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Coordinator:
Welcome and thank you for standing by. At this time, all participants are in a listen-only mode. After the presentation, we will conduct the question-and-answer session. To ask a question, please press star then 1.


This call is being recorded. If you have any objections, you may disconnect at this point. Now I will turn the meeting over to Mr. Michael Cagle. Sir, you may begin.

Michael Cagle:
Thank you very much, (Verna). And good afternoon, everyone, or good morning, depending upon where you are. We are welcoming you today to our Educational Quality through Innovative Partnerships, which we refer to as EQUIP, Experiment Webinar.

And my name is Michael Cagle. I’m going to be one of your trainers today. But also joining me today is David Musser and (Craig Munier). They’re also going to be presenting today and assisting with the questions and answers at the end of our session today.


Before we begin, I’d like to go over a few of the housekeeping items with you.


You should all have a copy of today’s PowerPoint presentation. And I actually forwarded that to each of you who registered in an e-mail this morning. But in the event that you didn’t get that e-mail or you didn’t get the actual presentation, you can also get a copy of the presentation right here in the classroom. 

And on the top right-hand part of your screen, to the left of the feedback button, you’ll see three pieces of paper. And if you click on those three pieces of paper, it’ll bring you the presentation and you can upload it right from the classroom.


But in the event that you can’t upload it, you can - should be able to follow along and we’ll let you know what slide we’re on.

I’d also like to ask that you hold off your questions today until the end of the presentation and not use the Q&A feature here in the classroom. Many of you who’ve used Microsoft Live Meeting in the past may be aware that you can actually ask questions in the classroom using the Q&A feature. But today we’re going to not be entertaining that feature at all. 

We’re not going to be answering questions that way. We would open the lines at the very end of the session today. And you’ll be able to ask your questions live and we’ll provide instructions to you on how to do that at the end.


So we want to thank you for your cooperation and understanding in this request today.


So again, we’re very excited to offer this session on the EQUIP. And I’m going to now turn it over to (Craig Munier) and we’re going to go onto Slide Number 2.

(Craig Munier):
Great. Thank you, Michael.

Michael Cagle:
Yes.

(Craig Munier):
Good day. First, during the Webinar today, we’re going to discuss the experiment itself, including brief explanations of the details included in the Federal Register Notice that we published on October 15th 2015, as well as an overview of the waivers that are part of this experiment. And then we will talk about the requirements for participating institutions and how institutions apply to participate in the experiment. 

Finally, we will describe some of the reporting requirements to the experiment to let you know some of the things that we anticipate that our participating schools will report to the department.


Implementing the experiments will require coordination amongst a number of offices on your campus. Although under this experiment, schools are exempt from certain parts of the regulations. You are required to adhere to all other Title IV requirements.


Institutions should view participating in an experimental sites initiative as a collaborative effort. That means you will need to work with many other offices at your institutions such as the Financial Aid Office, Business Office, Faculty, Registrar, Admissions, Communications and the President’s Office. That is not an exhaustive list. So you may want to talk about other offices, some that may be unique to your institution that you will work with.


Other groups you may partner with will be your accrediting agency, vendors, state agencies and other policy stakeholders. You can see the Administrative Capability Regulation on the screen. That’s the regulation that requires institutions, not just financial aid staff to craft policies that are compliant with federal laws and regulations.

These experiments are no exception. It is vitally important that you develop and carefully document your policies and procedures related to this experiment. You’ll also want to ensure that you are in compliance with both federal and institutional policies.

Remember, administering Federal Student Aid is an institutional responsibility. It is not just the responsibility of the financial aid staff. Remember that talking with the Financial Aid Office can assist with the application and approval process for this experiment. They are well-versed in federal aid regulations.

Thank you again for joining us. And now I’d like to turn it over to David Musser.
David Musser:
All right. Thank you so much, (Craig). Hi. My name is David Musser. And I’ll be walking you through some more detailed information about the experiment. So now we’re on Slide 4. And to start out, let’s review some of the Department’s - Department of Education’s objectives for this experiment.


As many of you know, the Department’s priorities are to encourage access, affordability and outcomes for postsecondary students. And we’re aware that there are many innovative programs that are being developed outside of the traditional higher education sector.


So our question was, how can we learn more about these non-traditional programs that may be able to provide postsecondary education and training with students really need? So on October 15th 2015, we published a Federal Register Notice describing the Educational Quality through Innovative Partnerships, or EQUIP Experiment, which is intended to help us learn more about these nontraditional providers of postsecondary education. 

Through this experiment, we hope to learn whether the regulatory flexibility in this experiment helps provide students, and particularly students from low-income background, with greater access to innovative and educational programs provided through partnerships between institutions and nontraditional providers of education and training.

We also hope to examine student outcomes in the programs that result from these partnerships in order to evaluate the effectiveness of participating nontraditional providers. 

And finally, we also hope to learn more about how quality assurance could work for these nontraditional providers. And in doing so, identify ways to protect students and taxpayers from risks in an innovative and emerging area of postsecondary education.

So now let’s take a high-level look at what we’re proposing in the EQUIP Experiment.

To participate in EQUIP, at least three parties need to come together, represented on this slide in orange, green and purple. The colors may be a little loud for you. But you can see the orange says, “Title IV Postsecondary Education Institution.” The green says, “Providers Number 1 through Number 5.” And the purple says, “Quality Assurance Entity.”

So in this arrangement, the postsecondary institution is the entity that applies to participate in the experiment. And it’s also responsible for ensuring that its arrangement meets all applicable Title IV requirements.


The postsecondary institution must work with at least one nontraditional provider. And as I said before, you can see that in green on this slide. One or more nontraditional providers would provide between 50% and 100% of the content and instruction of the educational program. But the institution would oversee this content and, such, the program of study leads to a degree or certificate granted by the postsecondary institutions.


And also note that when we say nontraditional provider and everywhere in this presentation, we mean an entity or an organization that’s not currently Title IV eligible.

Once you have a partnership between a nontraditional provider or - and a postsecondary institution, the program of study offered by the two - those two entities would need to be reviewed, assessed and monitored by a quality assurance entity. And on this slide, you can see they’re in purple there in the bottom. More details about the roles of quality of assurance entity will be discussed later in this presentation.

All right. Together, these three parties all - the postsecondary institution, the nontraditional provider and the quality assurance entity form a partnership that’s eligible for the EQUIP experiment. And with that, we’ll go onto Slide Number 6. So let’s now turn to some of the specific waivers provided in this experiment.

