propriate for each TRIO program.

oreover, as the TRIO legislation has been examined and improved, so, too, are
TRIO program services on individual campuses and in individual agencies con-
stantly reviewed and strengthened. A prowvision of the TRIO legislation, often re-
ferred to as the “prior eerrience provision” promotes such improvement by assurin
that the Department of Education maintains a system of accountability ‘}('xr each o%'
the TRIO programs. Such consistency and continuity also allows TRIO staffs to de-
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velop  credibility on their own campuses and to serve as a base on which other serv-
ices to low-income, first-generation and disabled students can be built.

For example, at TERI, the Talent Search and EOC programs provided a platform
from which we have been able to leverage additional funds from the state and city,
32 Boston-area colleges, and TERI. These funds were used to develop information
outreach services located at the Boston Public Library for young people and adults
throughout the Boston area, as well as a toll-free information hotline. A study skills
workshop originally developed for the Student Support Services project at North
Shore Community College became the model for courses developed by the business
and marketing department curriculum, where substantial improvement has been
seen in student achievement.

4. NCEOA’s Reauthorization Recommendations: The Importance of Strengthening
Talent Search’s Ability to Prepare Students for College ’

Attached to my testimony is a copy of the full recommendations of the NCEOA
regarding the reauthorization of the {'RIO subpart. However, I want to draw your
attention to a set of recommendations which I believe are particularly critical. These
recommendations include a strengthening of the purpose statement of Talent Search
to focus on academic preparation for college. These also include the addition of a
legislative provision which would increase resources invested in each Talent Search
student to allow such strengthened academic preparation.

Below is a familiar chart prepared by Thomas Mortenson, a senior scholar in
NCEOA’s Center for the Study of Opportunity in Higher Education. It shows the
continuing disparity in opportunity to graduate from college in the United States
based on income. As you can see, a young person from a family in the bottom in-
come quartile (below $22,033) has only an 8 percent likelihood of attaining a bacca-
laureate by the time he or she is 24. This com to a 78 percent probability for
a young person in the highest income quartile ({amily income above $67,661).

Chance for College Graduation by age 24 by Family Income
80
70 d /
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so /
40 /
o \/ .
20 = —— T —
— — —
10 _——————_—————————§ —

1970 1972 1978 1978 1980 1982 1988 1988 1990 1892 1994

Above $87.881 = == $41,383 10 $67.8581
"""" $22.033 to $41.393 —=:-=: Below $22.033

One troubling facet of this data is that while we have made progress as a nation
in increasing access to postsecondary education, we have not made similar progress
in agsuring that students complete the degree or certificate program in which they
enroll. In fact, data from the National Center from Education Statistics in the table
below indicates that among students in the lowest income quartile, attrition is par-
ticularly disturbing. Five years after enrolling in a postsecondary program, only 26
percent of those students in the lowest income quartile had attained a bachelor’s

rtainly a major portion of this lack of degree attainment results from inad-
equate financial assistance which forces students to stop out or to assume to heavy
a work load while in college. However, increasingly data also points to the role of
inadequate academic preparation in preventing students from reaching their goals
and fulfilling their potential. An emphasis on incorporating academic preparation
into Talent Search will address this issue in a significant way.

I would ask that the Committee consider all of the NCEOA’s reauthorization rec-
ommendations which grow out of a seven month discussion period within our com-
munity. I appreciate the opportunity to appear before you today and would be
pleased to answer any questions you might have.
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Table 230—Pe ge distrib of 198990 begi d; d whe began in 4-yesr

| 7
institutions ding t0 oversi perst and i of highest degree a3 of spring 1994,
by demographic charsctaristics
Ovenuil
X No  No degree,
Associste’s Bachelor's Attsined degree, not
None Cenificate degres  degree degree i iled
Students who began in 4-year institutions
Total 396 29 42 533 60.4 152 44
Gender
Male 425 4 39 502 565 173 263
Female 361 33 44 56.2 63.9 1)4 7
Age whea began st first instittion
18 years or younger 356 24 40 58.0 64.4 153 203
19 years . 522 4.7 3.0 400 478 16.7 358
20-29 years 65.2 53 69 2s 4.8 127 525
30 years or older 763 19 64 92 px X} .1 63.4
Lowest quartile 66.5 28 49 238 3358 174 49.1
Middle quariles 462 37 50 45.1 538 170 292
Highest quanile 28 24 33 613 613 138 190
Race~cthnicity of student
Amrrican IndiavAlaskan Native — - - — - —_ —
Asisn/Pacific Islander 328 27 17 63.1 67.6 135 13.9
Black, non-Hispanic 49.2 4.6 43 419 508 3 219
Hispanic 494 1.3 t 412 306 3 8.1
White, non-Hispanic 38.6 7 44 543 6l.4 4.l 44
Marsital status when began at first
institation
Not married 380 6 4.1 53 629 183 27
Masried 652 8.9 64 195 us 1.8 34
Separaed - - - -_ - - -
Parental educstion
Less-than high school diploma  44.3 kA 6.6 420 58 14.7 96
High school diploma 493 46 46 41.3 505 16.7 328
Some 419 21 49 s12 S8 149 269
Bachelor's or higher 39 18 32 63.1 68.1 147 172
Dependency status in 1989-90
Dependent 371 .6 4.0 563 629 153 8
Independent 669 6.2 54 s 33 [L¥] 2.8
Income and dependescy status in
1989-90
Dependent
.- Less than $20,000 415 3.0 4.9 4“3 52.5 182 293
$20.000-39.999 49 25 490 51 s8.1 16.5 233
- $40.000-59.999 352 33 4.1 574 64.8 155 196
360,000 or more 278 L7 34 67.1 722 122 15.6
Independem
Less than $10.000 630 55 6.4 3.1 370 170 460
$10.000-19,999 60.7 5.8 3.0 305 393 18.) 426
$20.000 or more 769 135 52 10.4 2.1 7.1 6.8
—Too few cases for a retiable cstimms. 5
: US. of National Cemer for Education Staustics. 1990 Beginming P y §
Longimdinal Study=-Second Follow-up (BP3S:90/9¢), Data Analysis Sysiem.
Bl
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T-um—mmamwmmmmin.

w—mnmmumummadwum
by demagraphie characteristics

Nodcpee.
Noeae Cenﬁa. decuv dcpu dqu awolled awlled
Students who began in 2-year institutions

Toeal 616 138 18.6 [¥] 8.4 3.6 30
Gender '
Mals 654 130 162 bE | 4.6 162 492
Famale 581 164 . 209 6.6 49 12 468
Age whea began at first instinstion .
18 years or youager .532 99 58 110 46.8 14.7 388
19 years 663 136 193 02 32 174 93
20-29 years 683 188 - 9.9 px | 32 120 - s68
30 years or older 727 184 8.0 038 273 8.4 643
Sacicsconomic status
Lowes: quartile 68.1 18.1 1ns 19 ne 96 8.4
Middle quastiles 63.1 149 16.6 S 36.9 148 ~ 483
Highest quartile 54.6 89 26.6 99 454 13.9 40.7
Raco-ethnicify of stodent
Americas Indiaw/Alaskas Native - - - - —_ - -
Asisn/Pacific Islander 62.4 150 16.7 59 376 23.0 39.3
Black, non-Hispanic 6438 178 14.1 312 352 13 538
i [ 18 ] 153 164 6.6 382 . 2038 413
Whise, noa-Hispasic 610 13. 196 ° 64 390 122 a8
Marital status when began at firn
Not martied 58.1 132 213 13 419 i 43
Masried ns3 163 9.7 26 288 83
Separatad — — —_ - - - -
Paresual education -
Less than high school diploma  69.7 192 9.1 20 303 102 9.5
High school diploma 60.4 14.6 18.7 63 39.6 98 50.7
Some : 610 s 209 68 390 16.3 “7
Bachelor's or higher s10 9.8 30 8.2 41.0 210 159
Depeadency status in 1989-90
56.3 1.7 s 84 435 146 4438
adependent n2 176~ 94 L8 2838 ns 595
Income and dependency status in "
198950
Less than $20,000 594 127 23 5.6 0.6 144 45.1
$20.000-39.999 560 13.1 218 9.3 4.0 126 434
$40.000-59.999 555 121 33 9.1 “s 123 430
$60.000 or more 319 59 303 98 46.1 86 302
Less thas $10,000 60.7 50 19 .4 393 10.1 506
$10.000-19.999 .7 1.l 8.7 0.3 203 133 66.2
$20,000 or more 16.6 14.1 13 2.0 234 122 4.5
—=Too (ew cass for u resisbis catimmn. .
SOURCE: U.S. D of E - istics. (990 Beginning 'Po Students
Loagitudingl Study-—-Second Follow-up (!P!.'Mll. M Anmu Sysom.
B-2
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INTRODUCING TRIO

WWDWM:Mmmmmmwwmmmm TRIO

services in ch g 2 collepe: tutonng; persomai and fi 4
mmwcﬁmmwmmswm-nrudn;mxmmﬁmmw
assrsTance in applying for fi ) aid; and 1n high school or assisance to resncer high school or coliege.

As rmandated by Congress, over two-dhinds of the sudents served must come from fanmwlies with incomes under $24.000
(famaly of four) where nescher parent graduated from college.

Studena enrolled in today's TRIO Programs mwror our nagon's muit: al and society. Forty=cwo percent
of TRIO students are White, 35% are Africs 15% are t 4% are Na and 4% are Asan-
Amencan, Sixteen TRIO are There are more than 25,000 U.S. vetarans currendy enrolled in
the TRIO Programs, .

UMARDGOUNDMMmbrmm Parucipants recetve instrucnon in

{oresgn ics and scence on college campusas after schook,
M&anmwnm Currendy, 681 programs are in 0peranon throughoutthe Unioed
Scaces.

momrmmafseaquupm:mmmmmmmwm
degres. Paroapants, wiich include di ' rOCEIVe TUTONiNg, counsaling and remedial
insErucHon. Smwmmwammm7wmmmww

Tmfsmmmmsﬂmmmm“mm In additon to

g, par recerve aboug college 2druInOns reguiremen s, scholarships and
vanous aid progr mwmmmmmmm
wzomw::-moumm-

TNOTMS-MW

EDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITY CENTERS, located throughout the country. phmanly serve
dispiaced or undsrempioyed workert. These Cencers heip peopie t choose a coliege and a suitable
financiai 2id program. Thers are over 74 Educanonal Opportunity Centers in Amenc serving | 58,000
indive

RONALD E. McNAIR POST-BACCALAUREATE ACHIEVEMENT programs encourage iow-income
and mnorty undergraduatas to consider cureers i college ceaching as wail as prepare for doctora)
study. Named in honor of the astromiut who died in the | 986 space-shutiie explosion, students who
paracioate 1 this PrOEram are provided with reseanch OppOrTunitias and faculty mencors.

The National Council of-Educational Opportunity Associations

The Navomal Council of & Opporaucy (NCEOQA) is a nonprofit organization, esablished in 1981,
dmmedewW“uMSm&ome
Pacific lslangs.  Througn i numerous memoership services, NCEOQA weris in o

ana ag mmmwmwnammmwm
Zraduate.

-
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NCEQCA REAUTHORIZATION RECOMMENDATIONS

M-mmmmmmmmmwwmm uwumn"‘

g in TRIO Progr che NCEOA Board of Direcrors has e on the
mmdmﬂme«m@mmvmm Programs. n his lecoer to the Honorable
Wiliam F. of che C. on &d Woeridorce. NCEOA Exacunve Director Amoid
Mischern sad, “Fortunacely, we 1re not pr 4 changes in 2 program that is broken or has lost i way. Insoead,
mmmmmmm:wm And, as a resuit. we must emphasize thag what TRIO
nesds mast is not a change of direction but an infusion of suppore.”

. Qur proposals have dhee themes.
Early oreganation -- Wae need to ensure that sufficient earty intarvention services are available o § and

families to enaoie tham o prepare for college.

Innovanon - We nead to ensure that colleges and universities working with iow-incoma firse-g ‘
mamdmwm“mwmumhrmm
M-W.nmumbmthhwmmemmm:mmd
sarvices is made avasable to TRIO saxdents. We need to be careful tat TRIO programs are heid accountable for what they
shouid zccompiish and noc made responsible for that which is outside ther sphere of influence.

EARLY PREPARATION

Acstudy of Talent Search by NCEQA suggess that chird of Talent Search clients are now younger saudens.
mmdsmmme re more and costy — ising to ensure
they stuth HYE O 9XPASE firSt-geNeraton STUGeNTs to Careers requinng a college

d“mmmlwsumm mmﬂumqqmmmmmumntd-ymahhw
—-mmmww

NCEOA‘:mmmmTMMmemmm Inciuded is a

* recommendaton that the purpose for Talenc Search in che lepsianon be more sharply focused on preparscon for college.

To thase NCEOA aiso is recommending that the per cliant cost in Talent Search

hmmmm«uwlmmsmmmmﬂwmmmmwmmmy
- prepare disadvantaged youth for college.

INNOVATION

Given the among young pecoie based on farmy income. colleges. unversices

whmmmu&mmwmmwmmlommm Many insticunons sponsorng TRIO
programs are presently working o idenafy non-federsi resources © ensure chat TRIO programs decrease inequities in access
w:-dwnbulorlmmmu\dnwu. memmmmbmmmbnq:vmdm
o more family i Programs and encOUrafing More CONMMUINTY VOIINTEerS -
ncudm ahumni - wmmmwsm We need o nurture and build upon chese innovanons,

Inmmwmemmmmvmhm

-fumnduonal On the contrary. Ya

Q
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coordi Today, b the Deparomnent of Educanon
L such despia in the sawums intended o have the opposita effect. In fact, the Deparament
uaalymmu:hmumOm— mddmummmummmmm h:nn:ma’uil-
ume director and seoarate saff, This requeremaent hinders coor wath ocher opportunity etforts, deters
mmdwwammmmmsmmwmmmmm

uwmuhim-nmhwmnm i 0 explore i ive sguctures 0 ake
advanage of opporturwties, where they &ust, wmmmmmomwmmmwm
insoTutomily-funded SUPPOrt Programs dhat serve k first-g and

ot i g Bound - For 2 number of years. Upward Bound directors have

Wmmh“mmmmmmmmmmfwwwdmbm

and afeer. pare-

mmﬂvmﬁma woﬂundy m-mmmummmmo@vmmn

hopng o g work-study models and, at the same ame, reduce attridon, This

ummﬂdm lmmamwwmwmmmfummmmm
coner 10 thaer fanwiies and © thas interests.
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MCIRTIVES DUC 2N Evan higher PROTIKY 0N SUCH servces.  This recommundenon calls for 2 gradusl increase in per client cost
MSIW@SJNhEOC:mMMm,. " - SOrVICaS (0 INGIVIAALS MAKIng raNSIGons

Mbv
NCEOAMW& © include stucias dhat i mduqdwww

gudy ~ The Ronakd € McNair Post-beccalaurence
study. Regardiess of che adequacy of thar

this reason, NCEOA r d moﬂdhkm:mbomprmmdn
mdwmmmmww

ACCOUNTABIUTY

mmbmwmmawmdwmmMuWMmm
mwdm‘wmm However, in 50 doing, program quality may suifer and the level of services offered

may be ¢ The L DY are amed at clariying what sarvices should be provided and o whom: ensuring
that a cnocal mass of services are made ble ©© program partcp and better coordinanng of TRIO sarwces.

