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Statement of the problem
In 2011, the legislature to the state of Texas slashed down some budgetary allocation that was purposed to the education department by about $121 million. Since that time the state’s financial program, Texas Grants, has served reduced number of students that it used to. Around 30,000 students were cut off the program unknowingly. Education administrators reported the fear of losing talents that were endowed in students since not all were able to cover up for that education cost. The implications that this could have to the state are issues like brain drain, incompetence in the education system and underdevelopment in the long run since education is a key contribution factor of growth. Also, attached to the policy, financial assistance for the professional and vocational nursing was the scrapped off in the situation of even a depth need. The ruling that was agreed at that time even saw the reduction of college & universities education funding in the state by 9 percent. Many institutions were forced to hike their fee to levels that could not be sustained by the common citizens. For instance, the University Houston System, North Texas System University, the Texas AM University System, Angelo State University etc. all increased their tuition fees. 
Target population
	Ordinarily, education is known to be a public good, this is to mean that it should be funded by the government or the state. Texas has been reported as the state that enrolled most students in United States despite the education challenge faced by students. This policy targets students directly since the education will impact their life, and parents and guardians indirectly since they are the ones who pay the fee. 
	Specifically, the intervention targets the education need in the state of Texas that has a challenged past. Policy interventions that were discerned during the back years degraded the education facilitation and development. 
Policy options
	Education is done in phases – there is level one, level two, level three and so on. The state could also solve the problem in some other ways. Increasing the government spending on level one education could be an option. Parents can commit their children to the state officials at that stage and as they grow to the nest stages, parents would have collected enough to cater for the education at these other levels. Another option is the provision of government sponsored scholarships and making them accessible to at least the majority of college and university students. 
Policy changes
	Policy intervention that is being recommended for is: “the restoration and further clipping of the educational cost.” Education has been very costly affecting the economic development of the state. 
Education administrators postulated their worries on the education system and their greatest fear was directed on the economic growth of the country. As a result, the policy has factored their need and ruled in favor of the education system. 
Education in Texas is expensive and that is undisputable. Hiking college fees to an extent of 10 percent is a very significant change that depicts the exact condition. Other social services could be accessible, then the claim can be disputed but since the health as well was ruled against, it becomes intolerable. 
Strategies for the policy
For this policy to be effected, some interventions need to be considered. Outlined below are the most preferable:
i) Colleges and schools to consider multiple enrollment of the students in bid to save on shift costs
ii) Housing management in colleges and universities to be compared and benefits given to the less costly – for students
iii) Administrators to mentor students through platforms so that they can learn earning as they are in school
iv) Right meal plans to be considered for students 
v) Institutions to carry programs in time, for instance graduation and avoidance of long holidays
Policy evaluation
	To keep the policy in current time and being functional according to the needs of the students, evaluation and monitoring are prerequisites. Since the policy programme has been developed and bits of its condition are known, summative evaluation will be done. That is to mean, information on the effectiveness of the intervention will be carried out often. 
Process and outcomes are also evaluative strategies that would show the specific targets that have been realized by the policy. These include factors like the number of students benefiting from the intervention, the significant change, the accrual development for the entire economy etc. 
Policy analysis
Goals of the policy
	Education is very prime in the growth and development of an economy. In the study of economic growth and development for countries, among key factors considered is the literacy level of the population. Education gives people the skills and knowledge to work effectively in an organization. 
Specifically the policy seeks to develop and improve education service delivery throughout the state. This will enable schools and institutions to operate effectively and efficiently in a bid to develop the future talents that the state will depend on – that is the future work force. 
Economic goals are indulged in the intervention as well considering that education is a lucrative prerequisite to the development of a state’s economy.
Benefits of the latter
	Life is valuable. Quality of education is a key factor of the value that one’s life discerns. Education improves the lifestyle of a people. This is the direct benefit of the targeted population – improved living conditions. This impacts the culture of a people.
Economically, education contributes to the growth of the state. It is a supporting programme for major developments in the industrial interventions of the state. 
Services provided by the policy include higher education facilitation, resource wise. This translates to high quality education service since tutors are well compensated and school facilitation is provided. 
Responsibility for implementation and compliance
	Responsibility for the policy implementation is a responsibility for the education officials in the department of education and the school administration. Compliance and evaluation are the responsibility of state officials in the education sector. 
	Students who pass to the level of getting admissions from colleges and universities will be considered for the programme. This excludes private institutions as well as international schools. The policy will be presented to the state government for approval. Allocation of budgets to suffice the policy will be implemented. The literal funding of process will assume the normal processes. 
Supporting procedures
	The above policy will be supported by a number of other principles within the context of the Texas. The STAAR assessment and procedure on reporting is a supporting programme for the above mentioned policy.  
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