So under the current rules, an ineligible entity is limited in the amount of a program that can be offered and ineligible institution is limited in the amount of a program that can be offered by a non-traditional provider. Current regulations specify that the nontraditional provider may not provide 50% or more of the content and instruction of a Title IV eligible educational program. Agreements of this nature are usually referred to as “contractual agreement.”

Under the experiment, participating institutions can enter in a contractual agreement with nontraditional providers, allowing those providers to provide 50% or more of the content and instruction of the eligible program. It’s important to note that in order to be eligible to participate, the nontraditional provider cannot provide less than 50% of the content and instruction. That’s one of the requirements for the EQUIP experiment. And I’ll mention that again in just a moment.

I’ll go onto Slide Number 7.


A second waiver provided under EQUIP is a reduction in the minimum length of a Title IV eligible program. As you can see here on the slide, outside the experiment, a Title IV eligible educational program must generally at least 15 weeks of instructional time and duration and must include at least 600 clock hours, 15 semester hours or 24 quarter hours. And there are some limited number of - there are a limited number of exceptions to those requirements for certain kinds of Title IV programs.


However, under EQUIP, an approved program must be at least eight weeks of instructional time and duration and must include at least 450 clock hours, 12 semester hours or 18 quarter hours. And that’s a little shorter than the normal required minimum lengths.

Go onto Slide Number 8.


And the last waiver provided under EQUIP has to do with satisfactory academic progress. So under the current rules, an institution must check a student’s satisfactory academic progress once annually, but could check more often. 

Furthermore, the quantitative evaluation determines whether a student is on pace to complete the program within 150% of normal time. And that is calculated under the normal rules by dividing credits completed over credits attempted.


Under the experiment, an institution must check a student’s satisfactory academic progress in an approved program at least once in each Title IV academic year, but could check more often. And the quantitative evaluation is whether a student is on pace to complete the program within 150% of the normal time for the program given the credit that the student has completed over a given calendar period. So that’s a little different from credits completed over credits attempted under the normal rules.

We’ll move onto the next slide.


So now I’m going to go through quickly the specific regulatory and statutory waivers provided by this experiment -- 34 CFR 668.8(a), which requires that an eligible program be provided by the participating institution; and 34 CFR 668.5(c)(3), which restricts the amount of an eligible program that may be provided by an ineligible institution or organization, which as I mentioned before, we refer to here as a nontraditional provider.

And we’ll go onto Slide Number 10,


We’re also waiving in this experiment Section 481(b)(1)(A) of the Higher Education Act and 34 CFR 668.8(d)(1)(i) and (ii). Those set the minimum time frames for Title IV eligible programs and (establishes) the time frames broadly for those eligible programs.

We’re also waiving Higher Education Act Section 484(c) and 34 CFR 668.34(a)(3)(ii), (a)(5)(ii) and (b). And those are the requirements for satisfactory academic progress evaluations that I just mentioned. Go onto the next slide on Slide Number 11.


So we discussed the specific waivers provided under EQUIP on the prior two slides. But it’s really important to note that institutions in this experiment are not required to use all the waivers that we grant you under EQUIP. The only waivers that you’re required to use are 34 CFR 668.8(a) and 34 CFR 668.5(c)(3), which permitted institutions to provide a program or 50% of them or more of the program is offered by an ineligible organization. And remember, as I mentioned before, when we say nontraditional provider, we mean the Title IV ineligible organization.

Only programs where 50% or more of the content and instruction or provided by nontraditional provider are eligible for this experiment. Therefore, a participating institution must use the two waivers in the top row here on the slide which allow the ineligible entity to provide a larger percentage of the content and instruction than is usually permitted under the regulation.

The other two waivers, the waiver of minimum program length and the waiver of satisfactory academic progress requirements are optional. An institution can choose to use those waivers or not, depending on its administrative needs and the needs of its students.

With that we’ll go onto Slide Number 12.


So now let’s talk a little bit about the requirements for participation in the EQUIP experiment.


EQUIP provides a great deal of new flexibility for postsecondary institutions -- all of those things we just described. But there are also a number of requirements for institutions that are participating in EQUIP. So while the institution waives the current minimum program lengths requirements as we mentioned before, it does replace those requirements with some new smaller minimums. 

A program must be eight weeks of instruction and 12 semester hours or trimester hours, 18 quarter hours or 450 clock hours. A program under the EQUIP can be no shorter than those minimum required times.


The normal proration requirements for each Title IV aid program also apply. So if a program is shorter than an institution’s definition of an academic year, a student’s Pell Grant and Direct loans will be prorated according to the normal rules for those programs. Similarly, a Direct loan that has originated for a student with less than an academic year’s worth of credits remaining in his or her program will also be prorated. 

And very importantly, the definition of credit hour in 34 CFR 600.2 applies to any credit hour programs offered under the experiment. This definition requires a certain amount of work or academic activity to be associated with each credit hour used for Title IV purposes. And institutions are required to make that determination prior to initiating the program.

We’ll go onto Slide Number 13.

So now let’s discuss a little bit about program design under EQUIP.


Under EQUIP, participating institutions must create one or more coherent programs of study by overseeing educational content from one or more nontraditional providers of postsecondary education that are not currently participating in the Title IV HEA programs. 

At least 50% and up to 100% of the program’s content and instruction must be provided by one or more nontraditional providers through a contractual agreement with the participating institution.


An institution’s design of its programs in partnership with a nontraditional provider and a quality assurance entity will form the basis for the Department’s eventual selection of participants. The level of detail in the institution’s applications, as well as how well the application fulfilled the Department’s selection criteria, which we’ll discuss in just a moment, will help determine whether the Department can approve the aid’s institution and its programs for participation. 

Also even if an institution is selected for participation in the experiment generally, the Department must still approve each individual program that the institution submits based on the quality of its program design and the relationship it has with its quality assurance entity.

We’ll explain a bit more about this when we discuss the application process in a few minutes.


It’s important to note that we do not expect an institution to have fully designed its programs under EQUIP by the time it submits the letter of interest. There will be a second phase to the experiment that begins in several months. And only then will an institution be required to provide all the details about its proposed program and partnerships.

So just to note, we do need some information in your letter of interest, which we’ll explain in just a moment. We don’t expect you to have everything in place before that - the deadline for submitting that letter, which we’ll get to in a just a sec.

We’ll go onto the Slide Number 14 here.


Another requirement under this experiment is that even though the institution enters into a contractual agreement with a nontraditional provider to provide content and instruction for the program, the institution itself must be the one that awards the certificate, degree or other recognized credential to students who successfully complete the program. The certificate, degree or credential must have externally validated value in the workforce for academic transfer or both.