Adhat Minimum Gane Levels for inflagon — Mmﬁbmdmnm@smmma
<COMPrehensve Mo of SUPPOrT SErVICES - and other critcal

g cotlege
m-nmumwmwmaumﬂq‘mm lMCumm:dmmw
in invenuty of services offered to i 4 grant feveis. This recommaendagion would

enture due these ievels are 2djusted for infaoon.

programs
MMMWMWMMMWMmybuWwMM
but wnich the legisianon imposes upon Upward Bound programs as a whole.

wmmammmm I%S.Congrwmsreeopuoﬂ moanrh
between student fimancial aid and TRIO, The-former addresses fimancial cbstacies 9 3cCass and sUCCess in potecondary
education: che latter addresses non-financial obstacies. Congress balieved that for many students the most erficient si

crategy -
mwaamd ad wath supporove serwices, This link was formuiized in 4
requirement that i S Support Services projects offer each parnapant a package that included
mfﬁomwmmdmmlnm Hm more recendy. w‘havosomd-dmammwmnngpowdgnm

d a well- the part of TRIO saaff o © assume 4
debe. Taken together. mnmmmfulludrmlmam

NCEOA is thereforer g chat che chat NMMWMNWWaW
award consideration wth the same intent. At the same tima, the reguiatory requirement that defines an instubon's efforts:
0 masvean loan burdens at manageable levels a3 an award consdennOoOn woukd becCome SaOry,

is rec e \dju , mmmmmmmmmwﬁnmmm“

'omubnguuuam
NCEOA recommends that the sapend atzached o a McNair ressarch project be riised from $2.400 to $4.000. it aisor
recommends that scudents could remam eligible for MciNair n che summer followng graauation from college ang enrotiment:
in graduace swdy.
If you have any questons concerning thesa recommanditons. piease caik

NCEOA

Leoxxy Boudreau
Assisant Director
(202) 347-7430
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Recommended Changes to the TRIO Chagter
Sec. 402A(M)3) The minimum grant levels should be adiusted for inflation.

Sec. 402A(cX6) Strike the final sentence and replace as follows: “The Secretary shall permit a Director of
3 program assisted under this chapter to also administer one or more additional programs for disadvantaged students
operated by the sponsoring entity regardless of the funding source of such orograms.”

Sec. 402A(f) Strike *$650.000.000" and replace with "$850.000.000.* Strike “1993" and replace with
*1998.",

Strike Sec. 402B(a) and replace with “(a) PROGRAM AUTHORITY - The Secretary shall carry out a
program to be known as Talent Search, which shall be designed to motivate and prepare eligible youth for success
in postsecondary education and (2) to publicize the availability of student financial assistance available to persons who
pursue a program of postsecondary educabon.”

insert a new paragraph following Sec. 402B(c): “(d) PER CLIENT COST -- In any year in which the
appropriations authorized under this chapter exceed the prior year appropnatons as adjusted for inflation, the
Secmaryshoulduselo%dmeanmmappropdatedaboveﬁnwmsendceslwdtowardsbﬁngngmeper
client cost to a minimum level of $650."

Sec. 402C(b) be amending by adding (10) “work-study positions where youth participating in the project
are exposed to careers requiringa postsecondary degree” and (| 1) “special services to enable veterans (o make the
transition to postsecondary education.” Renumber (10) as (12).

Sec. 402C(c)beamendedbyinserﬁngaimrUpwudBomd'whmmemajoﬁtyofpaNdpaﬁuarenm
veterans.”

Sec. 402C(e) be amended by insertingafter August. “except that youth participatingin a work-study posfion
under paragraph (bX | | ) may be paid stipends of $300 per month during june. july and August. Youths partdpating
ina project proposedto be carried out under any appéication may be paid stipends Not in excess of $40 per month
duning the remaining period of the year.”

Sec. 4020(cX6) be struck and a new paragraph added: “(d) AWARD CONSIDERATIONS -- in addition
to such ather selection critena as may be prescribed by reguiabons, the Secretary shall consider the institution’s
efforts to provide suffiaentfinancial assistance to meet each student's full financial need together with the institution's
efforts to maintain ioan burden at manageable levets.”

Sec. 402E{c)(3) insert the followang after section 487: “or accepted for a graduate program.”

Sec. 402€{e) be amended by stnking “$2.400" and repacing it with “$4,000.

Sec. 402F add *(d) PER CUENT COST -- in any year in which the appropriations authorized under this
chapter exceed the prior year appropnations as adjusted for inflation. the Secretary should use 20% of the amount
approprated above the current services level towards bnnging the per client cost to a minimum level of $300."

“Sec. 402H(a) insert after “In General-" "Of the amounts appropriated under this Chapter. the Secretary is
authonzed to use not more than 1% to make grants.”

Sec. 402H(b) Insert the following after postsecondary educabon. “Such evaluations should also indude
studies that investigate the efficacy of alternatve and innovative methods of detivering access and retention services
within TRIO.®
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The CHAIRMAN. Thank all of you very much for very helpful testi-
mony. .

These programs are wonderful, first for those individuals whom
they help, and second, to guide us in policy as to how we can im-
prove the ability of low-income students and minorities to attend
institutions of postsecondary education.

I know that when you are so pressed with so few resources that
it is very difficult for you to give us the kinds of evaluations we
would like to have; comparing those students that are served by
the programs against those with existing needs that aren’t being
served, as well as examining the successes of the programs.

For instance, I know that a large percentage of low-income stu-
dents do not make it through; they leave the programs halfway
through. What kinds of records or evidence do you have that dem-
onstrate, first, what the problems are and, second, whether you are
doing better than the college and universities that do not have the
advantage of your programs?

Ms. Coles, do you want to start, and we will go down the line.

Ms. CoLES. Yes. With the Student Support Services evaluation,
we found that their grade-point averages increased, the number of
semester hours increased, and their retention increased into the
third year of college, as compared to similar students who did not
receive Student Support Services assistance.

”I"he CHAIRMAN. What kind of study was that—who did it, and so
on?

Ms. CoLES. This was a study by WESTAT, which is a major na-
tional research policy group in Maryland, and they compared 2,700
Student Support Services students with students with a similar
profile who did not participate in these programs and receive these
support services.

The CHAIRMAN. Another purpose of TRIO and other programs
was to help ?u'de Congress ang allow that knowledge to be more
generally utilized. In other words, we would love to just expand
TRIO programs, dump a few billion dollars into them, but the re-
ality of that, as you know, is not very great.

How do we sKare that information, or what can we do to rep-
licate the benefits of TRIO? What is necessary, Ms. Shiller, to help
young people, so that we can perhaps duplicate the benefits outside
the prosg'ram as well as inside the program? '

Ms. SHILLER. I would be glad to address that.

I think it is very important to use public engagement practices
and to work very closely in partnerships with the schools and the
communities. For example, I mentioned mentoring, which is a big
piece of the NEISP program.

We also offer professional development for teachers and school
counselors, who would like to take the work that we are doing and
duplicate it in the schools. We have used Americorps volunteers to
help with the work as well. I think that finding other resources and
having really good partnerships with other dedicated practitioners
who want to see the results is one way that has worked for us in
Vermont.

Th?e CHAIRMAN. Ms. Morgan, Mr. Griffin, can you help in this
area’

e o
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Mr. MoRrGAN. I can. Through the Hispanic Association of Colleges
and Universities, or HACU, we regularly meet together, and we
share ideas across the Hispanic-Serving fnstitutions that are par-
ticipants in this; we get involved very actively with the public
schools throughout our region in attracting students. We do main-
tain the databases that it takes to know and understand how these
particular organizations are being impacted with the materials and
resources that we gain from this HSI grant.

We also share, through the preparation of teachers in the public
schools, the material. we attract and retain Hispanic teachers
and then put them into the public schools, we can see the dif-
ference coming back to the institution with the public school grad-
uates.

We have a strong database that we work at through HACU, and
we work interactively with other institutions throughout the coun-
try that are Hispanic-Serving Institutions in these particular pro-

ams.
gTThe CHAIRMAN. Thank you.

Mr. Griffin.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Senator, a study was performed by a professor at
our institution. I do not have it with me, but I will see that it is
in your office as soon as I get back to Wilberforce University.

The CHAIRMAN. I appreciate that. I cannot tell you how impor-
tant this is, because we are going to be again under very strict
scrutiny as we determine how to fund programs, and we will be
asked why we should continue to fund programs that were looked
upon—not 30 much in your cases—as being demonstration pro-
grams on how to do things successfully. So I want to get as much
information as I can for the appropriations process so that we can
justify the existence of the programs and hopefully justify expand-
ing them, but also to let it be known how your experience with the
programs can be utilized to help other institutions.

Senator Kennedy.

Senator KENNEDY. I think I will yield to Senator Reed.

Senator REED. No; please go ahead.

Senator KENNEDY. Thank you.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and I apologize—we are considering
in the Judiciary Committee the violent juvenile offender legislation,
which is a very important piece of legislation affecting young peo-
ple. It is not quite the design that some of us might like, but that
is another issue for another time. I do not want to repeat what has
been said, and I apologize for missing the opening comments and
look forward to the testimony.

Following along what Senator Jeffords has pointed out, for exam-
ple, about dropouts in the Upward Bound program, have you con-
cluded whether that is programmatic, or is that the way life is? For
example, in some proprietary schools, we were concerned about
whether these run-of-the-mill schools were just taking money
under the guise of education and not really providing skills to kids,
that they had high dropout rates and were still holding the money.
We tried to address those issues. At the same time, there are some
proprietary schools, like one I remember in the heart of Harlem
that was only graduating 50 percent of its students, but that was
a lot better t¥1an any other school was doing. They were providing
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these skills, and these kids were working and getting decent sala-
ries and moving along.

So these situations do not fall into easy classes. But just gen-
erally speaking, in terms of the dropouts in the Upward Bound pro-
gram, how can you help us explain what is going on out there? For
example, in Job Corps, we know we have the toughest kids to deal
with, and they have a lot of problems, and people use those prob-
lems as a way to undermine the program. And just to follow up on
what Senator Jeffords was asking, what is the best case that we
can make in terms of being able to measure dropouts? How can we
best respond to those who might say that this is a program that

- just is not making it?

Ms. CoLEs. I think one of the major problems the Upward Bound
programs face is the need for an interest of students in employ-
ment and in working. The Upward Bound stipend of about $50 a
month, I think, in the summertime is not nearly what a student
could make in a week at a food service place.

What we are proposing in our reauthorization recommendations
is that we add a work-study component to the Upward Bound pro-
Eram so they can receive a larger work stipend and also have the

enefit of work that relates to helping them explore future careers
and employment opportunities, which I think will also help them
understand the importance of education for their future job oppor-
tunities. I think that that would really go a long way.

Senator KENNEDY. Well, the point you make on the $50 stipend
is certainly understandable, but for example, we have School-to-
Work programs that are t 'n% to tie in academic training and skill
training in some of the schools and are moving students into em-
ployment. How do you distinguish when someone says, well, if this
is what you are trying to do, it needs to have more 1n terms of the
skills training. Pro-Tech in Boston, for example, does well in terms
of health services, some financial services, and tourist services. All
the programs are moving slowly but really impressively along.

So how do we distinguish this program? Should we try to get
closer coordination, or is it really meeting a different kind of need?

Ms. CoLEs. Well, I think that what Upward Bound does is pro-
vide much more intensive academic preparation, and academic
preparation during the summer, with follow-up through the school
year, than Pro-Tech and the other programs where students are
working full-time. It sort of combines that with the kinds of quality
work opportunities that Pro-Tech offers its students, which are
vegy attractive to students and very educational.

enator KENNEDY. Well, I think the point of continued develop-
ment of education skills in the summertime is important. We have
seen in Boston, again, a number of summer employment programs
that do provide some continuing education skills, so those kids can
come back in the fall and have a better opportunity to continue
their educational experience in a more positive way.

So you think the educational experience and skills training they
receive in the summertime is one of the principal strengths that
they would lose if this program were not moving along?

Ms. CoLEs. Absolutely.

Senator KENNEDY. Thank you.

I thank the chair. _
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The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, Senator Kennedy.

Senator Collins. :

Senator CoLLINS. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

I want to thank our witnesses for their testimony, which was
very helpful. ‘

One of the most inspirational conversations that I think I have
ever had was with the African American Mayor of Lewiston, ME—
I see some people nodding their heads who know him—who is now
a State Senator, I might add, who grew up I think in Newark and
then came to Maine through the Trio program or Upward Bound—
one of the programs that you are talking about. And he told me it
‘literally saved his life, that-he is convinced that he would have
-‘been a victim of gang violence in Newark, which was the direction
in which he was headed. And today, here he is a State Senator in
the State of Maine, just an outstanding public servant—albeit mis-

ided, since he is a Democrat—but other than that one little flaw.
Laughter.] It really made me understand first-hand the impor-
tance of these programs.

In addition, I was struck by Ms. Coles’ comment that only 8 per-
“cent of students from families making less than $20,000 a year fin-

_ ish college. That reinforces the belief I have had for some time that
-the increasing gap that-we are.seeing in this country between the
rich and the poor is an education gap, because if you look at the
statistics of what people make who complete college versus only
high school, the earnings difference is extreme. So I think we really
need to focus on programs-that are going to encourage people to get
more education and thus improve their standard of living. :

Having said that, however, I want to explore an issue with Dr.
Morgan about where can-we get the best bang for our buck to make
that happen. In the 1996-1997 Minorities in Education Report of
the American Council on. Education, there are data that substan-
tiate the information you have given the committee on the under-
representation of Hispanic Americans in postsecondary education.
But even more disturbing, this report indicates that the high school
completion rate for Hispanic Americans is less -than 60 percent,
which compares to almost 90 percent for whites and African Ameri-
cans. That is obviously a very troubling and alarming statistic.

Even more disturbing is the fact that high school graduation
rates for Hispanic Americans have actually dropped since 1992 and
are lower than they were in 1985. I certainly am a strong sup-
porter of HSIs, and I do not question the needy for more resources,
but given-the problem that we have in allocating resources, should
.we be increasing funding for Title III support for HISs rather than
targeting or developing. some programs that might increase high
school graduation rates for Hispanic Americans?

Dr. Morgan.

Mr. MORGAN. One of the components of the HSI grants that we
receive includes a reaching out into the public schools. We have
some -community colleges, for example, in San Antonio that are
reaching ‘down into the middle schools and the high schools with
their distance learning opportunities, offering computer workshops
and seminars for these lower-level public education students. And
in each of the HSI grants with which I am familiar, there are com-
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ponents that have us reaching out into the public schools, encour-
aging students to continue their education and to finish.

So my response would be yes, strengthen that component,
strengthen that requirement for the colleges and universities to
reach down into the s)ublic schools; help us work on getting the
teachers there who will encourage these students; continue to em-
phasize that particular aspect of the developing institutions grants.

Senator COLLINS. Thank you. That is helpful to know.

When I go back to Maine, I make a point of going to elementary
schools, because I think that that is where we need to get these
kids, that if I wait to encourage them when they are in high school,
it is almost too late; they are almost lost at that point. So that is
where I am focusing my efforts. My goal is to visit every elemen-
tary school in Maine eventually.

