
[image: image1.png]CCCSFAAA. Our members are especially concerned with the restriction of eligibility for ACG to Pell
recipients. We strongly urge you to amend this requirement to include Pell-eligible students. Additional
comments of interest to us and not mentioned by NASFAA follow:

691.12(a) and (b)(1) and (2) - Application

Comment: We strongly encourage the Department to revise the 2007-2008 FAFSA to include the student’s
self-certification. The FAFSA is considered the common application for all federal aid, including the new grant
programs. However, the draft 2007-2008 FAFSA does not contain a data field for a student to self-certify that
helshe has completed a rigorous secondary school program of study. Aliowing the student to self-certify and
providing schools with an ISIR comment code would allow schools to identify potential recipients earlier.

We agree with NASFAA and CASFAA that the school's authority to request “any information that establishes
the student's rigorous secondary school program” should be confirmed. Since many community colleges
nationwide have open access admissions, many do ot require student high school transcripts except in cases
of conflicting information.

Most California community colleges have instituted an ACG Validation Form with which they will ask the high
school to validate ihe students’ completion of a ‘rigorous course of study.” The high schools are the experts on
the various approved criteria. Requiring colleges to evaluate high school transcripts would impose an undue
burden and create more possibility for error in those cases where the insfitution serves students from many
different states. CCCSFAAA would ask that the regulations encourage high school validation as an alternative
to high school transcript evaluation

691.2(d)(1) - Definitions - Eligible Program
The language in the Deficit Reduction Act defines an eligible ACG student as “enrolled or accepted for
enrollment in (A) the first academic year of a program of undergraduate education at a two-or four-year
degree-granting insfitution.” The regulations appear to have extended the provision that the institution be
degree-granting to a definition that an eligible program lead to a degree.

In this era of bio-, nanc-, computer technology, many of the certificates eamed at community colleges are
rigorous by definition. American society, especially the business sector, needs employees who are skilled in
the new technologies. We agree with the American Association of Community Colleges that “community
college students who meet the eligibility criteria for the ACG program need and deserve such support just as
much as students enrolled in associate degree programs.”

We do not understand the basis for this change in the statutory language or other Title IV provisions. Itis
unclear how the Department has the authority to limit ACG program eligibility in this fashion. We would
appreciate a clear explanation of the justification for this restriction

CCCSFAAA appreciates this opportunity to provide feedback on the Interim Final Regulations for the ACG and
National SMART Grant Programs. We also appreciate the care and concem shown by the Department to the
financial aid professionals working at making appropriated funds reach deserving students. Our comments,
and those of our financial aid colleagues responding from California, if adopted into the proposed regulations,
will ensure that financially needy students are not unnecessariy eliminated from this new resource developed
by the Department. We are aware that this is of concern to the Department also.

Sincerely,
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Karen A Micalizio
President, California Community College Student Financial Aid Administrator's Association