The program must also meet all applicable statutory and regulatory requirements, including that the program prepares students for gainful employment in a recognized occupation unless it’s offered by a public or private non-profit institution and either leads to a degree or that is two years in length and acceptable for full credit towards a degree at the institution. There are a number of other very limited exemptions from the gainful employment requirements. But just note, gainful employment provisions in this experiment do apply.


Go onto Slide Number 15.


Another requirement of this experiment is that the certificate, degree or credential resulting from the program represents the appropriate number of hours. But the program could be longer. 

For example, degree programs would also qualify under EQUIP. An institution’s contractual agreement with a nontraditional provider must stipulate that the nontraditional provider agrees to provide all the information to the postsecondary institution that’s necessary for the institution to carry out its duties related to the administration of Title IV aid. 

And so that’s important because you, the institution, will ultimately be the fiduciary for Title IV aid under EQUIP. And you need to have all the information necessary in order to fulfill all of our requirements -- for example, return of Title IV and other requirements for your EQUIP programs. So you need to ensure that your contract requires that of your nontraditional providers.

Contractual agreements under this experiment must also be reviewed and - by the participating institution’s accrediting agency and approved by the accreditor. We’ll move onto the next slide on Slide Number 17.


So - and this is very important. Participating institutions must also identify what we call a Quality Assurance Entity, QAE for short, with the capacity to review, monitor and report on their proposed program and ensure the quality of the providers and their program components. In the Federal Register Notice, we outlined this under the Quality Assurance Questions and QAE Role. We - I highly recommend that you review the Federal Register Notice for this experiment and review those questions as they will inform a great deal of the Department’s thinking on our selection for quality assurance entities.


A quality assurance entity must be an independent organization that’s free from conflicts of interest with the institution and the nontraditional providers with respect to funding, ownership and a control on management.

We’ll go onto Slide Number 17.


So we also have a number of requirements for accrediting agency review of the program. Remember that we indicated that the partnership between the postsecondary institution and the nontraditional provider must be reviewed and approved by the accrediting agency. But there’s a couple of other things that we want to make clear about collaboration with accrediting agencies.


The institution should submit the program created in collaboration with one or more traditional providers to the applicant institution’s accrediting agency for consideration for inclusion in that institution’s existing accreditation.

The program must fall within the accrediting agency’s scope of recognition by the Department. And the eligible institution must obtain a determination from the accrediting agency that the institution’s arrangement meets the standards and procedures that the agency considers appropriate. However, the Department is not requiring that the accrediting agency provides specific program approval.


So I want to be very clear about this. While we need an accrediting agency to approve the arrangements between the institution and the nontraditional provider, the accrediting agency is not required to specifically approve each program that’s offered under EQUIP. So that’s an important distinction that you can keep in mind. We’ll move onto Slide Number 18 now.


There’re also a number of disclosure requirements that institutions must provide to students in addition to the normal disclosure requirements that institution is always expected to fulfill.


A participating institution must clearly disclosure to prospective students information about the experimental nature of the programs, the possibility of termination of the programs and how a teach-out to provide the remainder of the program will be conducted should a program or the relationship with a nontraditional providers be terminated. All right. We’ll go onto the next slide.

So - and this is very important. As we just mentioned, there are certain requirements for an institution in a QAE to take action if it’s determined that a program offered under EQUIP is low quality.


The institution must take immediate action to improve, suspend or terminate programs or nontraditional providers that the Department, the Quality Assurance Entity, the accrediting agency, or the institution itself determines are not meeting the quality standards established by the Quality Assurance Entity.


In the event that a program is suspended or terminated, a teach-out plan, generally defined under 34 CFR 600.2, must be developed to provide the remainder of the program by the institution, or for the provision of the remainder of program to be provided by another Title IV eligible institution at no additional cost to students.


All right. And we’ll go onto Slide Number 20. So we now turn to an important choice that institutions will have to make regarding programs that they offer under EQUIP.


In its letter of interest, an institution must indicate to the Department which of two Title IV student aid program options the institution will choose. And the Department is making these two options available for each program that the institution offers under EQUIP. So the first option is allowing students to be eligible for Pell Grants only. 

And the second option is allowing students to be eligible for Pell Grants, undergraduate Direct Subsidized Loans and Direct Unsubsidized Loans, and the Campus-Based Programs. And that’s the FSEOG, Federal Work-Study and the Perkins Loan Programs. Direct PLUS Loans for parents and graduate students and Direct Unsubsidized Loans for graduate students are not included in this experiment nor isTEACH Grant.


An institution can only participate in the experiment and disburse Title IV aid to otherwise eligible students under the Title IV program option chosen by the institution and approved by the Department. So this is an important choice to make and you should consider this carefully before you submit your application. And we’ll turn to the next slide, Slide Number 21.

For those programs in which students will have access to federal student loans in addition to Pell Grants, participating institutions must submit detailed plans describing how students and taxpayers will be protected in cases where programs are suspended, terminated, or otherwise limited in their participation in the experiment by the Department, the Quality Assurance Entity, the accrediting agency or the institution for any reason, including poor student outcomes and low quality.


Institutions will be required to describe in detail what types of actions they’ll take, such as repaying loans or making refunds to students. And that’s in addition to what’s normally required of them under the existing title IV HEA program regulations. Institutions will also be asked to describe the conditions under which they will take these actions.


So as we’ll discuss in a moment, the Department will consider the strength of these protections when it determines which institutions to select for the EQUIP experiment.

We’ll go onto Slide Number 22. This is an important set of information about quality - the quality assurance questions and the role of the Quality Assurance Entity.


As part of this experiment, the Department is interested in understanding how a Quality Assurance Entity will determine the quality of a program of study through a largely outcome-based set of questions, rigorous and timely monitoring and accountability processes.

So while the Department continues to refine this set of quality assurance questions, participating institutions should ensure that a Quality Assurance Entity in this experiment has established a thorough quality assurance process that defines and monitors outcome-based standards for the numbered questions outlined in the Federal Register Notice. 

And as I mentioned before, it’s very important that - for you as an institutions to review that notice because the - we have listed a number of questions that we’re interested in about Quality Assurance Entities. And those questions will inform a great deal of how we review an institution’s arrangement with the Quality Assurance Entity.


Right now, the draft questions are included in the Federal Register Notice. The final set of questions will be provided to applicants who are invited to submit a full application in Phase 2 of the process. We will discuss each phase of the application in the next few slides. We’ll go onto Slide Number 23.