Mr. MORGAN. Ms. Shiller mentioned the data that indicates that

' those decisions are frequently made in the 6th and 7th grades.

Senator COLLINS. Exactly, so I am pleased to hear that.

Ms. Shiller, I do want to ask you a question about the integration
of these various programs. The NEISP program seems to have a lot
of similarities with TRIO, and then it has sort of a Pell grant com-
ponent to it in the scholarship. Do you think we could accomplish
more with our investment if we incorporated the unique ap-
proaches of NEISP—we need a better acronym for that program—
into Upward Bound and Talent Search? I would actually be inter-
ested in any comments that any of you might have. Are we trying
to have too many different programs? Would it be better to consoli-
date them?

Could you address that, Ms. Shiller?

Ms. SHILLER. We can never have too many programs if we are
only reaching 10 or 12 percent of the eligible population, and I
think that there is strength in having a variety of different ways
of serving students. That is a question that I have been asked be-
fore, especially since I have been involved in TRIO programs for 15
years, and we find that they are very successful in Vermont. .

Adding NEISP to that was supplementing the strength of what
TRIO already offers; supplementing it by enhancing partnerships
with the State and with the scholarship component.

I do not feel that I am really educated enough to make a state-
ment about the administration of these programs from a Federal
perspective in terms of putting them all together. I certainly would
not want to dilute the distinctive goals and objectives of any of
these programs that exist. They all work, and I think it would be
great to multiply and grow these programs so that we can reach
more students.

But in a small State like Vermont, where we are serving the en-
tire State through these programs, they really complement each
other very nicely.

Senator CoLLINS. Thank you.

I suspect my time has expired, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. I think so, yes. It was well-used, though, very
well-used. _

Senator COLLINS. Thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. We will turn the lights on now that I am going
to the other side. [Laughter.]
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Senator WELLSTONE. That is the kind of chair we are stuck with
here. [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Bingaman—who was the “early bird”
today.

Se¥1ator BINGAMAN. I appreciate it, Mr. Chairman. Thank you
very much.

Let me just follow up on this whole issue of dropouts at all levels
of education. It seems to me we have a tendency around here to
focus on programs rather than larger problem areas.

In my State, we have a very large Hispanic population, and of
course, the statistics, as some have alluded to already, and I think
Senator Collins just referred to them, for the Hispanic students are
terrible as far as the.number who drop out of school at early ages.

I worked with Secretary Riley on the appointment of his His-
panic Dropout Project Panel, which is still completing its report,
and we hope that will come out soon. But I am persuaded that we
really do need a national dropout prevention strategy which would
look at students at elementary or middle school, through high
school, and then into the programs that you are specifically talking
about today, to try to identify a range of things that could be done
at every stage to keep these kids involved, to get their parents to

. support them being in school.

I would be interested .in any comments anyone has about wheth-
er there has been an effort to put together any such strategy. Is
it all just focused on this program versus this program versus this
program, or is there really an effort to look at the whole spectrum
of needs that exist in order to keep these kids in school?

Dr. Morgan, do you have any thoughts on this?

Mr. MORGAN. Senator, I think there are probably a number of
programs out there that are looking at—well, universities, for ex-
ample, look at-various components of the problem that you are ad-
dressing. I know that a number of institutions in Texas get in-
volved in things like mother and daughter programs or father and
son programs with elementary and junior high school students. It
depends to a very great extent on where the institution places its
emphasis and chooses to utilize its resources.

I know that in many instances, resources are limited, and we of
course stretch those resources to the maximum extent available
based on what the resources were provided for. So in terms of a
coordinated effort, I am not sure that I could say, yes, sir, there
is. I think we have institutions that are looking at those ideas,
looking at those programs, making an effort to resolve them
throughout the country, and we have some opportunities with Fed-
eral resources to expand those efforts. :

Senator BINGAMAN. Does anybody else have a thought?

Ms. Coles.

Ms. CoOLES. As part of my work with TRIO in Boston, I am very
involved in Superintendent Paizant’s “Focus on Children” agenda
and his reform efforts to reform the whole schools. The reason I am
involved is because of my TRIO experience and what I have
learned in the successes of TRIO contribute to the development of
that agenda.
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We are now moving closely to see how we can work with teachers
and families based on these experiences to engage them more and
to work on a coordinated strategy. So this is one piece of it.

Senator BINGAMAN. Maybe you went over this before, but does
any of the funding in the TRIO program actualli' go to assist stu-
dents who are stilfin middle school or high school?

Ms. CoLEs. Yes. We start working with students in 6th grade
and work with them up through high school graduation and college
graduation.

Senator BINGAMAN. And how many schools do TRIO funds actu-
allﬁlallow us to assist?

s. CoLES. How many public schools?

Senator BINGAMAN. Yes.

Ms. CoLEs. In Boston, we have two Talent Search programs
working in all 20 high schools and 10 middle schools, and that is
true across the country. I think in Vermont, Linda can speak to a
large number.

s. SHILLER. Yes. In Vermont, our TRIO program and also the
Talent Search program works in every high school and provides in-
formational services to every middle schocﬁ.

To answer your first question about coordinated efforts for drop-
out prevention, I think one of the things that TRIO does really well
is it helps to coordinate and identify different resources and ways
to solve the same problems. '

Again, in Vermont, I work very closely with the Department of
Education and their School-to-Work program, and the Department
of Employment and Training. All of these programs and agencies—
they are not all programs; they are agencies—are looking at the
same end goal, to get our young people better prepared for the
work force and to give them the education and training.

We have work fgolrce development boards, work force investment
boards, that work together, and there are TRIO personnel and
NEISP personnel all there, focusing on the different populations at
different ages to make sure they are successful throughout their
school experience.

Senator BINGAMAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I know my time is
about up. In spite of all the programs and all the efforts, the prob-
lem is enormous and continues to get worse, as far as I can tell,
in many of our communities. In my State, 40 to 50 percent of the
Hispanic students will drop out before they complete high school,
and we are a very long way from reaching the goal that we set out
in 1989. It is now 1997, 8 years later, and as far as I know, we
have made very little progress toward the goal of having 90 percent
of our kids complete high school within 4 years, which we all said
prayers over when it was passed, but nothing much has happened
in my State to really move us there.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Senator, I think you have made a very important
point. We have got to learn from these programs and find out how
to solve the problems that you speak of. This is the same difficulty
we have across-the-board with training programs and so on—we
have been running them, but we do not utilize them as we should
to plan strategies.

enator Reed.
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Senator REED. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I want to follow up on some questioning that was raised in Sen-
ator Kennedy’s comments and Dr. Cole’s about Upward Bound and
work-study. I believe one of the principal reasons people leave Up-
ward Bound and other programs is simply to work; they cannot af-
ford to continue with their education. And the National Council of
Educational Opportunity Associations has proposed that we open
up some variety of work-study.

I have a few detailed questions if I may. What jobs do you think
woul% "be acceptable in the context of work-study for Upward
Bound?

Ms. CoLEs. I would think they would need to be jobs that would
help students explore career interests and career goals. One of the
reasons the programs Senator Kennedy spoke about in Boston have
been so success%l is because they have students working in finan-
cial services, in hospitals, in settings where postsecondary edu-
cation is an important prerequisite, so students can really under-
stand experientially why going to college is going to help them.

Senator REED. So you wouls really assume that jobs would be lo-
cated—many of them—off campus, in real world experiences? That
would be the ideal?

Ms. CoLEs. Yes, or on campuses and major universities, there
are lots of similar opportunities—research laboratories, hospitals,
all sorts of programs—but yes.

Senator REED. How would you anticipate financing this? Would
there be a match by the institutions involved?

Ms. CoLEs. I think that that would be one way to do it, a match
by the employer, yes. I think that that certainly could be an ap-
proach. I think the difficulty we may run into is the difficulty with
School to Career in Boston where, now that more students want to
go into it, we need more employers to come on board, and we are
struggling with that right now. So that is sort of a piece that would
have to come along. '

Senator REED. And if we were to authorize or direct that work-
study be opened up, would this be in addition to the amount of
money we already spend for Upward Bound students—I guess it is
about $3,800 per person. Would you see the work-study requiring
additional resources from the Federal Government?

Ms. CoLgs. I think it would require some additional resources.
I think there may be a way to structure it to leverage some of those
resources from t¥1e community or some of the youth employment
programs. Some TRIO programs in the past have done that; with
the JETPA youth employment they have partnerships. But I think
it would require some additional resources.

Senator REED. Just a final question which goes to the whole area
of the TRIO programs—which, by the way, are extraordinarily ef-
fective in Rhode Island. We have a wonderful program at Rhode Is-
land College, which is the principal locus of the program, and it is
doing a great job. It is reaching out, as Senator Bingaman asked
.to all the high schools and all the middle schools in the State, and
we are very pleased and proud of it.

We all understand how constrained the resources are. Are there
any ways that you would suggest to us that the TRIO programs
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could make the dollars go a little further, or are we really talking
about increased resources to TRIO to sustain our effort?

Ms. Shiller, that is one right over the plate, nice and chest-high,
so just hit it. [Laughter.]

Ms. SHILLER. You also have a very good NEISP program, too.

Senator REED. Yes, that is right. Thank you for reminding me.

Ms. SHILLER. In terms of TRIO, I think we stretch our resources
really well, and again, if we really want these programs to work,
and we want to spread out and try to reach more students, then
obviously, we would need more resources to do that.

I think from the several TRIO directors I meet with on a regular
basis, we all ask how can we do that, how can we get money from
the community, how can we raise money to provide this service. We
are really doing that and doing it well in many ways.

So I would also agree that, yes, we need to be very careful how
that money is spent, but in order to increase the service, more re-
sources are definitely needed.

Senator REED. Ms. Coles.

Ms. CoLEs. I think that the TRIO resources do, as they have in
Boston, leverage money from other sources. Part of TRIO 1s to work
with institutions and help them institutionalize these programs
and expand their commitment to serving low-income first-genera-
tion students. As a community agency in Boston, we do not do Stu-
dent Support Services, but we have been able to engage 17 colleges
_ in improving their retention of Boston public school graduates spe-
cifically for the TRIO students that we are sending them, using
their resources or resources they are raising and the experience we
have from our Student Support Services colleagues.

Senator REED. Let me suggest as others have that as we go for-
ward, we need to document some of these good experiences, par-
ticularly I think what you have referred to Ms. Shiller, as the ef-
forts by local TRIO programs to engage the business community
and pull in resources there, because as I have come to respect over
the last few years, if we can show that these Federal programs le-
verage private resources and engage corporate citizens and private
citizens to participate also, that is a strong, strong plus for any pro-
gram.

Yes, ma’am? :

Ms. SHILLER. I would like to give one example which I think is
probably very unique. In Vermont, the TRIO programs through
VSAC hosted two career expos, one in the northern part of the
State and one in the southern part of the State. We had over 300
employers attending these career expos, and Vermont is a small
State, but we had over 10,000 students, middle school through high
school seniors, attending these career expos. That was a TRIO ef-
fort working with the local school systems, with the School-to-Work
effort, and with Department of Employment and Training to make
that happen.

Senator REED. Thank you all very much.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Wellstone.

Senator WELLSTONE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
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First, let me thank each of you, and I am sorry to be delayed.
I guess the (Iluestions I will raise, any of you can answer, if that
is okay, and I thank you for being here.

First, one Minnesota comment. Not that long ago, we were really
in a battle here to save TRIO; it was not clear that we were going
to go forward with it. What really impressed me about what hap-

ened in Minnesota, Mr. Chairman, was the number of students I
Eeard from—really very empowered to talk about their own experi-
ences and talk with such conviction about how important this pro-
gram was. And what also was really impressive to me is that you
can always say, well, different staffs will fight to maintain their
own .programs, and these are their jobs, but I have never met a
more fired up group of people, more passionate, with—I would say
to my colleague from Rhode Island—better, more inspiring specific
stories of success. In a way, the real tension of it all and the real
threat just brought out the best in people. It is just a phenomenal
program.

I was thinking about the remarks of Senator Bingaman and Sen-
ator Collins, and it occurred to me that—and I think Senator Col-
lins is right, and I was a teacher, so I am biased about this—but
she said she is becoming convinced that more and more of the eco-
nomic gap is really an education gap. And of course, as we see an

"economy relying more and more on brain power industry, small
and large businesses, I think that that is the case.

It occurs to me that the education gap, the learning gap, how-
ever, is much more highly correlated to income and race and gen-
der than we want to admit right now in our country. I think that
part of what is going on in some of our States is that the high
school dropout rate is still way too high, but I do not think it
means TRIO is not working; I think TRIO tends to be an oasis
sometimes in the middle of the desert, because if you look at the
level of funding, frankly, this is a mere skirmish in terms of the
kind of commitment we really have to make.

So in many ways, I see TRIO as a direction if we were really
committed to this in terms of recruitment and being out there in
schools, and also, once students are at colleges and universities,
making sure they are able to graduate and deal with that dismal
figure of a flat 8 ?ercent graduation rate since 1979, much less the
issue of affordability, where I think we should expand Pell grant.

But I just want to. make that point loud and clear. In many ways,
I think so much of this gets back to not just elementary school, but
whether kids come to kindergarten ready to learn. And Mr. Chair-
man, we have had this discussion before, but we are going to have
to stop havini these hearings—no—the hearings are great—but we
are going to have to act on the hearings. The hearings are great,
but the point is that until people start making the investment, it
is just not going to happen.

t is just crystal clear. The evidence is staring us in the face, and
we cannot cop out by saying we do not know what to do; and TRIO
cannot do it all. :

One specific question on the welfare bill. I am a little worried,
with the 20-hour work requirement and going to school not being
counted as work. How is this affecting some of the students who
are involved in TRIO as to whether they are going to be able to

.
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stay in colleges and universities? Do you have any feel for that yet,
as to what is going on around the country? .

Ms. CoLes. If I can respond, we are finding welfare recipients
very reluctant to come ang talk to us about going to college until
it is clarified that they can count college toward that 20-hour work
requirement.

I have heard the same thing from people in New York State,
where they now have reduced the amount of time welfare recipi-
ents can spend in training to 24 weeks from 1 year.

I have seen so many welfare recipients graduate from college and
do sg well, and their children then do well, and they contribute so
much.

Senator WELLSTONE. Yes. Well, Mr. Chairman, I mention this be-
cause I think we ought to really do a very, if you will, rigorous
analysis of what is going on, because what?, thini is happening in
all too many States 1s that there are these work requirements, that
25 percent of them have got to be working in the first year, 50 per-
cent by the next 5 years; everybody gets dropped after 5 years or
4 years or 3 years, gepending. And what is happening is that being
able to be a student is not counted as work, and a lot of these
mothers are being driven out of the very thing that we are trying
to do through TRIO, which is to enable them to get an education
to get a living wage job. )

o, as opposed to their really being able to go from welfare to
work and be able to support their families, they are not going to
be able to. And somebody just ought to be honest about what is
going on around the country on this question.

Does anybody else have any comments?

