AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY APRIL 24, 2007
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AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY APRIL 12, 2007

CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE—2007—08 REGULAR SESSION

ASSEMBLY BILL No. 1652

Introduced by Assembly Member Lieber

February 23, 2007

An act-teadd-Section694313to-the-EducationCede; relating to
student financial aid.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL’S DIGEST

AB 1652, as amended, Lieber. Student financial aid.

Existing law establishes the University of California, the California
State University, the California Community Colleges, and the private
and independent colleges and universities as the 4 segments of
postsecondary education in this state. Existing law establishes the
Student Aid Commission as the primary state agency for the
administration of state-authorized student financial aid programs
available to students attending all segments of postsecondary education.
Under existing law, the commission, among other things, administers
the Cal Grant Program.

This bill would express legislative findings and declarations and intent
relating to standards of ethical behavior for student financial aid
personnel at California colleges and universities.

The bill would require the Legislative Analyst’s Office to report to
the Assembly Committee on Higher Education and the Senate
Committee on Education by January 31, 2008, summarizing efforts by
the United Sates Congress and the United States Department of
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Education to implement new laws and regulations and specified
allegations made by the New York Attorney General regarding student
financial aid personnel in that state. The bill would require the
Legislative Analyst’s Office to provide background on these issues,
reviewing the proposed legislation now pending in the State of New
York for possible relevance to the State of California, and the sufficiency
of newly adopted or pending federal rulesor regulations, and including
material on prescribed topics.

The bill would request-representatives-of professional associations
representing the California student financial aid and lending
communities, separately or together, to report to the Assembly
Committee on Higher Education and the Senate Committee on Education
by January 31, 2008, on the ethical standards that are currently in place,
additional standards that should be instituted, and the extent to which
state law should be amended to mandate these standards, including any
recommendations for disclosure requirements and enforcement
mechanisms.

tated rent Fonaial aid

Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: -yesno.
State-mandated local program: no.

The people of the Sate of California do enact as follows:

SECTION 1. The Legislature finds and declares all of the
following:

(@) California higher education students rely heavily on student
loans to finance their education. These students must receive the
highest quality service delivered in a framework of ethical
standards of behavior and business conduct.

(b) Recentinvestigationsby-the Attorney-General-ofNew-York
initiatives of the United Sates Congress, investigations by the
Attorney General of New York, and news reports reveal serious
allegations of improper activity on the part of student loan lenders
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and college and university administrators, including some in
California.

(c) The ’
congressional initiatives, the New York Attorney General’s
investigations, and the news reports are cause for significant
concern, but many facts are as yet unknown.

SEC. 2. (a) Itis the intent of the Legislature-that-the-actthat
adds-Seection-694313to-the-Education-Code-sheuld to establish a
minimum standard of ethical behavior for student financial aid
personnel at California colleges and universities and that it provide
for the gathering and analysis of further information to guide the
Legislature’s further actions on the crucial subject of ethical
standards in all California public, private, and independent
institutions of higher education, both to correct any abuses and to
dispel any unfair stigmatization of honest and ethical personnel of
higher education and lending institutions.

(b) The Legislative Analyst’s Office (LAO) shall report to the
Assembly Committee on Higher Education and the Senate
Committee on Education by January 31, 2008, summarizing efforts
by the United States Congress and the United States Department
of Education to implement new laws and regulations and the
allegations made by the New York Attorney General, providing
background on these issues, reviewing the proposed legislation
now pending in the State of New York for possible relevance to
the State of California, and the sufficiency of newly adopted or
pending federal rulesor regulations, including, but not necessarily
limited to, possible restrictions on revenue sharing, gifts and travel,
consultant fees, travel reimbursement guidelines, “preferred lender”
guidelines, issues surround high-risk loans and appropriate
restrictions on conflict of interest for college employees and
governing boards, and providing any other information the LAO
may deem relevant to advise the Legislature on the possible need
for additional action in this matter.

(c) The Legislature requests that+epresentatives-ef professional
associations representing the California student financial aid and
lending communities, separately or together, report to the Assembly
Committee on Higher Education and the Senate Committee on
Education by January 31, 2008, on the ethical standards that are
currently in place, additional standards that should be instituted,
and the extent to which state law should be amended to mandate
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these standards, including any recommendations for disclosure
requirements and enforcement mechanisms.
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