So the application and selection process is pretty thorough in this experiment. From the - first, from the institution that submits letter of interest and full applications, you should know that Federal Student Aid will select a very limited number to participate in the experiment. Applications will be evaluated on five criteria. And you can see those here.

The extent to which the proposed activities are innovative and produce high-quality of programs likely to lead to positive student learning and employment outcomes. And for programs focused on the student learning outcomes, the Department will give preference to programs that either lead to a degree or demonstrate evidence of transferability of academic credit.

We’ll be looking at the extent to which programs will provide equitable access to innovative postsecondary educational programs, particularly for students from low-income backgrounds. We’ll be looking at the extent to which the proposed quality assurance processes have the potential to address the types of quality assurance questions that we’ve outlined in the Federal Register Notice. 

We’ll certainly be looking at the extent to which the programs are affordable. And we’ll also be looking for the extent to which programs in which - for programs where students will have access to federal student loans, we’ll be looking at the strength of the proposed student and taxpayer protections that we described a moment ago on Slide 21.

So just a quick note here to emphasize that, if you choose to offer more than the Pell Grant program to your students under EQUIP, you will need to describe your set of proposed student and taxpayer protections that you wish the Department to evaluate. Again, that’s important because it informs an important part of our selection process.


And we’ll move onto Slide Number 24. Now let’s talk a little bit about the application process itself. So to apply, an institution should send a letter of interest to the experimental site’s e-mail address, the experimentalsites@ed.gov.

For format and other required information about this e-mail, please see the Instructions for Submitting Letters of Application under Supplementary Information section of the Federal Register Notice.


Letters of interest should take the form of a PDF attachment to that e-mail. The subject line of the e-mail should read, “ESI 2015: Educational Quality through Innovative Partnerships (EQUIP).” The text of the e-mail should include the name and address of the institution.

The content of the letter of interest should include a brief description of the educational program or programs that the institution is considering for inclusion in this experiment. 

For each of those programs, we’re interested in information such as the name of the provider with whom the institution intends to partner, an estimate of the number of Title IV eligible students who will be enrolled in the program, and the name of the Quality Assurance Entity to be engaged if the institution knows that at this point.


The letter should also indicate which of the two Title IV student aid programs - the program options the institution will choose. And as I mentioned before, those are all - Pell Grants only or Pell Grants, undergraduate Direct Subsidized Loans and Direct Unsubsidized Loans, and the Campus-Based Programs. We’ll go onto the next slide. This is Slide Number 25.


And this slide is a checklist of the information that I just mentioned that must be included with your letter of interest to be considered for Phase 1 of the EQUIP experiment. Remember to send the PDF attachment to e-mail message. 

The text of the e-mail should include the name and address of your institution. It must be on institutional letterhead and signed by two officials, the financial aid administrator and an academic official. It must include the OPE ID, name, mailing address, e-mail address, fax number and telephone number of a contact person at the institution. 

You must have a brief description of the educational program you intend to offer, the name of the nontraditional providers with whom you intend to partner, an estimate of the number of Title IV eligible students to be enrolled in the program, and the name of the Quality Assurance Entity to be engaged if you know that at this point.


And finally, you must indicate the option that you’ll choose -- Pell Grants only or undergraduate Direct Subsidized Loans and Unsubsidized Loans and the Campus-Based Programs as well as Pell Grant.


We’ll move onto Slide Number 26. So now that we’ve talked about what’s necessary to submit your initial letter of interest, let’s talk a lot about the application process after that point.

There are three distinct phases to the application process for the EQUIP experiment. In Phase 1, the institution will submit a letter of interest as we just discussed on the prior slides. 

If all of the institutional qualifications for participation are met and the Department determines that this initial letter is of sufficient quality and alignment with the goals of the experiment, the Department will determine that the institution is eligible to proceed to the next phase. And the institution will receive an invitation to submit a full application for Phase 2.


The Department will only accept one letter of interest per institution. So that’s an important question that we’ve been asked a lot recently. And by institution, we mean the entity that’s defined by its six-digit OPE ID. So many institutions have multiple locations and multiple campuses. 

But for the purposes of the EQUIP experiment, we’re only going to accept a letter of interest from each full institution. And that’s defined by a six-digit OPE ID. Once the institution receives an invitation to move onto the next phase, we will begin the Phase 2 of the process. And then I’ll move onto Slide Number 27.

Phase 2 of the application process will require invited schools to submit a full application, including materials addressing questions in areas such as program design, student population and intended outcomes; provider and Quality Assurance Entity selection and roles; process for defining, implementing, monitoring and taking appropriate actions based on rigorous quality assurance standards; and student supports and protections.


Institutions will also need to demonstrate the commitment of the nontraditional providers to offer content and instruction once required approvals are secured, and demonstrate their accrediting agency’s agreement to include - to consider including the proposed program in the institution’s accreditation.


So we’ve also received questions about whether an institution may offer multiple programs under the EQUIP experiment. The answer to that is yes. But one very important thing to keep in mind is that each program that an institution offers under EQUIP must be associated with a single Quality Assurance Entity that has the ultimate responsibility for reviewing the program’s quality. Let’s move onto Slide Number 28.


All right. So Phase 2, also an Institution must demonstrate, as I mentioned before the commitment of the nontraditional provider to offer content and instruction. And we reemphasize this here because we think it’s very important. 

We - you would need to reach out to your accrediting agency and ensure that they are willing to provide agreement to consider including your program in the institution’s accreditation.


So the Department’s proposed questions for Phase 2 of the application are available at regulations.gov at the Web site that you see here on this slide. The application’s questions are currently published for public comment. And we encourage you to review the questions as you consider how you will design your program.


So if you’d like to review these, go to the Web site here. And when you get to the regulations.gov Web page, just click the Word or PDF attachments under Application and QA Questions. Note that these questions are still in draft form. So they may continue to change as we receive public feedback. But they can give you an indication of what the Department is interested in regarding these questions.

We’ll move onto Slide Number 29.

So more information about Phase 2. Full applications will be reviewed based on the criteria we just described. The Department will then select institutions to be invited to participate and provide those institutions with an amendment to their program participation agreements that must be signed by the institution’s authorized official and returned to the Department. 

Once the institution signs the amended PPA and returns it to Federal Student Aid, Federal Student Aid will send the institution a countersigned amendment and a welcome letter. The school should retain copies of both of those documents for its records.