Mr. MORGAN. I mentioned in my testimony the fact that we
count for HSI qualifications the full-time enrollment only, and that
is not at all reflective of what Hispanics do. Hispanics are going to
school part-time, and consequently, we have institutions that are
not qualifying for these resources as a result.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Another area, Seriator, as far as TRIO is concerned,
is that on our campus, we realize that our students have certain
problems that we need to deal with, and a lot of our institutional
aid is geared toward trying to solve some of these problems, such
as counseling services, male and female rights of passage pro-
grams. All of these things are instrumental in our seeing that our
students succeed and get through college.

Ms. SHILLER. In Vermont, our TRIO program is specifically de-
signed to work with adults. The EOC program has a relationship
with the welfare department in Vermont. It has a Reach Up pro-
gram that is basically there to encourage adults on welfare to con-
tinue in education and training.

The relationship that we have with the Department of Social
Welfare is that any adult on welfare who wants to continue his or
her training and education must meet with one of our counselors
to work on a solid education plan. So they are getting the support
of TRIO, they are getting the supgort of the financial aid agency
in the State, and they are getting the support of their caseworkers.

Senator WELLSTONE. And can they do that for, for instance, 2
years of community college and not have to be working, or are they
going to have to work——
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Ms. SHILLER. Right now, they can, because Vermont basically
started its welfare reform earlier.

Senator WELLSTONE. Good for Vermont. I do not think that that
is the story in a lot of other States. ‘

The CHAIRMAN. We are a special place. That is the point we
wanted to make.

Senator WELLSTONE. Yes, you are right up there behind Min-
nesota. [Laughter.]

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Murray.

Senator MURRAY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Thank you for this
hearing, and I thank the witnesses for their excellent testimony.

Linda Shiller, let me begin with you. First of all, thank you for
mentioning Washington State in your testimony as one of those
States with a community-based I\{EISP program that really pro-
duces a lot of success stories. We are very proud of it. I have a
question for you about a concern I have, an(f that is that I think
it is very important that we encourage young people to get their
degree. I think it is also very important to recognize that vocational
(sichoo]s and other career paths are just as important for some stu-

ents. s

How do we make sure that we do not just say the only way you
are going to be a success is if you go to a 4-year school and get your
degree; how do we make sure we encourage young people to choose
the path that will work best for them ans encourage them to pur-
sue vocational careers if that is what is appropriate for them?

Ms. SHILLER. I think it is basically the way we put the message
out. What we do is we refer to any postsecondary training and edu-
cation as opportunities for students. I mentioned the career that we
have and the mentoring programs and the work site visits. There
are many ways that students get an opportunity to see what is out
there. Our tech centers work very closely with the college systems
to provide articulation agreements so they can start out at our tech
centers and then continue their education from their and earn col-
lege credit while they are still in high school, attending the tech
center.

So I think that having those articulation agreements and letting
students and the people who serve those students know that our
intent is not just to offer these services for students who only want
to attend the 4-year college.

Senator MURRAY. So you think the NEISP program has enough
flexibility and variety og options that we can make sure everybosy
has the best career path for themselves?

Ms. SHILLER. Yes, and certainly, one of our counselors your
State, which hosted the visit, and what was happening there was
amazing. It was wonderful to see the opportunities that students
in your State have through that program.

enator MURRAY. Thank you. .

Dr. Morgan or Mr. Griffin, you have Title III strengthening insti-
tutions, and we have one, Olympic College, in Bremerton, WA. One
of the things that has happened there is that we have a lot of
older-than-average students. In timber communities, the econom
is chan%in , and people halfway through their lives are going bacK
to school. Can you comment on your schools’ ability to deal with re-
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training adults who never expected to have to change their careers
mid-course?

Mr. GRIFFIN. At Wilberforce University, we do have one of our
activities geared toward exactly what you are speaking about. It is
Activity 6, which is retraining and educating our adult population.
What we try to do in this particular area is bring the students in,
and the qualifier is that they have at least 2 years of college, and
we then go on and provide t{em with the educational resources to
allow them to get a degree in evening classes, weekend classes. It
will not, in other words, hamper the time when they must work to
support their families. So we do have something geared toward
that area.

Senator MURRAY. Mr. Morgan.

Mr. MORGAN. We are doing the same sort of thing. Almost 50
percent of the students at Sul Ross happen to be what we call non-
traditional students—that is, the{ are either single parents or their
are older than the traditional college age or what-have-you. We are
also deeply involved in such programs as weekend format courses,
night offerings, distance learning opportunities. We are teaching
courses by two-way interactive video into remote areas not just for
the public school students and not just for the public school teach-
ers, Ymt also for the adults in the community who can come in and
participate in those two-way interactive courses at all levels, grad-
uate down through freshman-level courses.

Senator MURRAY. Thank you.

One other quick question, Ms. Coles, for you. While we are talk-
ing about reauthorization, there are still some people who are talk-
ing about consolidation of the TRIO programs and the State for-
mula grants. Can you give us your opinion on what impact that
would have on the program?

Ms. CoLEs. I am very wary of that approach because I think the
good thing about the way the TRIO programs are administered
now is that the dollars go directly from %aashington to the local
programs, and we are very, very accountable with the TRIO regula-
tions for how those dollars are spent and how the services are pro-
vided. We do not get as much as we need, as you have heard, so
we have to be really careful with what we get.

I think that if we went into a block grant situation like I have
seen with some other Federal programs, there is a lot of time spent
in regional councils and subsets of regional councils and these
elaborate distribution formulas, and the money that finally filters
down is a lot less, and the whole purpose is diluted and not as
clearly focused.

So I would be very, very concerned and would strongly rec-
ommend that the current funding approach be maintained.

Senator MURRAY. Thank you..

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Dodd.

Senator Dopp. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, and my
apologli(es to the witnesses for not being here at the outset of your
remarks, but I thank you for being here.

Mr. Chairman, I would make public note of the fact that your
witness from Vermont was educated in Connecticut, since we are
all trying to establish our links and ties here.
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The CHAIRMAN. Linda, you never told me. [Laughter.]

Senator DopbD. In fact, I just gave the commencement address at
Southern Connecticut State University, 7,000 strong. It was a great
commencement exercise at a terrific institution.

“Red” Adante—I cannot call him “Red” in public—but I have
known him for years. He is the president of Southern and has done
a great job at tg'e school. So it is a pleasure to have all of you here,
but I particularly welcome you, Linda.

Mr. Chairman, I am going to ask unanimous consent that my
opening remarks be included in the record.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, certainly.

[The prepared statement of Senator Dodd f}(')llows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF SENATOR DODD

Mr. Chairman, I appreciate your calling this hearing continuing
our examination of issues in the Reauthorization of the Higher
Education Act.

For over 50 years, Federal higher education policy has been fo-
cused on one goal—increasing access to post-secondary education.
Our policy is based on the knowledge that higher education bene-
fits tﬁe individual as well as helps to grow a stronger economy and
nation by increasing worker skills.

Our chief means of putting college within reach of all Americans
has been our Federal student financial aid programs. From the GI
Bill in the 1 940s to Pell Grants and student loans today, Federal
aid has met the tuition bills of millions of students.

But money is not the only barrier students face when con-
templating postsecondary education. For millions of students, pay-
ing for college is just the last of many hurdles. For many, their ex-
pectations, though not their capabihities, may be low. Others are
unaware of Federal financial support or how to apply for it.

This is where the TRIO programs come in. TRIO programs, like
Upward Bound and Talent Search, identify disadvantaged second-
ary school students with potential for success in college. They as-
sist them in completing high school and help them enter and com-
plete post-secondary education. Services range from academic tu-
toring, mentoring, and summer sessions on college campuses to as-
sistance in completing admissions applications and filing for Fed-
eral financial aid. These are core activities that introduce first-gen-
eration college students to the possibilities of post-secondary edu-
cation.

In a mammoth reauthorization like the one we face with the
Hiiher Education Act, it is easy to get lost in the details and lose
sight of the real people involved. For any of my colleagues who
might suffer from this momentary fatigue, I would urge them to
meet with TRIO students.

These are kids who did not grow up with the belief that the doors
of opportunity were open to them. Their parents did not attend col-
lege and most are from poor inner city communities far from ivy-
covered college walls. But with TRIO, suddenly the doors are
swin%ing open right in front of their eyes. They not only see the

ossibilities of postsecondary education but also believe these possi-
ilities are within their reach. Beyond TRIO programs and the Na-
tional Early Intervention Scholarship and Partnership program
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which is very similar but runs at the State level, the Higher Edu-
cation Act also provides support for those institutions which serve
under served populations. Title III of the Higher Education Act
provides assistance to historically black colleges and universities
and Hispanic-serving institutions. These institutions have a strong
commitment to serving students populations who have much lower
levels of participation in college than others.

Mr. Chairman, I look forward to today’s testimony on how we
can improve all of these programs and provide more students with
access to college. .

Senator DoDD. This is a great hearing, and I really thank you
for holding it. I have always said to my colleagues that one thin
they can do to really bring home this issue is to meet with TRI
students. I think if students just do that, everything else can be
pretty much put aside, and no one has to worry about heavy lobby-
ing. I have never met anybody who has met TRIO students who
was not impressed with them, impressed with the program and
what it did.

So I strongly urge that, around the country, those who run these
programs invite Members to come to a college and meet TRIO stu-
dents. I do not know a single Member of this body of the U.S. Sen-
ate who would not accept—if they can do it and their schedules
permit—such an invitation. You Know, your eyes can glaze over
talking about this stuff. All of you know these acronyms and titles
and programs, but Members of Congress are dizzy from it. Lit-
erally, every day, we are bombarded with information from various
Federal agencies and groups and one can get lost in all of this.

So I think the best thing you can do is to get Members of Con-
gress to visit. Most Members of Congress enjoy going to colle
campuses—they find it exhilarating and interesting. There is noti-
ing like the chance to meet students who are involved in these pro-
%xl'ams and listen to them talk about how they got involved, why
they are involved and what the background of their families are.
You not only get people to support you, but ({ou end up with cham-
¥ions. It is a very simple thing to do, and it makes a huge dif-
erence. I know, I enjoy it every year when they come down. .

I would like to just raise two clusters of questions. I know the
business issue has been raised, and I applaud getting the business
community involved. But there is another partner we must involve
in this effort. This week, there have been a lot of sports on tele-
vision. I stayed up way too late last night watching the Jazz lose
to the Bulls, and as someone who started playing golf a few years
ago, I am fascinated with the U.S. Open here in town this week.

Last night they showed some replays of Lakers-Celtics champion-
ship games a few years ago. The Lakers won this particular cham-
pionship series against the Celtics, and Magic Johnson made the
last shot, and it was one of those sweeping sky hooks of his that
.won the game in the last seconds. And Ma%ic Johnson was being
interviewed, and he said that all his life, he had dreamt of making
the final shot to win the game against the Celtics.

I also recently heard an interview with the fellow who was the
most valuable player winning the Stanley Cup for the Detroit Red
Wings. He was quoted last night as saying that all his life since
he was 4 years old, he had dreamt of holding the Stanley Cup.
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I do not know how many interviews I have read of Tiger Woods,
talking about how his father had taught him how to hit a golf ball
and so forth. :

My point is this. Kids begin to dream early. We are finding out
with all this early childhood development research that a lot of
things ha{:pen a lot earlier in a child’s life than we ever thought.
I would like to see us start to urge that we start talking about this
not so much in high school; we have got to begin at the earliest
smﬁss. People ought to be dreaminF as much about a co]]ege degree
as eﬂ do about winning the Stanley Cup or making the final shot
in an NBA basketball championship game.

And if we can figure ways to start instilling at the earliest stages
of a child’s life the importance of achieving all of your educational
potential throughout your life, I think it will begin to change early
on.

I'am worried that going after these students even as freshman
in high school level, you are already late. And this is where the
media can be involved‘.' I think we ought to make more of an effort.
I wish we could get in a room for a week the geniuses who write
the spots for Nike and so on and talk about how they convince peo-
ple to buy a sneaker. I mean, how much difference can there be be-
tween one sneaker and another?

Why can’t we use the same genius to help us develop advertisin
proirams throu%h public service announcements that begin to se
to the young child the notion that he or she ought to dream about -
getting a diploma, about going on and getting a master’s degree
about solving a problem that will make a difference in the worl
in which they live? _

It seems to me we have got to do that, and this is what TRIO
is really all about; it is taking people who do not think they can .
dream this way, never had anybody tell them how good they were
and helping them dream and achieve. How many interviews have
we heard of someone who has achieved some great success, and
when they are probed about how did it happen, they say, Well, my
mother, or my father, or both parents, told me early on there was
nothing I could not do? That line has been used so many times. But
too many of today’s children, of course, never had anybody tell
them there was nothing they could not do. They were told in effect
there was not anything they could do. :

So I would like to urge you—and maybe you have some sugges-
tions on how that can be (ime—but I am convinced that there are
1;':eop]e of good will who would be willing to give their services to

elp us develop these campaigns and to start them focused and tar-
geted at young, young audiences. We obviously need to do what we
can in high schools. I have worked with Upward Bound for years.
It is a great program, and it is really worthwhile. But we- need to
begin earlier so that kids start dreaming about this stuff, so that
just as they dream about athletic achievements, they will start
dreaming about academic achievements. There-is no reason why
that cannot happen.

Second—and I will end on this note, and you can all respond—
I am very interested in talking about barriers. One of the major
barriers I worry about—and this gets a little afield of the programs
here, Mr. Chairman, but I cannot resist asking, because I am sure
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you deal with students all the time—is university-based child care.
We have welfare-to-work now. As Senator Collins pointed out, and
I think all of us here agree, we have economic opportunity directly
linked to educational opportunity, and yet we see a lot of single
parents, the nontraditional students, as we call them. We need to
get more support for institution- or school-based child care pro-
grams so that people can have one other barrier eliminated—not
only the financial barrier and inducing people to come, but if you
do not have someplace to place your child, in a relatively low-cost
environment if you are a student, that is going to be a major bar-
rier to attending for a lot of people today. go I would be very inter-
ested in your thoughts on that.

The chairman may know that Senator Snowe and I are going to
be introducing a bill in the next few weeks to focus on supportin
university-based or college-based child care. I would be intereste
in your comments on that. '

I apologize for making this a rather elongated question, but I
would be interested in your responses.

Ms. CoLES. One of the most exciting aspects of Talent Search for
the past 6 or 7 years has been our capacity now to work with stu-
dents as young as 6th grade. We have a special variation of that
in Boston called Kids to College, where they develop the kind of
dreaming you are talking about. We have them research careers,
and each child develops a little business card with his or her own
name on it, what degree they have, what their business is; and
then they come in the following week dressed. up as the person in
that job. This is before they visit the college. So I think it is very
exciting. :

In terms of the media, I think that behind the media, there have
got to be places that can really support and nurture kids’ aspira-
tions and help them to achieve those aspirations.

Senator DopD. Thank you.

Linda.

Ms. SHILLER. I would like to read you some things that some of
the 8th graders wrote who participated in both the TRIO and the
NEISP programs. The question was, “In what ways has this pro-
gram affected your thoughts about your future?”

_ Here are some of their responses.

“It made me realize I have something to fall-back on in case I
do not get to be what I want to do.” _
“I know I want to be a lawyer, and I have to work hard to be

one.”

“]If]earned I would have to use my money resourcefully to succeed
in life.”