The PPA amendment is not the final step in the application, however. The PPA amendment applies to the whole institution. But before an institution provides Title IV aid to students in any EQUIP programs, it must have each program approved by the Department in Phase 3, which I’ll discuss on the next slide.


All right. And Phase 3, the institution must submit its programs to the Department for review and final approval through the E-App system, along with the documentation that the program has been reviewed and approved by the Quality Assurance Entity, is included in the institution’s accreditation and state authorization, and meets all other Title IV-HEA eligibility requirements. Proposed programs will not be eligible to access Title IV aid until the Department’s final review and approval of each program under Phase 3 is complete.


We’ll move onto Slide Number 31. And at this point, let’s turn to some of the reporting requirements that will be - that may be applicable under this experiment.


In order to minimize the burden of reporting, FSA is attempting to integrate as much of the information that’s already collected in the processing of Federal Student Aid. In general, schools will not be asked to report information they or the students have already supplied. 

In order for this to work, schools will generally need to supply student identifying information, so Social Security Number, last name and first character of the first name, in order to allow Federal Student Aid to access data report in other systems.

So experiment reporting will focus on experiment’s specific information. But we hope to have as much information as possible that would be required to report anyway in the Common Origination and Disbursement Systems, for example, and the National Student Loan Data System.

So for - also for example, we’ll look at information on programs that you make eligible for Title IV, types and amounts of grant and loan assistance received by students affected by the experiment, which we’ll have through the COD system, academic outcomes for the students affected by the experiment including completions and withdrawals as provided in NSLDS system. In addition, program - participating institutions will be required to submit a narrative description and evaluation of their implementation of the experiment. 

At a minimum that narrative should include any unforeseen challenges and unexpected benefits. So there will be some other information that we request for the EQUIP experiment. But we will have to explain that at a later time.


I will move on to the next slide. Slide Number 32. One other note, institutions participating in the EQUIP experiment will be required to submit data annually to a port FSA evaluation of the experiment. FSA will ask for two types of information. First, participating schools will be asked to complete a survey that will gather information about how your school implemented the applicable waivers and about the program or programs involved in the EQUIP experiment.


Second, participating schools will be required to identify the individuals affected by the experiment and report outcome information for those students including which program the student participated in and the outcomes of that participation. So that's very important. As I mentioned before, we do plan to minimize the burden of the second type of reporting by leveraging the analysis tool. But it likely we'll ask for a number of other pieces of information about individual under the EQUIP experiment and provide more specific evaluation and reporting requirements in the coming months.


With that I will turn it back over to Michael Cagle to discuss the Experimental Site Initiative Website which includes a great deal of helpful information regarding the experiment. Michael?

Michael Cagle:
Thank you, David. And we are now on Slide Number 33. And we're going to talk a little bit about that Experimental Sites Initiative Website because it is a helpful website that will provide you with helpful information as you go along the process and even after in the event that you decide to participate or are approved. 

So it's a very useful resource and you should really become familiar with that particular website. Because it will help you, assist you with implementing your experiment and the website address is located right there on top of the screen -- experimentalsites.ed.gov. I would recommend that once you click on this website when you get back to your desk or after the session is over that you save it as a favorite it to your desktop because that way you can access it later on.


One of the documents that you should really become familiar with as you get started with the implementation of the experiment is the action plan. And it's going to be located on the home page of the website under the implementation and experiment tab and it's the link called action plan. 

There isn't one out there yet but as the experiment gets developed the action plans will be posted there. And like I mentioned each experiment does have an action plan and the action plans are basically designed to assist you the school with identifying the action items that you need in order to properly implement the experiment on your campus.


Also the tab entitled experiments is where eventually you'll be able to find a listing of all the schools participating in this particular experiment. Now the department does offer some other experiments. When you click on that tab, you'll see the all experiments by title. 

And when you click on that, you'll be able to see all the institutions that also participating in those particular experiments. There's also a tab -- and as David mentioned it's really important in this particular experiment that you understand the Fed Register Notice associated with this particular EQUIP experiment. 

Because there's important information about the QAE that you're really going to need to adhere to when applying. We actually have a link to that particular Fed Register Notice. There is a tab that's called how to apply and I'll show you that in a couple of seconds.


What I want to do quickly is show you where the website is and you're going to bookmark it experimentalsites.ed.gov but I'm going to go out quickly live and take a quick moment and show you how easy it is to access. And as you can see on the website here, we have the Federal Student Aid Experimental Sites. 

And you can see on the top it's experimentalsites.ed.gov. And there are several different tabs here that can help implement the experiment. You can go into the implement an experiment tab. You can click on action plans. And when you get that, you'll get all the action plans that are available. Like I mentioned the action plan for the EQUIP experiment isn't quite ready yet. But that will be posted here as soon as we get that completed.


You can also click on the various different types of the Fed Register Notices. And you can see here that we have several different Fed Register Notices. But the one that's applicable to this experiment was that was dated October 15th. And you can see that is the second one here. 

And once you click on that, it will bring you right to the Fed Register Notice. And I highly recommend that you utilize this as you're going through the application process. Because that's going to help you make sure that your application is complete. And then there's all kinds of great information about the experiments. 

You can get a list of the participants. We do have all the experiments posted here. The ones that are in the November 3rd and October 15th. And remember the October 15th Fed Register is the EQUIP Fed Register Notice. And for this particular experiment, that is the one that you want to be familiar with. And I can't emphasize that enough because there's some great information, important information about the QAE process in that particular letter.


So that is really how you access the Federal Student Aid Experimental Sites Website. And again it's there for you to help you implement the experiment. And we'll hope that you'll bookmark it and take a look at it. It also provides you with various types of information that will help you along the way. So keep that in mind.


All right. I'm going to go quickly back out to the Power Point presentation. And it depends on how fast my computer decides to work here. And I'm going to go back out to the slide and we are now to a point in the presentation where we are going to go on to the next slide which is Slide Number 34. And that has my contact information. You can reach me at that e-mail address or the phone number on your screen. 

Or you can also e-mail the experimentalsites@ed.gov mailbox and we'd be happy to entertain questions there. Having your questions in writing is very helpful to us so that we can make sure we respond accordingly.


And then with that in mind, I'm going to initiate the questions and answer and I'm going to turn it over to the operator. But before we turn it over to the operator to provide you with instructions, once the operator provides you with those instructions and you actually get on the line, we're asking that you would be so kind as to give us your name and the name of the organization that you represent so that we can have that in mind as we're going through the questions. 