This one, you will enjoy: “It has affected me a lot because not
only have I found my dream career as being a politician, but I real-
ize how many choices are out there.”

“This has helped me because now I know I rea]lx want to go to
college, and I have to get good grades in school now.

“I have been thinking about college and other. things because my
counselor helped me to see my talents.”

“I want to go to college now. It lets me know I cannot just goof
off during school, and it makes me want to go to college.”
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I can read you hundreds of responses like this. This is after 2 to
3 years of intervention in Vermont. We start in 5th grade with a
program called Career Adventure for the NEISP program, so a lot
of this is adventure-based and experiential, to get kids to relate
what is ioing on in their lives to the real world.

I think that when the TRIO programs did start backing off in
terms of serving young students, it made a tremendous difference.
What happened to us years ago was that we would start working
with juniors and even seniors who realized, “Ah, I can do it. I do
want to go to school,” but they did not have the academic prepara-
tion and the information.

So you are right when you say get to the younger kids, and that
is what I think we are doing very successfully.

Senator DopD. By the way, when I was talking about Magic
Johnson and the MVP——

The CHAIRMAN. Well, as long as you got to the Celtics, it was all
right. [Laughter.] '

enator 50DD. But there is nothing wrong with those dreams, by
the way. They are wonderful dreams, and they are contagious, and
I think all of us as kids—and now with women today as well, with
the beginning of the women’s NBA about to start, it is happening—
but as kids, I am sure we all saw ourselves shooting shots or hit-
ting baseballs and so forth. And I do not fault them for that, and
I hope I did not come across as saying I am disappointed. I am just
saying we ought to be able to copy that and expand that. Certainly
I did not have dreams as a kid of winning an amendment on the
floor of the U.S. Senate. I do not know what this 8th grader you
are dealing with up in Vermont is thinking of, but it is nice to
know there is one child in America dreaming about being a politi-
cian. [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. Probably the only one. ~

Senator DoDD. I cannot imagine where that child has been living
and in what circumstances. But anyway, I appreciate that.

Dr. Morgan.

Mr. MORGAN. I would encourage you with your institutional-
based child care, because that is a principal issue that impacts a
]arge number of especially the adult student, the single parents
and others who come to school. That is an issue that we talk about
a lot, and we have not been able to solve that problem at my insti-
tution, but it is one that students bring to me on a regular basis
as far as their needs and things that can help them stay in school
and help them be successful.

Senator DoDD. Thank you.

Mr. Griffin. )

Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes, sir. We have some institutions within the
HBCUs that do have child care programs—at Baldwin College,
Saint Augustine’s and also Saint Paul’s—and I am quite sure there
are others. But we are looking at that problem, and I am hoping
that eventually, we will get to all of our HBCUs.

Senator DoDD. That is good. It really is a major hurdle for peo-
ple. There are ways it can be done. Trinity College in Hartford has
a very good child care program that is community-based, right on
the edge of the campus, where students who are involved in aca-
demic programs, childhood development programs, work as child
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care workers there. So they serve the community, they serve stu-
dents who are at Trinity. It is not exclusive one to the other, and
it is a wonderful marriage between the community and the univer-
sity there that has really been worthwhile.

ain, we are only serving about one out of 10 eligible people
under the TRIO programs.

Again, I thank the chairman for holding these hearings, because
we can do so much better here. I speak in high schools every week
in my own State. I have literally spoken at every, single public
high school in Connecticut in the last 10 years. And I try to go to
my inner city urban schools every year if I can—it has not worked
out quite as nicely in the last couple of years—but I see so man
kids who I just know, if we could have gotten to them earlier—tal-
ented, bright kids, who did not have someone coming home at
night, insisting that they do their homework and insisting that
they go to places where their interests could be raised and their cu-
riosity probed—they would be looking at very different ambitions
and career opportunities.

So I urge us here, Mr. Chairman, to do as much as we can to
expand this. It is as much of a hurdle, in many ways, as.the finan-
cial barriers placed by the cost of education. That problem, we can
solve if we can come up with the dollars and cents, but we are
never going to solve this problem unless we begin ‘early on, in my
-view. All the desire are not going to be enough if it is.too late in
that child’s educational process to go forward. .

So I thank you all very, very much, and thank you, Mr. Chair-
man.

The CHAIRMAN. I want to thank the panel. There are several
things that we are going to take away from this that I think we
all ought to take a look at.

First, the whole world is changing in your institutions and every-
where else in that we have the nontraditional students now, people
who -were left behind and are now coming back to school. We have
got to learn how to take care of them.

Second, skills are becoming as necessary as college education,
and there are a lot of opportunities for very-well-paying jobs which
do not necessarily require college, but they do require postsecond-
arilor some kind of additional training.

ow we replicate the good stories here is another thing which is
probably the most important, because at a time when we are hav-
ing a hard time continuing demonstration programs like yours—
very successful programs—how do we, as Senator Bingaman point-
ed out, plan a national strategy that takes what you have learned
so we can have TRIO programs everywhere. Or we have colleges
and universities for special groups everywhere, so that not just a
certain percentage, a low percentage, of our people get the opportu-
nities that you have given your students, but so that everyone who
is in these circumstances has those opportunities. That takes a real
national strategy.

I think the President is moving in many ways in this direction
with volunteerism and other initiatives, and we have got to try to
find ways to handle this better. The information that all of you
have given us is critically important, but we have to get it into a
national strategy that is implemented.
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I especially love the programs that we have heard about here
today because we have all of them in Vermont, and we are oing
to keep them there, too. We know they can work, and now we ave
just got to make sure everybody else has them.

Dr. Morgan, you have enlightened me as to the substantial prob-
lems in the Hispanic community, which I was not aware of. That
is very, very ominous in the sense that if we do not do something
like you are trying to do and are doing, we are going to have very,
very serious problems in the future.

. Mr. Griffin, I think we have seen more success in the black mi-
nority tgrog‘rams, but much more needs to be done there, too; we
know that also. But I am more encouraged each year that we seem
to be moving and improving because of people like yourself.

: [A]dditional material and statement submitted for the record fol-
ow:
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INTRODUCTION

This document provides a Hispanic Association of Colleges and Universities (HACU)
perspective on the main issues and concems surrounding the reauthorization of the Higher
Education Act of 1965 (HEA), as amended. and offars.a series of recommendations to
enhance the HEA on behalf of Hispanic-Serving Institutions (HSis) and Hispanic
Americans.

Most of the document was developed and prepared via an inclusive and thorough
consuitation process which began in 1996. During the spring and summer of last year,
presidents of HSIs were surveyed to gather preliminary information on their.concerns and
views about the HEA and possible amendments. Based on these preliminary inputs. a
series of themes and topical areas began to emerge pertaining to the reauthorization of the
HEA. Analyses of that information and other HACU staff ideas were shared with three
different focus groups in a seminar format. in as many different regions of the country, to
generate additional insights on the issues and concems identified by HSI presidents and
HACU staff. Subseguently, on April 8-9, 1997, a nationai symposium was organized by
HACU in Dallas, Texas, to discuss further the preiiminary recommendations submitted on
December 17, 1998, to the U.S. Secretary of Education. Richard Riley, and on February
4, 1897, to Congressman William F. Goodling, Chairman of the House Education and the

" Workforce Committee, and to members of this authorizing committee. The Dallas forum
included presidents of HSIs and program directors who helped HACU staff to expand and
enhance those preliminary recommendations. This intensive and comprehensive process
yielded the bulk of the recommendations offered in this document. The document is
organized in three primary sections: (1) Context, (2) Issues and Concems, and (3)
Recommendations.

The Context elaborates on the evoiution of the HEA, vis-a-vis HSls and Hispanic
Americans; discusses trends impacting on the relevance of the HEA, particularly with
respect to Hispanic Americans; and draws some basic assumptions from those analyses
pertaining the HEA and its strengths and shortcomings for the educational advancement
of underrepresented groups in America. with emphasis on Hispanics.

The Issues and Concerns section expands upon the preliminary analyses made in the
preceding part and focuses on the specific questions and themes generated through
HACU's national consuitation process. It draws on the analyses and empirical evidence
that are provided within the preceding part. As a connecting section between the
preceding and the following one, this portion of the document sets the stage for the
proposad amendments to HEA.

Recommendations for specific amendments-to the HEA are made in this section, along
with a succinct rationate for each recommendation. The appropriate textand nomenciature
(e.g., title. subtitle, part, subpart, section, subsection) are cited for each specific
amendment recommended which is followed by a brief but weil-grounded rationale.
Whenever possibie, current HEA text will be quoted with newly proposed text inserted in
boidfaced italics and deletions showing as. boldfaced, stricken-out current text. This
saction is the backbone of the document.

Q
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CONTEXT
CHANGES AND CHALLENGES

As a product of the Civil Rights era and of the War on Paverty policies of the 1960s, the
HEA was originally conceived as a means of affording greater educational opportunities
to low-income and underrepresented segments of American society. Education, especially
higher education, was viewed as a passport out of poverty and disenfranchisement; more
than three decades later, this belief still remains the driving force behind efforts to broaden
access and achieve group equity in postsecondary education.

While America underwent social turmoil and transformation in the 1960s and 1970s, a new
and pervasive information revolution emerged worldwide. The advent of the
microcomputer and its increasingly smailler but more powerful microprocessors have
changed the face of the world and the very nature of America's economy: from a post-
industrial base to a high technology, information-driven economy, where specialized higher
education is the ticket to socioeconomic upward mobility. While a high school dipioma was
enough in the industrial era to secure gainful employment, today, and even more so in the
future, a higher-education degree is required to avoid joining the ranks of the “working
poor” in America. In an aimost literal sense, we eam what we leam.

Demographically, America has changed dramatically since the 1960s. Immigrant pattems
into America shifted from European to Third-World countries, particularty Mexico and
Central American as well as Southeast Asian countries. In 1992, for example, Mexico
accounted for over one-third (i.e., 213,802) of the 637,293 legal immigrants admitted to the
United States fronr the top 15 countries of ongin (Scholastic Update, Vol. 26. No. 6,
November 19, 1993). In addition to immigration trends, fertility rates have added
significantly to the rapid population gains of Hispanic Americans over the past two
decades. In 1992, for instance, the following fertility rates were reported by race and
ethnicity: whites, 1.97 children per childbearing woman; blacks. 2.47; American indians,
2.78; Asian Americans, 2.51; and Hispanics, 2.90 (U.S. Bureau of the Cénsus, Current
Population Reports, P25-1111, Marcir 1994). Demographic growth, not surprisingly, has
been significantly greater in regions and states with the highest concentrations of
minorities—particularty Hispanics. These trends are expected to make Hispanics the
largest ethnic group in America in the 21st century when, by the year 2050, it is projected
that one of every four Americans will be Hispanic.

n addition to a rapid Hispanic population growth, white America is aging. This is creating

a greater dependence on people of color, especially Hispanics, to provide the economic
base of support for the eiderly and soon-to-be retirees. The emerging, younger Hispanic
and other minority age cohorts in pre-school and K-12 education are rapidly becoming the
comerstone of America's.future prosperity and leadership. To the extent that this minority
popuiation succeeds in higher education, so will the rest of society.
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HISPANIC-SERVING INSTITUTIONS AND HISPANIC AMERICANS

Although Hispanic Americans, as-'an ethnic and cuitural community, precede the birth of
our nation, it was not until the 1970 U.S. Census that the federal government recognized
them as a nationai population of soclosconomic significance. As part of a “minority”
classification; their special needs, aspirations, and contributions to the weifare of America
were kept undocumented. In fact, for generations, Hispanics were subjected to overt
discriminatory practices in employment, education, housing, business opportunities, and
even burial places. This pattern of neglect and discnmination persists, aithough in more
subtie ways, and maintains insidious inequities for Hispanic Americans. Not .urprisingly,
Hispanic Americans and Hispanic-Serving Institutions (HSIs) were not even acknowiedged
in the framing and final text of the HEA in 1985; nor in the- 1970s or 1980s.

Almost three decades after its enactment, the reauthorization of the HEA in 1992 first
recognized HSIs as a national resource worthy of federal support and assistance. While
it incorporated the concept of HSIs under Section 316, Part A (Strengthening Institutions),
Titie 11, it did so with an authorization of $45 miilion under Section 380, Part D (General
Provisions); of the same title. However, it was not until FY 1995 that $12 miilion were
appropriated for the first time for HSls. The low levei of -authorized funding, compared to
other similar institutions, even lower appropriation leveis, placed HSls in a distant second-
class category. For instance, Title, Part 8, authorizes $155 million for Historically Black
Colleges and Universites {HBCUs); under these provisions, $128.6 miilion was
appropriated for FYs 1996 and 1997, and the-administration has requested $132.6 million
for FY 1998. Under the same title, therafore, HSIs have been receiving less than one-tenth
of the funding received by HBCUs, despite the fact that HSIs enroll the overwhelming

majority of Hispanics and HBCUs enroll a minority of African Americans in college.

The authorizing legiz:stion.and relatively low levei of annual appropriations underpiay the

-importance of the —~:spanic community and neglect the pressing needs. of Hispanic
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Americans. Furthermore, they failed to account for the loss of human capital represented
by the exceedingly high dropout rate in K-12 education, estimated at 45-50 percent, and
the excessive underrepresentation of Hispanic Americans in higher education.

The HEA -defines "HSI" as an institution with an enroliment of undergraduate fuil-time

.equivaient students that is at least 25 percent Hispanic, S0 percent or more.of these are

low-income and first-generation coilege students, and another 25 percent of them are
either low-income or first-generation college student. This is an overly restrictive definition.
Figure 1 on the next page depicts the geographic locations of HSs.
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Figure 1
HACU Member/Eligible HSIs and HACU Associare Member/Eligibie [nstitutions
Number of Institutions in Each State
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A LEAKY EDUCATION PIPELINE -

Current and compelling research indicates that the most critical formative years for children
are from zero to 7 years of age. Preschool attendance, is a major factor in predicting
educational success in later years. Hispanic children start K-12 school with iess and lower-
quality preschool experience than white children. and this gap has widened over the years.
For example, in 1973 about 13 percent of Hispanics attended pre-school, as compared to
18 percent whites; 20 years later, their attendance rates were 17 and 38 percent.

respectively (Findings from the Condition of Educatiorr 1995. The Educational Progress of
Hispanic Students, NCS).

In elementary and secondary schools, the percentage: of Hispanic childl"en more than
doubled between 1973 and 1993.  They represent the fastest-growing ethnic group i
public schools across America, as graphically documented below.

Figure 2

Percentage of public school students who are Hispanic

{a
o™

FUR L

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, October
Current Population Surveys, Reported by NCS 95-767 Document.