That would be very helpful to us. All right. So with that in mind, I'm going to turn it over to the operator and she's going to provide instructions on how to ask questions. So, (Rena)?

Coordinator:
Thank you, (Mr. Cagle). We will now begin the question and answer session. If you would like to ask a question, please press Star and then 1. Please speak into your phone and record your name clearly when prompted. Your name is required to introduce a question. 

To withdrawal your request, press five and two. One moment, please, for your first question. We have one question in queue. I'll just get the name, sir. It's (Yolanda Diego).

(Yolanda Diego):
Yes. Thank you. My question is how many letters of intent has the Department of Education received so far and how many participates does it expect to admit into the EQUIP program?

David Musser:
Hi, (Yolanda). Would you mind identifying the organization you represent as well?

(Yolanda Diego):
Yes, I'm an attorney and I'm with the Diego Legal Group.

David Musser:
I will actually refer the first question to my colleague Michael. How many letters of interest have we received so far?

Michael Cagle:
We have received I believe just one letter of interest so far.

David Musser:
Okay. And could you repeat that second question, ma'am?

(Yolanda Diego):
And the second one is that I know there's only a limited number of institutions that will be able to participate in the program. I think you mentioned that it would be highly limited. But I was wondering about how many does the department expect to allow to participate in this program?

David Musser:
At this time, we only expect to approve a maximum of nine. It may be different from that by the time we finish our applications but that is our expectations today.

Coordinator:
Once again to ask a question, press Star then 1. You will be prompted to record your name. To withdraw your request, press Star then two. At this time, there are no further questions. I will now like to hand the call back to (Mr. Cagle).

Michael Cagle:
Thank you. And, David, I want to correct myself on the EQUIP, the number of EQUIP the number of applications that we received. I'm looking at the website now and we actually have not received any. The one that we received was not complete. They didn't submit the actual application. They asked a question. So we have zero applications for EQUIP at this point.

David Musser:
Okay. Thanks, Michael.

Michael Cagle:
Yes.

David Musser:
And we will leave the line open for a few more minutes because we would certainly like to hear your questions if you have. This is your opportunity. So, operator.

Coordinator:
Yes, sir. Once again to ask a question, press five and one. You'll be prompted to record your name. To withdraw request, press five and two. I have one question in queue. One moment, please, for your name, sir. We have Mr.(Brian Berry). Your line is open.

(Brian Berry):
Thanks. This is (Brian Berry) from University Maryland University College. I have a question on Slide 20 about the Title IV program options. If we were to go with the second the Pell Grants and other aid, do we have to - you know, if we chose to Pell and loans, do we have to include campus-based or was that just listed as an option?

David Musser:
If you do choose the second option, you do also need to include any campus- based programs in which your institution participates. You need to consider the student for eligibility for those programs. Now remember that you as always you have the ability to determine your FSEOG selection criteria as well as, you know, the information you have some discretion in terms of Federal Work-Study Funding. Those kinds of things will still apply. But you certainly have the ability to apply those selection criteria including students in your EQUIP programs if you choose that option.

(Brian Berry):
Okay. Thanks.

David Musser:
And I want to mention very quickly I answered earlier that we expected that we would approve nine institutions. That is intended for the first year. We may see if we can expand afterwards but we're not sure about that yet. But we can't tell you more than expectation of the nine institutions at this time.

Coordinator:
Next question is coming for Mr. (Ben Boinken) from Ivy Tech Community College. Sir, your line is open.

(Ben Boinken):
Great. Thank you. So we're looking at possibly submitting an application for very, very diverse areas. One being in computer technology and one in being in healthcare. Can I have two different quality assurance groups? One working with those programs we're submitting for the computer technology and one working with those programs we're submitting for health?

David Musser:
Yes and that's a very good question. You are required to have one quality assurance insurance entity for each program. So if you have a program in healthcare that's obviously a bit different from your program in computer technology, you can have a quality assurance entity that's responsible for the quality assurance for each program. 

But beyond that if you want to have a different quality assurance for viewers for specific parts of your program, then you'll essentially need to have that quality assurance entity sort of subcontract out that review. But it's very important that you have one quality insurance entity for every program under EQUIP.

(Ben Boinken):
Great. Thank you.

David Musser:
Sure.

Coordinator:
Thank you. Our next question is coming from (Ms. Tracey Risotto). Ma'am, your line is open.

(Tracey Risotto):
Thanks. My name is (Tracey Risotto). I've from Mahoning County Career Center in Ohio. And my question is what's the anticipated time frame for the entire experiment or and/or for each space.

David Musser:
Okay. That's a great question. The first phase of the application is going on right the application phase will occur with the next few months. The deadline for submitting the priority deadline for submitting your letters of interest is December 14th. 

Once you submit those letters of interest, the department will conduct its initial review of your letter of interest and other information that we have about your institution. It's likely that that process will take several months. And then at that point, we will provide the questions under phase two for institutions. 

That it's difficult to say how long the process will take at that point because institutions may need more time to work through their application questions. But we anticipate that institutions may have programs that are up and running by Fall of 2016. We can't say with certainty how long the experiment will run. In general, we expect to run experimental sites for at least three years. But unfortunately, I can't tell you more than that at this time.

(Tracey Risotto):
Sure. Thank you.

David Musser:
No problem.

Coordinator:
There are no further questions in queue. Once again to ask a question, press five and one. You will be prompted to record your name. To withdraw your request, press five and two.

Michael Cagle:
Hey, David. David, this is Michael.

David Musser:
Hi, Michael.

Michael Cagle:
I just wanted to say we did get a question that came in here and I think it's probably one worth mentioning. Somebody submitted it to me in writing. And this actually has to do with the EQUIP for post-secondary institutions to apply as an experimental sites to offer Pell grants for dually enrolled high school students. 

And what the specific question was is that the presentation indicated that the institution had to confer the certificate or the degree. So in her particular case for the school, these would be high school students enrolled to take college credits but they would not be conferring a credential to them. 

They would use the credits applicable to an Associate's or Bachelor's degree that they could then transfer to another school. That could be a type of program for dual enrollment that would be an option under the EQUIP experiment.

David Musser:
That's an interesting question. But unfortunately in this case the answer is no. There's a number of reasons for that. One of the first reasons is that the EQUIP experiment does not waive the requirements for a student to have a high school diploma or the equivalent in order to be eligible for Title IV aid. 

We do have a separate experiment that provides that regulatory and statutory waivers. It's called the Dual Enrollment Experiment. And it sounds like that person's program might be a program that could qualify under the dual enrollment experiment. But it wouldn't be one that would qualify under EQUIP.