- Although one of every four students in central-city public schools is Hispanic, only five of
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every ten Hispanics who enter kindergarten graduate from high school. While severai
socioeconomic factors are cited by researchers as important contributing factors, academic
achievement is considered one of the best predictors of school dropouts (Findings of the
1995 Hispanic Dropout Project Data 8ook). In this sense, although academic assessment
scores for Hispanics have increased since 1975, there has been little change in the gaps
between their scores and those of whites, as indicated by the tabler orr the next page.
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Table 1

Aversge Proficiency Scores

Subject White Hispanic_
and year Age9 AgeliAgel? Age9 Ageld agel7
Reading

1975 217 262 293 183 232 252

1984 218 265 295 187 240 268

1992 218 266 297 192 239 271
Mathematics

1978 24 272 306 03 238 276

1986 227 274 308 205 254 283

1992 235 279 512 212 259 292
Science

1977 230 256 298 192 213 262

1986 232 259 298 199 226 259

1992 239 267 304 205 238 270
SOURCE: NCES, National Assessment of Educational Progress

For example in 1978, the gap in math of 21 scale points for 9-year-olds actually widened
to 23 points in 1992. In science it shrank from 38 in 1977 to 34 points in 1992. The most
significant gap reduction was in reading: from 34 points in 1975 to 26 in 1992. Generatly,
. academic performance gaps between Hispanics and whites increase as students move
from lower to higher grades, despite the fact that many of the Hispanic underachievers

drop out in the earty grades of secondary education.

This pattern of underachievement among Hispanic students is further reflected in their
disproportionately low participation rates in college preparatory and advancad courses
such as trigonometry, calculus, chemustry and physics. Table 2 on the next page

supports this finding.
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Table 2

Percentage of High School Graduates
Taking Selected Mathematics and Science Courses, 1994

Subject White Hispanic
Trigonometry 18.6 9.8
AP Caiculus 73 . 4.6
AP Honors Chemisay 43 2.1
Physics 26.1 : 16.0

SOURCE: National Center for Educarion Statistics: Digest of Education Statistics, /996

in general, white students took selected mathematics and scienca courses at almaost twice
the rate of Hispanics in 1984,

The high school completion rate of Hispanics is 38-percent less than that of the white
student popuiation nationwids, and the:.gap is even greater in some states with the highest
coneemratnon of Hispanics.

Table 3

Percentage of Persons, 25 years-oid and Over(1990),

with a High School Diploma or Higher

in States where HSIs are Largely Based

State White Hispanic % Difference
Arizona 824 517 31
Caiifornia 31.1 45.0 44
Colorado 86.1 58.3 32
Florida - 77.0 572 26
Illinots 79.1 45.0 43
New Jersey 78.6 539 32
New Mexico 78.6 59.6 24
New York 78.5 50.4 v
Texas 76.2 44.6 )
United States 77.9 9.3 36
SOURCE: National Center tor Education Statistics: Digest of Education Stansucs. 1996

)
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The wide gaps observed in the high schoai completion rates between whites and Hispanics
increases to 55 percent at the college level (Table 4).

Table 4
Percentage of Persons, 25 years-old and Over(1990),
with: a Bachelor’s Degree or Higher
i States where HSIs are Largely Based
State White Hispanic % Difference
Arizona 22 6.9 68
California 25.4 7.1 72
Colorado 283 8.6 70
Florida 19.3 14.2 26
[llinois 2.4 8.0 64
New Jersey 25.8 10.8 58
New Mexico 234 8.7 63
New York 25.3 9.3 63
Texas 22.6 7.3 67
United States 215 : 9.2 35
SOURCE: Narional Center tor Education Statistics: Digest of Educanion Statistics, 1996

The preceding daté show that the education pipeline in America to be a progressively leaky
one for Hispanics. The higher the level of schooling, the wider the gaps become for
achievement and attainment between Hispanics and non-Hispanics.

ISSUES AND CONCERNS

Procedural issues
Newness of HSI Concept in the HEA

Ags the most recent category of institutions recognized by the HEA for the first time in 1992,
HSIs remain largely unknown to policy makers. Federal agencies do not yet report discrate
data for HSis-as they do for other types and categories of institutions. Although HSIs have
existed for decades and, in some cases since the-1800s, their nationat role as providers
of educational opportunities for underserved and .underrepresented populations.
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particularty Hispanics, is neither weil documented nor understood.

Federal agencies, especiaily the U.S. Department of Education, HACU, researchers, poticy
analysts, private-sector organizations, and others concemed with the educational progress
of Hispanic Americans and the improvement of HSIs must increase their individual and
collective efforts to study and report the numerous and important contributions made by
HSis and other institutions serving large numbers of Hispanic Americans to mesting the
educational and training needs of America. It is imperativer that policy makers and the
American public understand and appreciate the crucial role and the outstanding
contributions of HSis and other Hlspamcconcemed institutions in the natlonal higher
education. .

The very recagnition of this issue as a nationai priority is a starting point in the evolution
from invisibility to recognition, and from :his to full understanding and appreciation of the

national significance of HSIis and other institutions serving large numbers of one of thes-
most undereducated group in America: Hispanics.

Youthfuiness of HACU

HACU, the onty national association representing the pubiic interest of HSis and Hispanic

- Americans in higher education, was formally incorporated as a non-profit organization on

December 19, 1986.

As an emerging national association founded in San Antonio, Texas, with a few higher
education institutions, HACU now represents over 160 HSIs and 63 associate HSis (those
with less than 25 percent, but 10-24- percent or at least 1,000 Hispanics enroiled).
Coliectively, these institutions matriculate two-thirds of the estimated 1.3 million Hispanics
in postsecondary education. In just ten years HACU has increased its membership ten-
fold.

- HACU administers a variety of important programs aimed at strengthening the institutional

O

capacity of HSis and at increasing the educational success of Hispanic Americans. This
two-dimensional clientele, (1) HSis and (2) Hispanic students, has provided the impetus
for HACU's effectiveness in promoting new. legisiation and policies to enhance HSis and
innovative programs to improve the educational attainment of their students and others at
associate HSIs. HACU was largely responsibie for the inciusion of HSIs in the 1992
reauthorization of the HEA and in the 1996 amendments to the Farm 8ill. Its office of
governmental relations and HACU's. national intemship program (HNiP) are based in
Washington, D.C. !ts headquarters and support operations remain in San Antonio.

HACU's relativer youthfulness and rapid growth over the past ten years have been both a
blessing and a challenge. As a new and evolving association committed to a negiected
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population and institutional sactor in higher education, HACU has beer able to establish
a niche of unique and important national interest. Federal agencies, state-level
organizations, and private-sector organizations (particularly for-profit corporations) have
become valuable HACU partners who have found a great deal of common ground with

HACU. On the other hand, the demands from numerous sources on HACU's limited
resources continue to exert significant pressures.on this young and maturing association.

HACU partners, especially federal agencies, must strengthen and expand their support and
assistance for this unique and thriving association, so that it can better serve both its
primary clienteie (HSls and Hispanic American students) as well as its partners’ needs.

Support From Peer National Associations

As a member of the Washington Higher Education Secretariat at One Oupont Circle, HACU
has been able to participate in the development of policy recommendations to enhance
federal funding and the delivery of services for higher education. Imdoing so. HACU has
sought to gain support for peer associations for HSis and Hispanic Americans. The vast
majority of those associations support HACU's recommendations in this regard.

To further strengthen support among members of the Secretariat, we must continue to
implement a strategy of education, persuasion, and coaiition building. Presidents of HSIs
and others concerned about improving HSis and educational opportunities for Hispanics
need to continue voicing their views on boards, commissions, and membershig meetings
of these national associations involved with higher education policy.

As the only organized voice of HSIs and Hispanic Americans in higher education policy
circles, HACU would welcome and encourage support from peer associations and
significant others to better reprasent its constituencies. -
SUBSTANTIVE MATTERS
The three preceding subsections discussed procedural concems which impact on policy
work of HACU and HSis. This part focuses on some generai but substantive matters which
frame the specific recommendations included in subsequent sections of this document.
Equity. for HSIs and Hispanic Americans
The scope of support under Title IIf of the HEA for HSIs is inadequate and faiis to reflect
the pressing educational needs, rapid demographic growth, and exceedingly low

representation of Hispanic Americans in higher education. These three realities (need,
demographics, and underrepresentation) must be accounted for throughout the entire HEA
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but specifically in Title !l and all other institutionally targeted programs. it is sound and
cost-effective pubtic poticy to target federal resources to populations showing the greatest
need, growing the fastest demographically, and remaining severely underrepresented in
higher education. Public resources wouid make the most impact on populations and areas
of the country with the greatest need.

Access and Opportunity

The current definition of HSI by the HEA applies the most restricted and’ exclusionary
eligibility criteria. Rather than affording the widest possible access to institutions which
sarve the lowest-income and least-educated population, the federal H4SI definition excludes
a iarge number of needy and deserving colleges and universities through such excessive
restrictions. Instead of recognizing and rewarding these excluded institutions, current
criteria penalize them and deprive them- of the official HS! designation which would atlows-
them to better serve Hispanic Americans and other needy students. A more reasonable:
and responsible definitiorr and eligibility criteria must be-provided by the reauthorized HEA.

HSI Subordination and Exclusion

Present “hold harmiess” provisions of the HEA, Title Ill, unnecessarily subordinate funding
for HSis to unrelated and irelevant considerations. These provisions require that
Caongress approve a waiver for HSis to ‘be funded-every year. This subordination of HS|
funding to other immaterial provisions is unnecessary. Likewise, exemptions afforded to
other categories of institutions representing needy populations (e.g., Tribally Controlled
Colleges and Historically Black Colleges and Universities) do not extend to HSIs: for
instance, the exemption from the loan-defauit rate penaities under Title IV of the HEA. The
exclusion of HS} from this exemption reflects, again, the scarcity of understanding and
appreciation of their national role in serving the needs of the neediest and least educated
racial/ethnic group in America.

in the same vein, many HSis, which by definition enroll the most significant numbers of
Hispanics who are overwheimingly needy and first-generation-college students, compete
with wealithier and more deveioped-institutions for grant programs under unfavorable and

- inequitable criteria. For instance, under current TRIO Program reguiations, institutions that
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already operate a program funded by TRIO are given 15 advantage (prior experienca)
points of a maximum 115 points awardable under grant competitions.  This provision:
clearty penalizes institutions attempting to compete for TRIO grants without the benefit of
prior experience and contributes to their systematic exclusion from programs that are-
sorely needed by their students and local communities.
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Deficient Funding

Currently, only 37 HSIs receive funding under Title Iil, section 3186, provisions of the HEA
out of 182 potentiaily efigible HSIs nationwide. Although $45 million is authorized by the
HEA, only $10.8 miilion was appropriated for FY 1997 and $12 million is proposed for FY
1988. Unless authorization and appropriation levels are significantly increased, HSIs will
remain severely underfunded and largely exciuded from HEA targeted funding.

IN SHORT

HACU and HSis faca a series of procedural challenges which include-the riéwness of the
HSI concapt, the youth and rapid growth of HACU, and the need to work in coordination
with other higher education national associations. These procedural issues combine with
substantive concerns, such as the allocation of HEA institutional funding without focused
regard for demographic growth, need, and underrepresentation: the existence of a rather
exclusionary HS! definition; the subordination of HS! funding to extraneous political
considerations; and the low leveis of funding authorized and appropriated in recent years.
These procedural and substantive issues underiay HACU's policy agenda and strategy.
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RECOMMENDATIONS

The Higher Education Act of 1965 (HEA) established the major federal programs to support
postsecondary education and to assist financially needy students. The current

_reauthorization of the HEA. therefore, has the ootential to strengthen the capacity of HSIs

to influence—to a great degree—the quality and type of postsecondary education that most
Hispanic Americans will receive. The importance of the HEA's reauthorization, therefore,
cannot be overstated. Studies confirm that Hisbanics continue to be underrepresented at
every level of higher education. Political initiatives (like Proposition 209 in California) and
judicial pronouncements (iike Hopwood v. Texas in the Fifth U.S. Judicial Circuit) aimost
guarantee a decline it the number of Hispanic Americans and other minorities attending
institutions. of higher education.

This conservative backlash, howaever. constitutes only one element of several related
developments that will detrimentally .affect the overall enrollment of Hispanics in higher
education. In addition to the prevailing anti-affirmative action sentiment, ail students--
including Hispanic Americans—must contend with a decade of college-tuition increases that
have outpaced inflation, changes in the federai-tax laws that have increased the costs of
financing a postsecondary education for ‘both students and schools, and a shift in
emphasis of federai-aid policy from grants to loans.

These developments have created an environment in which financing a college education
represents a formidable, if not impossible, task. Faced with spiraling tuition rates, federal
grants whose purchasing power has eroded, and the prospect of mounting debt burdens
upon graduation, students are enroliing in lower-cost institutions, dropping out of college:;
or forgoing college aitogether. And although these crises have touched-students of all
socioeconomic classes, they have affected low-income and minority students most
severely. But most directly, these problems have affected the Hispanic community.

That the present system of higher education dissuades minority access remains irrefutable.
And it is this indictment that evidences a need for changes to federai policies concerning
postsecondary education. For this reason. HACU has provided the following summary of
recommended changes to the HEA. Although not intended as a exhaustive inventory of
recommended changes, this document highlights most of the issues raised by HSI
representatives who attended either of the two HACU-sponsored conferences that focused
on the reauthorization of the HEA: (1) the Strengthening Hispanic-Serving Institutions
through the Reauthorization of the Higher Education Act symposium heid on April 8-9.
1997 in Dallas, Texas; and (2) the Capitoi Forum heid in Washington, D.C. on April 30 -
May 1, 1997.

HACU does believe that many of the programs created by the HEA are irnportant to the
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successful attainment of postsecondary degrees by Hispanic Amerimris. And while a
more exhaustive treatment wouid document all recommended changes to the HEA, space
and time limitations preciude a more detailed analysis of each HEA title.

In preparation of this document, certain standards have been applied. Whenever possible,
current HEA text will be quoted with newiy-gproposed text inserted in boldfaced italics.
Deietions will be indicated by boldfaced. stricken-out current text.

ACROSS THE HEA: GENERAL RECOMMENDATIONS

As a general recommendation, HACU encourages the Secretary of Education to
incorporate, where appropriate, the following provisions. under each HEA title where
institutional funding is at issue. More directly, HACU recognizes the importance of using
federal resources to assist colleges- and universities with service areas or student
enroliments that include:

. high concentrations of low-income and/or under-educated popuiations;
. rapid and significant demographic growth; and

. historically undemepresented populations—including Hispanic Americans and
other minorities—in higher education.

Once these factors have been considerad, federal funds can then be used to benefit the
neediest and largest number of people more directly. These provisions can be
incorporated into the “findings” or “purpose,” or both, which precede the substantive
sections of each title. '

l TITLE II~-ACADEMIC LIBRARIES AND INFORMATION SERVICES

One of the stated purposes of Title |l of the Higher Education Act of 1965 is “to assist
college and university libraries in acquiring technological equipment and in conducting
research in information technology.” In considering how this purpose might be achieved,
Congress included specific ianguage. in Section 201(a)(4), acknowliedging the vitai role of -
HBCUs and other minority-serving higher education institutions in training and educating
undermrepresented minorities in the library and information sciencas. In addition, Congress,
in Section 201(b)(4), authorized a $15 million per year appropriation so that HBCUs and
other minority-serving institutions could carry out this mission. -
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Admittedly, HS. ; fall within the technical definition of “other minority-serving institutions.”
However, the failure-of Title il specifically to identify HSIs in its purpose and authorization
language creates the continued possibility that library and information services at HSis wiil
be overiooked and remain underdeveloped. To provide Hispanics and other students
attending HSIs with the full range of research and information resources availabie at other
institutions. HACU recommends that HSIs be expiicitly designated as eligible institutions
for Title Il, Part D grants. This wouid require the following changes to pertinent Title !l
provisions: . .