Michael Cagle:
That's good. And there's a Fed Register Notice on the Dual Enrollment Experiment that's on that same website that I just explained a couple minutes ago. And that one is dated November 3rd.

David Musser:
Great. Thank you, (Mike).

Michael Cagle:
Yes.

Coordinator:
Our next question is coming from (Ron Hofenstetter). Sir, your line is open.

(Ron Hofenstetter):
Thank you very much. My question was about the selection of quality assurance entities and what restrictions on who they might be. I'm wondering in particular whether a state government agency could qualify as a quality assurance entity if they're oversights met they use right now or the experiments that they're considering meet the criteria in the Federal Register?

David Musser:
Well, first to answer your question the answer is yes. An entity such a state organization that is normally an entity that provides oversight for certain types of programs could certainly qualify under the EQUIP experiment if it meets all their requirements for a quality assurance entity that we've outlined and can answer the quality assurance questions that we provided that we will provide as part of the application process. Can I ask really quickly too if you would actually identify the organization you represent as well, sir?

(Ron Hofenstetter):
I'm sorry. I missed that. I represent Hack DeCour. We run software boot camps and we've been working with the state regulators in the few of the states that we operate in. That's why I wondering if we could just expand those relationships in this way.

David Musser:
That's a great question. And the answer in general is that yes. A state's authorizing entity could participate as a quality assurance entity in the experiments.

(Ron Hofenstetter):
Great. Thank you very much.

Coordinator:
Our next question is come from (Ms. Kay O'Neil). (Ms. O'Neil), your line is open.

(Kay O'Neil):
Hi. This is (Kay O'Neil) from the Action Code. I also have a question about the QAE. Is it possible that a QAE that is a final 1K3 that specializes as we do in coding, training eligibility and programmed. Is it possible for final 1K3 to be eligible as a QAE?

David Musser:
Certainly. Though I would you mentioned that it was involved in providing coding training?

(Kay O'Neil):
Not directly. We don't provide. We're vetting and curator boot camps. But we don't provide the training ourselves.

David Musser:
Okay. So the answer in general is yes. An organization that you described could certainly participate as a QAE if it's able to answer all the quality assurance questions that we outlined. But I would say that it is important that there would be no conflict of interest between that entity the nontraditional provider and the post-secondary institution with whom you have that arrangement.

(Kay O'Neil):
Okay. Thank you.

David Musser:
No problem.

Coordinator:
Once again to ask a question, press Star then 1. You will be prompted to record your name. To withdraw your request, press Star then 2. At this time, there are no further questions. I would now like to hand the call back to the speakers.

David Musser:
Sure. So we'll give callers another few minutes. We have another half hour available in our presentation. So we want to be sure that folks have a chance to ask their questions if they have another. After a few more minutes, we'll go ahead and close off the call if we don't have any more questions. So just a few minutes.

Coordinator:
Once again to ask a question, press Star then 1. You will be prompted to record your name. To withdraw your request, press Star then 2.

David Musser:
And while we're waiting for any new questions, remember that if you have questions that you don't want to ask today, you can send them to Michael Cagle at the contact information that he just put up on the slide or at experimentalsites@ed.gov. We can get back to with more information from those sources.

Coordinator:
You have one question in queue. One moment, please, for your name. The next question is from (Ms. Michelle Weiss). Ma'am, your line is open.

(Michelle Weiss):
Hi, everyone. This is (Michelle Weiss) from Southern New Hampshire University. Two quick questions, David, if you could answer. One is in regards to the lack of conflict of interest. I'm just curious with this new model with the QAE whether financing whether the payment of the QAE is anyway a problem just because I think would have to pay for the services of these quality insurance entities. If you could talk about that briefly and also if you could just talk about how we should approach the regular and substantive interaction piece of these sites.

David Musser:
Oh, great. Thank you. Those are great questions, (Michelle). Regarding the first question whether payments to a quality assurance entity would be considered a conflict of interest, we can't say for sure whether payments direct from a post-secondary institution to a quality assurance entity would be considered a conflict of interest. 

But the department is very cognizant of the potential conflicts that can arise when those kinds of payment relationships exist. So we want to be clear that in many cases that kind of payment of arrangement would constitute a conflict depending on the circumstances. 

We want to leave that open so that we can review the exact circumstances of how you intend to perform the payment arrangement if indeed you do want to contract and pay the quality assurance entity directly.


With regard to your second question, regular and substantive interaction is a requirement under this experiment and otherwise in the programs. And keeping in mind that for any program if it's not a correspondence program, there must be regular and substantive interaction between qualified faculty and students as part of the design of the program. 

So a non-traditional provider and a post-secondary institution would need to identify ways that they could ensure that that requirement was met if the school was to participate in the experiment with the provider.


Obviously there are a number of ways that that could be met. Depending on the type of program, an institution could ensure that the students had regular opportunities for discussions with instructors. It could ensure regular substantive feedback on assessments of student learning. That sort of thing. But we can't give you exact instructions about how that requirement could be met. But it is still important to know that it is still a requirement if you intend to be anything but a correspondence program.

(Michelle Weiss):
Great. Thanks.

David Musser:
No problem.

Coordinator:
Thank you. At this time, there are no questions in queue. Once again to ask a question, press Star then 1. You will be prompted to record your name. To withdraw your request, press Star then 2. One question in queue. One moment, please, for your name. The next question is coming from (Mr. Nick Burr).

(Nick Burr):
Hi. I have a question specifically around programs for credit versus certificates. Do you have a preference for credit over certificates?

David Musser:
To the extent that credit earned in a program under EQUIP is transferrable to within the institution or to other institutions, we would consider that in our selection process. But we understand that some programs are work force orientated and that's not a normal component of those programs. 

And in those cases, the program we expect that those would lead to employment outcomes. So there really is no difference between those two things. A program does not necessarily have to lead to academic credit. But if doesn't lead to academic credit, then we need to be able to see other quality outcomes on the employment side that the institution can demonstrate.

(Nick Burr):
Of course. Thanks so much.

David Musser:
No problem.

Michael Cagle:
Hey, David. David, it's Michael again.

David Musser:
Yes.

Michael Cagle:
Hey, you know we did have one question that did come in that might be worth answering while we're here. And that is the EQUIP experiment opened for community college programs offering continuing education units which are referred to CEUs rather than academic semester credit hours. Or is the intent of the program to offer course, programs that would offer semester credit hours?