A. Section 201(a)(4) (Purpose; Authorization) shouid be amended to include the
_phrase “Hispanic-Serving Institutions” as follows: o

(a) PURPOSE.—The Secretary shail carry out a program to assist—

4 historically black colieges and universities, ./ispanic-Serving
Institusions, and other minority-serving institutions wvith programs in
libeary and information sciences to train and educate A frican-Americans,
Hispanic Americans, and other underrep: d racial, national origin,
and ethnic minorities in such programs in accordance with part D.

B. Section 241(a) and the language in corresponding descriptions should be
amended to include HSIs specifically as eligible institutions. This would
require:

1. Revising the list of eligible institutions as follows:

(a) ELIGIBLE INSTITUTIONS.—~For the purposes of this section, the term
- “eligible institution” means—~
m an historicaily black college or university; o
(2) a Hispanic-Serving Institution; or
@GW3) an instttion of higner education which—
(A) serves a large number or high percentage of minority
students; and
(B) enrolls and graduates minority students in library and
information science programs. .

2. including a referenca to “Hispanic-Serving Institutions” in the following
identifiers:

a. PART D—STRENGTHENING LIBRARY AND INFORMATION
SCIENCE PROGRAMS AND LIBRARIES (N HISTORICALLY
BLACK COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES, HISPANICSERVING
INSTITUTIONS. AND OTHER MINORITY-SERVI" :
INSTITUTIONS.

b. SEC. 24l. STRENGTHENING LIBRARY AND INFORMATION
SCIENCE PROGRAMS AND LIBRARIES IN HISTORICALLY
BLACK COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES, HISPANICSSERVING
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INSTITUTTONS, AND OTHER MINORITY-SERVING
INSTITUTIONS.

. TITLE HI-INSTITUTIONAL AID

Congress created. Title iil for the explicit purpose of assisting higher education institutions
“in equalizing educational opportunity through a- program of Federa assistance.” In
particutar, Congress recognized that institutions of higher education serving high
percentages of minority students often faced severe fiscal problems ~thus hampering their
ability to provide access and quality education to low-income and minority students. Thus,
after the 1992 reauthorization of the HEA, Congress authorized 345 million to be
appropriated for fiscal year 1993 in an effort to strengthen HSis. Despite this authorization,
the actual appropriation has never even come ciose to this designated amount. In fiscal
year 1997, for instance, HSIs were funded at only $10.8 miltion.

Fundamental to providing greater opportunities to students attending HSIs would be official
recognition that the Title IIl program has not always met the specific development needs
of thesa institutions. Other recommendations inciude redesignating ail of the provisions
currently under Section 316 into a new Part C and establishing greater flexibility in the
definition of etigible HSIs. In sum, thesa recommendations inciude:

A. Expanding the scope of Congressionai recognition articulated in Section
301(A)(3) to include HSls:. :

SEC. 501. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES
(A) FINDINGS.~The Congress finds that—-

3) the titte (1! program prior 1o 1985 did not always meet the
specific devetopment needs of histerically Black colleges and
universities,  Hispanic-Serving Instituzions. and other
institutions with large concentrations of minority, low-income
students;

B. Amending Section 318 (Hispanic-Serving Institutions). In its present form,
this section places unreasonabie restrictions on HS| eligibility for Title |11
grants. The following changes should be incorporated:

1. Revise Section 318(b)(1}(B) by striking the “full-time equivaient"
requirement.

As writtent, Section 318(b)(1)(B) does not fully capture the actual
enrollment of Hispanic students at institutions of higher education. 8y
counting only “fuil-time equivalent” students, the provision limits the
institutions that might otherwise qualify for HSI status because it fails
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to consider the large numbers of Hispanics who are part-time
students. Sy repealing the “fuil-time equivalent” requirement, the HS!
definition would better reflect the actuai number of Hispanics enrotied
in higher education institutions.

2. Revise Section 316(b){(1)}(CXi) by striking. the requirement that 50
percant of Hispanic students at an HS! must be “first generation
college- students.” Additional language should be included in this
section which stipulates that the low-income requirement will appty
only to one-fourth of the Hispanic student population at those
institutions with a Hispanic.enroliment greater than 25 percent.

The - “first generation college student’ requirement in Section

316(b)(1)(C)(i) unduly restricts the ability of many colleges and

universities to qualify for HSI status. Current research indicates that

only 38.9 percent of ail Hispanic students currently enroiled at
institutions of higher education could meet the dual requirements of

low income and first generation stipulated in this provision. By

eliminating this requirement, more institutions would qualify for HSI
status because of the greater percentage of Hispanic students who

meet the threshoid for low income.

3. ‘Repeal Section 316(b)(1)(C)(ii) in its entirety.

As with the changes to Section 316 recommended above, Section
316(b)(1)(C)(ii) restricts the ability of higher education institutions to

- qualify for HSI status. As a point of information, even if Section
316(b)(1)(C)(ii) is repealed in its enT “:ty, HSI grants will continue to
be the most restrictive of the three types of Title Ill programs. The
remaining eligibility requirements (i.e., a Hispanic student enroliment
rate of 25 percent or more with 50 percent or more of this group
qualifying as low-income students) provide much assurance that
these grants will be directed to needy HSis.

The recommended changes to Section 316(b) are summarized below:

PART A-—~STRENGTHENING INSTITUTIONS

SEC. 316 HISPANIC-SERVING INSTITUTIONS.
(0] DEFINIMONS.~—For the purpose of this section—
n the term “Hispanic-serving institution” means an
institution of higher education which—
(A) is an eligible institution ynder section 3 12(b):
(8) ar the time of applicarion, has an enrollment
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of undergraduare :

students that is at least 25 percent Hispanic

students;
©) provides assurances thar--

[ 2 not less than SO percent of its
Hispanic students are low-income
individuals  wheo——are——=qree
geacration - -anet
Jfor instintions with Hispanic
enrollments grester than 25
percent. this requirement shall
apply only 10 onefourth of the
Hispanic student population.

¢ e—cither—lows:
individ & )
colicge-studentsy

C. Permitting HSis the option of using up to-20 percant of their grants for
establishing or increasing their institutional endowments. The foilowing
language is recommended for this purpose:

SEC. 316 HISPANIC-SERVING INSTTTUTIONS.
() Authorized Activities.—
(03] Exampies of Authorized Activities.~Such Programs
may include--

()] use of up to 20 percent of the grant award to
estapiish  or  increase  institutional
endowments provided that the HSI mach the
amount used for the endowment on a dotlar
Jor dotlar basis.

D. Expanding Section 316(d)(3) to include partnerships with community-based
organizations (CBOs)

SEC. 316 HISPANIC-SERVING INSTITUTIONS.
(@) APPLICATION PROCESS.~

3) Priority.~The Secretary shail give priority to
applications that contain satisfactory evidence that such
institution has entered into or will enter into a
collaborative arrangement with ar least one local
educanonal agency or community-based organization
to provide such agency with assistance (from funds
other than funds provided under this part) in reducing
Hispanic dropout rates, improving Hispanic rates ot
academic achi ent, sed | ing the rates at
which Hispanic high schoot graduates enroll in higher
cducation, and increasing the use of technology for
increasing the rares at which Hispanic high school
graduates enrotl in higher education.
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Repeaiing Section 380(a)(1)(B)(ii) in its entirety.

Section 360(a)(1)(B)(ii) prohibits funding for HSIs untii Part A (§§ 312 - 316)
grants are funded at $80 million or higher. in FY 1996 and FY 1997, the
Congressional Appropriations Committes funded HSIis even when Part A
funds have been less than $80 miilion. However, to do so, they have had to
add “notwithstanding fanguage” to the annuai funding biils. Because this
funding trigger has effectively become obsolete, it shouid.be repeaied.

In order to repeal this funding trigger, the following language should be
deleted:

SEC. 360. AUTHORIZATIONS OF APPROPRIATIONS.
(a) AUTHORIZATIONS.~

()] PART A.~{A) There are authorized to be appropriated to carry
out part A. $135.000.000 (other than section 316) for fiscal year
1993, and such sums as may be necessary for each of the 4
succeeding fiscal years,

(BXi) There are authorized to be appropriated to carry out section 316.
$45.000.000 for fiscal year 1993 and such sums as may be
necessary for each of the 4 succeeding fiscal years,

G)y——o—funds-ere ived-to-be-appropriated-p °
ciswse(BH-for-eny-fscai-vearrunicsrtheemountreppropriated-
pursusnt-to-paregreph-(HeA)-forsuch-flscai-year-cquaisor
enceede-580:000,000-

Moving all provisions currently found under Section 316 into a newly created
section to be titled “Part C—Strengthening Hispanic-Serving Institutions.”

Presently, Title il is divided into four separate components: (1) Part A~
Strengthening Institutions; (2) Part B8—Strengthening Historicaily Black
Colleges and Universities; (3) Part C-Endowment Chalienge Grants for
Institutions Eligible for Assistance Under Part A or Part B: and (4) Part D
General Provisions. Aside from the standards articulated in Section 316 of
Part A, no other provision in Title (Il exclusively concems HSls. And on this
basis, HSIs have not yet been accorded the same degree of recognition or
status as HBCUSs.

To recognize the increasing importance of HSIs in higher education, ail
provisions currently found under Section 316 shouid be moved into “Part C.”
Parts C and D under the present categorization can be redesignated
accordingly. This redesignation is more than cosmetic. HSIs are unique
because they enroll more than haif of all Hispanics in postsecondary
education. if for ng other reason than this, HS!s shouid be identified in law
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as a unique set of institutions and accorded a similar degree of recognition
presently reserved only for HBCUs.

After including HSIs in Part C, Title ill could be re-ordered in the following
way:

TITLE (I-INSTITUTIONAL AID

PART A—STRENGTHENING INSTITUTIONS

PART B—~STRENGTHENING HISTORICALLY BLACK COLLEGES
AND UNIVERSITIES

PART C~STRENGTHENING HISPANIC-SERVING INSTITUTIONS

PARTG D-ENDOWMENT CHALLENGE GRANTS FOR
INSTITUTIONS ELIGIBLE FOR ASSISTANCE UNDER PART
AORPARTB

PART B E--GENERAL PROVISIONS

G. Defining the phrase “part C institution.” Once Title ill has been expanded to

- include “Part C~Strengthening Hispanic-Serving Institutions,” future usages

of grants awarded under this section can then refsrence the term “part C
institution.”

Forinstance, Section 322(2) defines “part B institution” as follows:

SEC. 522. DEFINITIONS.
For the purpose of this pare:
()] The term “part B institution™ means any historically Black college or
university that was esublished prior to 1964, whose principal mission
was, and mmmndmofalukmmmmismdiwdby
a natiomaily recognized accrediting agency or associarion determined by
:.ﬁaSeﬂemywbeatelilbhmmoﬁtyummequnityofmning otfered
or is, according o such an agency or association. making reasonable
pmmmndmedinﬁon.exaeptmnmybmchcmnpusofa
southern instinstion of higher education that prior to September 30. 1986,
received a grant as an institution with special needs under section 321 of
this title and was formally recognized by the National Center for
Education Statistics as a Historicaily Black College or University but was
determined not to be a part B inscitution on or aiter October 17, 1986,
shail, from the date of enactment of this exception. be considered a part
B instimition.
In much the same way, the new Part C category (Strengthening Hispanic-
Serving Institutions) should aiso provide an appropriate definition of a “part
C institution.”

This definition should.include the following:
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SEC. 331. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES
SEC. 332. DEFINITIONS

For the purpose of this pars:

(2) The term “pare C institution” nm any Hispanic-Serving Institution
which has am i of undergr di that is at least 25
percent Hispanic studenss. and that is accredited by a natiopotly
recognized accrediting agency or associ d by the
Secretary (0 be a retiable authority as to the qnmllly of tmuung aj]mﬂ
or is, according 10-such an agency or  {
progress toward ucmdhm

H. Including a section for Hispanic professional and graduate opportunities in

“Part C-Strengthening Hispanic-Serving Institutions” modeled aiter Sect:: -
326 in Part B for HBCUs.

There is a real need to open the doors of graduate and professional schoois
for our nation’s Hispanic Americans. HSis enroll over one-half of ail Hispanic
undergraduate students in postsecondary education. HSIs with existing
graduate and professional programs have a proven record of enrolling
Hispanics. and comprise a solid base for enhancing (launching). federal
support for graduate and professional opportunities for Hispanics.

This would require creating a new grants-program authority under the
revised Part C of Title Ill to provide awards to HSIs with graduate and
professional programs for activities to expand or improve graduate and
professional opportunities for Hispanic Americans and other students
underrepresented.in graduate education. Specific language might include:

General Authorization.—

) Subject to the availabillty of funds appropriated to carry out this section,
the Secretary shail award program grants (o each of the postgraduate
institutions listed that is determined by the Secretary to be making a
Mmmihdonw the legal, medical, dental. veterinary, or other

ducation opportunities for Hlspanic Americans.

(2) An ameosnt of $20.000.000 will be appropriated to carry out this section

for any fiscal year:

.  TITLE IV—STUDENT ASSISTANCE

In an effort to make postsecondary education available to all eligible students,
Congress inciuded the provisions of Title IV in the HEA. In support of this rationale,
HACU believes that the provision of access to higher education should be a top
priority during the reauthorization process. HACU strongly: discourages any
abandonment from the notion of access. As indicated earlier, Hispanic Americans

O
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already are ssverely undesrepresented in postsecondary education. It is in the
nation’s best interest to expand, not decrease, access to higher education for its

future workforce.

11

In support of this proposition, HACU cffers the following recommendations:
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Increase the representation of Hispanic Americans in the programs
comprising TRIO (Federal Early Qutreach and Student Services Programs).
To this extent, HACU recommends three changes to the HEA which should
yield an increase in the number and percent of Hispanics participating in

TRIO.

1. Repeal the “prior experienca” consideration for TRIO programs found
in Section 402A(c)(1). Instead, the Secretary of Education should
give special consideration to proposed projects that serve students

“underrepresented in TRIO Programs.”

Subpart 2~Federal Earty Qutreach and Student Services Programs
CHAPTER |--FEDERAL TRIO PROGRAMS
 SEC. 402A. PROGRAM AUTHORITY: AUTHORIZATION
OF APPROPRIATIONS.
© PROCEDURES FOR AWARDING GRANTS AND CONTRACTS. -

O]

|

chapeer.

Underrepresented Individusis—in making
granss and contrects under this chapeer, the
Secretary shall consider projects that serve
individuats currently underrepresemved in
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highey educarion.

Generally, other statutory language in the HEA which
references the former “Prior Experience” orovision should be
amended to reflect this change in emphasis. Thus, Section
402A(c)(2) would provide:

Subpart 2--Federal Early Qutrezch and Student Services Programs
CHAPTER |--FEDERAL TRIO PROGRAMS
SEC. 402A. PROGRAM AUTHORITY: AUTHORIZATION
OF APPROPRIATIONS
(e Procadures for awarding Grants and Contracts.—
@4 Order of Awards: Program Fraud.—(A)
Except with respect to grants made under
section 402G, and as provided in
subparagraph (B), the Secretary shail award
grants and contracts under this chapter in the
order of the scores received by the application
for such grant or contract in the peer review
process required under section 1210 and.
adjusted for prior————cxperience
underrepresented individuals in accordance
with paragraph (1).

NOTE: This provision has been redesignated in anticipation of the
recommendations which follow.

include new language in Section 402A(c) that provides special weight
to the geographical distribution of TRIQ programs to ensure due
consideration of project applicatic- © from areas which have been
undersarved by TRIO programs. Se .3n 402A(c) could be amended
to include a provision that reads as follows:

CHAPTER |--FEDERAL TRIO PROGRAMS

SEC. 402A. PROGRAM AUTHORITY: AUTHORIZATION

OF APPROPRIATIONS

©). Procedures tor awarding Grants and Contracts.—-

2 Geographic Distribution.—in meking grants

and contracts unmder this chapter, the
S y shail end 0 achieve broad
und equitable geogrephical distribution
throughous the Natiow to ensure ample
oppornnity for consideretion of applications
Jrom areas which have been underserved by
TRIO programs.

Paragraphs and subparagraphs following this provision shouid be
redesignated appropriately.

1A HAUF YEOD Yam.
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3. Provide a priority in funding to projects implemented through the
Upward Bound provisions found in Section 402(C) which serve
individuals from population groups with a-high rate of high schooi
dropouts. Section 402A(c) couid be amended to inciude a provision
that reads as foliows:

CHAPTER [|-FEDERAL TRIO PROGRAMS
SEC., 402A. PROGRAM AUTHORITY: AUTHORIZATION OF
APPROPRIATIONS
) Procedures for awarding Geants and Contracts. -
3) Upward Bound.~in making grames and contracts
under this chapter, (he S y shall id
Upward Bound applicants who-provide assurances
that not less than one<chird of the youths i
in the project are individuais who are at high risk of
not completing high school High risk is defiped to
" mean those individuals from populations determined
to have higtr school dropous rares of 3§ percent or
higher: A national standard would be used to
determing high school dropout rates.

LOAN FORGIVENESS FOR BILINGUAL TEACHERS

B. In the provisions providing loan forgiveness opportunities for teachers, a new
section ought to be included which will expand the number of bilingual
teachers who teach in Title 1 schools or work for Community Based -
Organizations that serve minority language populations.

1. To this end, HACU first recommends that the Statement of Purpose-
be-expanded to reflect this objective:

SEC. 428]. LOAN FORGIVENESS FOR TEACHERS. INDIVIDUALS
PERFORMING NATIONAL COMMUNITY SERVICE AND
" NURSES.
(a) STATEMENT Of PURPOSE.-It is. the purpose of this
section 0 encourage individuals to—

m enter the teaching and nursing profession; snd-
Q) perform narional and community service; and
3) teach in Tile I schools or work for
Community Based Organizntions serving

minority language popalstions.

2 This objective must be implementad as a full program and not simply
as a demonstration program: :
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SEC. 428). LOAN FORGIVENESS FOR TEACHERS. INDIVIDUALS
PERFORMING NATIONAL COMMUNITY SERVICE AND

NURSES.
(b) DEMONTTRANFION PROGRAM.—
n {N GENERAL.--The Secretary. in consuitation

with the Secretary of Health and Human
Services, is authorized to carry out a
demenseration- program of assuming the
obligation to repay a loan made. insured or
guaranteed under this part (exciuding loans
made under section 428A, 428B. or 428C) for
any new borrower atter October 1. 1989.
who—~ .

The general eligibility qualifications for full-time teachers must also be
expanded to account for this modification:

SEC. 428J. LOAN FORGIVENESS FOR TEACHERS. WNDIVIDUALS
PERFORMING NATIONAL COMMUNITY SERVICE AND NURSES.
()] DEMONSTRATION PROGAM. -

Q)] IN GENERAL.~
(A) is employed as a full-time teacher—

(0] in a school which qualifies under
section 465(a)2XA) for loan
cancellation for Perkins loan
recipients who teach in such schools:
and

i} of mathematics, science, foreign
fanguages, -special  education.
bilingual :!ucacca. or any other
field of e ".-tise -here the S--re
educationas . :=ncy .:isrmines t
is a shortage of quasried teachers . ¢
a large comcentration of Limited
English Proficient students.

Bilingual education teachers working for community based
organizations that serve language minority popuiations shouid also be
eligible for the loan forgiveness program. This would require inclusion
of the following section: ‘

SEC. 428]. LOAN FORGIVENESS FOR TEACHERS. INDIVIDUALS PERFORMING
NATIONAL COMMUNITY SERVICE AND NURSES.
0) DEMONSTRATION PROGAM.~
(1) IN GENERAL.~
(D) is a bilingual teacher employed by a community based
organization (hat serves a lamguage minority
population(s).

cd
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5. On a final note, HACU recommends that this program be made
available to borrowers (new and old) of Stafford, Unsubsidized
Stafford, and Consolidated loans. At least $20 miilion should be
made available annually for this program.

STUDENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
Institutional Eligibility

Iy the area of financial aid, HACU recommends that the HEA exempt HSls
from the cohort default rate restriction under section 435(a)(2).

Sectionr 435(a)(2)(C) exempts HBCUs and Tribal Colleges from these
restrictive default measures. HACU's recommendations would simply afford
HSls, many of which sesve large numbers of low-income students, the same
opportunity to continue participating in the federal student aid programs. The -
HEA requires institutions to maintain low default rates in order to continue to
participate in student loans. Today, institutions with a cohort default rate of
25 percent or higher for three consecutive years are inetigibie to participate
in student loans (and in some cases grant aid programs). However, the HEA
exempts HBCUs and Tribal community coileges from the cohort default rates -

To this end, HACU recommends the following revision to Section
435(a)(2)(C):

SEC. 435. DEFINITIONS FOR STUDENT LOAN INSURANCE PROGRAM.
(Y] Eligible Institution.~
[e4] [neligibility Based on High Defauit Rates.
As used in this parc -
© Until Juiy 1. 1988, this paragraph shall not
apply to any instinution that is--
[0) a part B instigtion within the -
meaning of section 322(2) of ‘this -
Acty
(i) a pert C institution within the
menning of sectiomw J32(2)
[proposed section number| of this
Aer .
GiWil) a (ribaily controiled community
college within the meaning of
section  2(aX4) of the Tribally
Conwolled Community College
Assistance Act of 1978 or .
Gidfly) a Navajo Community College under

39
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-the Navsjo Community College Act.
As with HBCUs, HSis with high defauit rates would impiement a defauit
management plan in coordination with the Department of Education.

STUDENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
Campus-Based Programs

Federal Work Study, Supplemental Educational Opportunity Grants (SEOG).
and Perkins Loans comprise the camaus-~-based programs based specifically
an need. - While low-income Hispanics can and do receive.campus-based

.aid, their award amount is dependent on the total funding allotment provided

to their institution. The HEA includes a distribution formula, which
“grandfathers” many institutions’ aliotment at leveis set in-the mid-1980s.

‘Therefors, many institutions receive an allotment that is only a fraction of

their demand, while other schools have the same-level of funding they had
a decade ago. Campus-based aid should be distributed to institutions with
the highest need. .

HACU -recommends the repeal of the “grandfather’ .buffers for those
institutions that participated in.the campus-based student financial aid

. programs prior to 1985. This would require the repeal of the following:

1. Federal Work Study Funds:

SEC. 442. ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.

(a) ALLOCATION BASED ON PREVIOUS ALLOCATION.—
H—From—the—emount—sppropriated—pursunnt—to—section
44t {b)-fer-cachr-fiseni-yearrthe-Seerestary-shei-firse-ailocate

i
moust '"'II ® 'I i for-fisent +988,

2. Federal SEOG Funds

SEC. 413D. ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.

(a) ALLOCATION BASED ON PREVIOUS ALLOCATION.—~
H—From—the- sppropristed-pury 0
HIAD-foreneh-fisenbyesrrehe-S y-shaib-Rroeet

N . . . A K
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3. Federal Perkins Loans

SEC. 462. ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.

(@ Allocation Based on Previous A llocation.—
(l)megnmmetmmm“l(b)for
marmlyw.mwmuﬁrnulmmucheligibh
institution am amount equal to—

. ont " d—to—sueis

" i s

Sanad
L - pare-tor-tiseni-year

1985rmeuitiplied-by
(8) the instinution's defuit penaity, as determined
under subsection (f), '
except that if the institution has a defauit rate in excess of the
applicable maximum defauit rate under subsection (g) the
institution may not receive an ailocation under this paragraph,

HACU strongly cautions against any attempt to completely dismantie the
major components of the student financiai aid system. Student financial aid
programs are not perfact. However, with regard to providing needed dollars
to students to pay for college, the combination of student aid programs works
well. The growing imbalance of loans to grants is a serious concemn to ail of
us. However, that imbalanca is. more reflective of Congress’ inability to
appropriate adsquate-grant-based aid funding in the annual appropriations’
cycie than the system embodied in the act. The cambination of grants, work
assistance, and loans serve to provide accass to postsecondary education.

HACU member institutions cannot agree with a system in which student aid
is restricted to institutions with high graduation and placement rates. All
institutions strive to educate and prepare their students for the workforce.
However, institutions cannot sufficientty control all of the variables that
influenca graduation and job placement. These outcome-based factors
cannot be carried out fairly across types of institutions. For exampie,
students enrolled in remedial classes take more time to graduate than
traditional students. Many HSIs enroll large numbers of students in remedial
education: therefore, they wouid be adversely affected by these

increass access to higher education. HACU, therefore, urges you to reject

any proposais that would deny financial ait to students enrolled in non-credit
or remedial courses. .
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TITLE V-EDUCATOR RECRUITMENT, RETENTION, AND OEVELOPMENT

With a growing population of minority language students, the demand for bilingual
teachers and teachers of bilingual education in the elementary and secondary
schools has increased. For this reascn, the HEA shouid be modified to reflect this

" increased demand and to expand the number of bilingual teachers who teach in

schools or work for Community Based Organizations that serve minority language
popuiations. Recommendations to accomplish this end include:

A. - Amend the Findings and Purposes of Section 500 to_'inciude'the following
language:

1. Sec. 500. Findings and Purposes.
(a) Findings.—The Congress finds that—

(10) The nation's linguistic and cultural diversity is an asset that must
be cuitivared while promoting the integrasion of limited-English
proficient speakers [0 Our SOCIOCCONOMIC Mainstream through
appropriate and -etfective teacher waining and professional
development.

2. Sec. 500. Findings and Purposes. :
® Purpose.—it is the purpose of this title--
(12) 10 address the naton's shortage of quatified and certified
bilinguai-bicultursl educators. particularly in -aress with high
concentrations of limited-English-proticient populations.

8. Create a program to provide loan forgiveness for individuals, including
. vilingual teachers, who agree to teach in eiigible schools with a large
concentrations of limited-English-proficient students and who teach bilingual
education or participate in programs under Title VIl of the Elementary and
Secondary .Education Act of 1965. Bilingual teachers working for
- community-based organizations. serving language minority popuiations
should aiso .be eligible for the-loan forgiveness program. The enabling
language shoulid be included in.the loan forgivness provisions of Title IV (see

Title iV above). : .

TITLE VI-INTERNATIONAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS

Congress recognized that the economic security of this country depended, in large
part. upon the provision of educational apportunities for students in intemationai and
foreign language study programs. To this end, the general purposes enumerated
in Tile VI included assistance for international study and the deveiopment of

88
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knowiedge. In the development of Title V1 provisions, however, Congress often
failed to inciude the specific eligibility of Hispanic Americans for international
education programs. As a means to correct this oversight. the following language
should berincluded throughout the provisions of Title Vi, where applicable:

A. Section 621(a) should be amended to include Hispanic Americans in the
afforts to increase underepresanted minorities in intemational service.

Sec. 621. MINORITY FOREIGN SERVICE PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT
PROGRAM.

(a) Establishment.-The Secretary is authorized to award a grant, on a
competitive basis, (o an cligible recipient to enable such récipient to
establish an [nstinuoe for {nternational Pubtic Policy (hereatter in this part
reterred to as the “Institure™). The institute shall conduct a program to
significantly increase the numbers of African Americans, Hispanmic
Americans, and other underrepresented minorities in the international
service, including private international voiuntary organizations and the
foreign service of the United States. Such program shall inciude a
program for such students to study abroad in their junior year. fetlowships
for graduate smdy, internships, intensive academic programs such as
summer institutes, or intensive ianguage training.

8. The definition of an eligible recipient under Section 621(b)(1) should aiso be
broadened. To achieve this result. two amendments to this section ought to
be added including: "

1. A specific reference to “part C institutions” of Title Wl; and

2. ' The inclusion of “Hispanic Americans"” as a specific minority student
population to be served.

The recommended changes to Section 621(b)(1) are summarized as follows:

(b) Definition of Eligible Recipient.—
(n [n General.For the purpose of this part, the term “cligible recipient”
means a consortium consisting of 1 or more of the foilowing entities:

(A) An institurion eligible for assistance under part B of title (11 of
this Act.

(8) Anm institution eilgidle for assistance under part C of title {11 of
this Act.

B0 An institution of higher education, which serves substantial
numbers of African American. Hispanic American. or other
represented minority students.

¢6D) An instirution of higher educarion with programs in training
foreign service protessionals,

~Q
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VI. TITLE IX~GRADUATE PROGRAMS

Congress initiated several provisions in the- HEA to meet ‘its. goal of fostering and
supporting graduate and professionai education. In particular, Part D of Title IX (Graduate
Assistance in Areas of National Need), was intended “to sustain and enhance the capacity
for teaching and research in areas of nationai need.” One way to ensure that these
general purposes are met is to provide a priority in funding in Section 944(a) of Part D to
grant applicants for programs that enroll underrepresented students in graduate and
professional programs and which recruit such students from HSIs and HBCUs. This
recommendation is summarized as follows: .

PART D~GRADUATE ASSISTANCE IN AREAS OF NATIONAL NEED
SEC. 944. CRITERIA FOR APPLICATIONS.

(a) SELECTION OF APPLICATIONS.--The Secretary shall make grants to
academic departments and programs of institutions of higher education on
the basis of applications submired in accordance with subsection (b).
Applications shail be ranked on program quality by geographically
balanced review panels of national recognized schoiars. Priority will be
accorded to applicants that enroll undervepresented students in graduate
and professional programs and whick recruit such studenss fromr
Hispanic-Serving [nstitustons and Historically Black Colleges and
Universities. To the-extent possible (consistent with other provisions of
this section), the Secretary shail-make awards that are consistent with
recommendations of the review panels.

CONCLUSION

HACU wouid appreciate full consideration by Congress of each recommendation included
in this document. As stated in the introductory comments, this document does not provide
an exhaustive listing of recommended changes to the HEA. Instead, it highlights many of
the issues raised -by HS! representatives who attended any of the HACU-sponsored
activities relating to the HEA reauthorization. At least to this extent. this document provides
an-accurate-inventory of issues and concarns raised throughout this process.

Space limitations do not permit the inclusion of either the underlying rationale or the
research generated.in support of these recomendations. HACU, however, is fully prepared
to substantiate any of the recommendations includeded in this document upon request.
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