David Musser:
Well, to be clear, we're not requiring a program be credit bearing. We're not requiring that a program be in any specific part of the institution. We are requiring however that a program lead to a degree or other recognized credential at the post-secondary institution. If the program meets that requirement than it could potentially be eligible under the EQUIP experiment. 

So it would depend with regard to this person's question, it would depend on whether those continuing education units lead to an actual program and whether students were enrolled as regular students with the intention of achieving a credential at that institution.

Michael Cagle:
Good. I thought that was a good distinction to make.

David Musser:
Sure.

Coordinator:
Thank you. Our next question is coming from (Ms. Kay O'Neil). (Ms. O'Neil), your line is open.

(Kay O'Neil):
Hi, it's me again (Kay O'Neil) from the Action Code. Back to the quality assurance entity, are there federal funds available for administering EQUIP because there'd be a lot of work involved in the reporting and accreditation the ongoing work to oversee. Is that just then out of the QAE, there's no funds available for the administrative work?

David Musser:
There are no funds available from the Department of Education for implementation of the EQUIP experiment. And the experimental sites, all experimental sites are designed that an institution can receive certain regulatory waivers. But it isn't actually doesn't receive any additional funding. So it is an important consideration. And I'm glad you asked the question. Funding would have to come from some other source besides the department -- whether it comes from the institution or from some other entity.

(Kay O'Neil):
Right. But there's the inherent conflict of interest of funds came from the institution. So I was looking at what the typical model is for your experiments.

David Musser:
I can't speak to that and actually in this instance I want to defer to my colleagues of the Office of the Under Secretary. (Yuanxia Ding), is there anything else you would like to say on this topic?

(Yuanxia Ding):
No, that's all.

David Musser:
Okay. So unfortunately we don't have much more information about how this process could work except it is important to know that the department itself could provide specific funding.

(Kay O'Neil):
Okay. Thank you.

David Musser:
No problem.

Coordinator:
At this time, there are no further questions. Once again to ask a question, press Star then 1. You will be prompted to record your name. To withdraw your request, press Star then 2. At this time, there are no further questions. I would now at this time like to hand the call back to the speakers.

David Musser:
Okay. Then I think in this case unless we have one more minute for questions. And if we don't receive any other questions, then we can end the webinar at this time. So, operator, let's do one more minute.

Coordinator:
Okay, sir. Once again to ask a question, press Star then 1. You will be prompted to record your name. To withdraw your request, that's Star then 2. We have a question in queue. One moment please for the name. Next question is coming from (Ron Hofenstetter). Sir, your line is open.

(Ron Hofenstetter):
I'm sorry. I missed that. I represent Hack DeCour Programming Schools. I have a question about the quality assurance process specifically ensuring student outcomes. I have spoken to a lot of schools who try really hard to work to measure student outcomes and many have pointed to the physical being tracking, long term outcome than the college school climate initiative in the regard. 

Could you possibly speak to the tools that might be available for QAEs that may allow objective measurement especially for vocational programs, employment outcomes over that three year horizon that you mentioned for the EQUIP program. Would there be any data bases and resources like the one in your slide that might able to QAEs or would they have to find independent measures based on connecting the students directly.

David Musser:
Well, I should say at the outset that as part of the review of the programs under EQUIP, the department will review information that it collects about programs of study including all the programs offered the EQUIP experiment. So we will be reviewing that as well. And the quality assurance entity should also feel welcome to review that data for its purposes. 

However, I can't speak to any other information about federal data or other kinds of data that might be valuable to the quality assurance entity. And this is another case where I want to ask our my colleague (Yuanxia Ding) from the Office of the Under Secretary if there is any other resource that she can think of. But I don't have any further information about that.

(Ron Hofenstetter):
Thank you. Just to make sure that I understood correctly, the data bases that you mentioned that the department would have access to for the purpose of measuring quality, those same data bases, that same data. So I had CODs and NSLDS would be available to the QAE for the purposes of their analysis?

David Musser:
I should clarify. What I was referring to was data that is made publicly available. For example, the score card data. We won't provide any special access for the department data for institutions that are participating in EQUIP. It's something that we would anything that provide publicly could certainly be used by quality assurance entities to complete their reviews.

(Yuanxia Ding):
This is (Yuanxia). Thanks very much, (Dave). I would reiterate that as well is that all the publicly available data that we provide particularly around the score card is the kind of data that we would want to see used for establishing some measures around the outcome. 

That does not mean by any measure that that is all the data that we would expect to be used or comprehensive set but certainly that type of information could be useful for QAEs.

(Dave), you had also mentioned a minute or two ago the question around funding for QAEs and how to balance the need for funding with conflict of interest. I wanted to take a second to address that as well. I mean I think when we evaluate the applications for this program, we are going to be looking for the partnerships between institutions and now traditional providers and QAEs that really are doing the best thing for students. And to the extent that conflicts of interest can be avoided, that's great.


Now, I'd like to draw a couple of analogies there. One is thinking about the way that a creditors are currently provide their services, you know, to the extent that there are revenue sources there that doesn't necessary constitute a conflict of interest. 

Similarly, with the way the accounting firms might conduct audits may also not be considered conflict of interests. I think as (Dave) said what we're going to do is look really specifically case by case to see what the sources of funding are, the way in which the arrangements are planned out and arranged. And really aggressive on a case by case basis. I hope that's helpful if not entirely black and white.

David Musser:
Thank you very much, (Yuanxia).

(Ron Hofenstetter):
Thank you. I don't want to hog the phone. I'm curious it this is the appropriate forum to ask. Is there any roadmap for expanding the fidelity of the data to individual programs so that it will be to zoom in on for example the EQUIP initiatives at the same as parts of the institution under measurements.

(Yuanxia Ding):
That's a really interesting - go ahead.

David Musser:
Go ahead, (Yuanxia).

(Yuanxia Ding):
It's a very interesting idea. I would think we would have defer that question to the scorecard team rather than address it here.

(Ron Hofenstetter):
Thank you very much.

David Musser:
Yes. That's exactly right. And, operator, do we have any questions in the queue?

Coordinator:
Yes, sir. At this time there are no further questions. Once again to ask a question press Star and 1. You will be prompted to record your name. To withdraw your request, press Star and 2. At this time, there are no further questions. I would now like to hand the call back to the speakers.

David Musser:
All right. I think with that, we will conclude our webinar. Thanks to everyone for your participation and your questions. We received a lot of great questions today. And I thank you very much for being with us for this presentation about EQUIP.

Coordinator:
And that concludes today's conference. Thank you all for joining. You may now disconnect.

END

