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Estob,lish Stote Educotíon Gronts
sL 2003 -4?9 (HB 150)

d Directs the Stote Educqtion Assistonce
Authorify (SEAA) to odopt rules to
odminister the tuition gronts.provided for
in the bill.

:",,:. S Direcfs the SEAA to poy the tuition grants: direcf ly lo the eligible students qnd the
. . , amount of the gront will be determined by'
.,,1,, ,; the Generol Assembly.

, $ Effective July 1, 2OO3 ond opplies to the
...,. ì 2OO3-2OO4 ocademic yeor ond eochyeor

thereafter.
July 2003 Edu.aliôn Teah - R¿seorch Diu 118

This legislation establishes a cliflèrent administrative procedure to provirlc tuition grants to eligible North
Carolina undergracluate students wlio attencl a privatc nonprofit cducational institution that is not owned or
operatecl by the State, is accredited by the Southern Assooiation of Colleges and Schools, and awards a

postsecondary degree as it is definecl in G.S. I 16-15. A student is eligible if the student is a full-time
student attending one of the institutions defined in this legislation.

The tuition grant can be paid to the student only after he or she oompletes the academic year and the

SEAA must receivc proper ccrtification fiotn tlie institution that the stuclcnt is cligible. The first
disburselncnt of money is in thc seconcl year of this lricnniurn (July 2004). Tho SEAA must docunent the

number of full-time equivalent students that are cnrollcd in the private institutions and the amount of
funds collected pursuant to this bill. The SEAA must report those findings to the Secretary of
Administration, the House and Senate Appropriations Subcommittees on Education, and the Joint

Legislative Education Oversight Comrnittee.
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" Estqbl ish Stot e Educotion Grsnts
sLz 3-4?9 (HB 150)

irects the Stote Educotion Assiston ce
Authority (SEAA) to odopt rules to. . - 

.

odminister the tuif ion gronts *provided foi
in the b¡ll.

#r Directs the 5E AA to poy the tuition g.ronts
d¡re:ctly to the eligible students ond'f he
omount of th e gro-nt will be deterrnined by" ,

' the Genèl"dl As3embly. :. :.

# Eff ective July 1 ,2003 ond opplies to thg
" 2003-2004 oåodemic Yes? ond eschY.or

th eresfter.
. 118', ¡qly 2OO3 Educotion Teom - RPseorch Div, a





Appro,pniotions
Unívers¡tíes.

ì.

STATES OF A]TIEHIGA

THE UIIITEII STATES OF ÃÍIIEBISA

oo

THE UI{ITEO STATES OF AilIERITA

I

THE UI{ITEN

THE UIIITED STATES OF AMEBICA

THE UIIITED STATES fIF AilIEBICA

oo
-

t:,
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Budget Highlights

" for th¿ UNC SYstem

* Enrollment: - Provides 546.6 million-tofully

enrollment qrowth. The pro.iected
enrollment lrowth is eqúal io on odditional
6,123 FTE students.

s Financiol Aid - Provides on additionol
5lOffiiliiãn from The Escheats Fund for
àeed-bosed student financiol qid.

{ Aid 1o Privote Colleges - Fully funds.growth
@sor$2.8miltìon,
qnd does'nôt cuT their budgets.

July 2OO3 Educotion Teom - Røch Div l2O
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Bud get, Highlights
for the UNC Sysfern

f, Enro:l lrnent . Provides $46.6 million to fully
Íund the, UNC Systern's proj ecTed 4.5"L *

enrollment growih. The þroj ecled
en?d lqql growth is equol to on odditionol
6,I?3 FTE students,

afi

s
.

Finonc ol Aid - Provídes on odd¡tíonol
n f rorn the Escheois Fund f or 

.'

10.25 m illio
need-bosed student finoncial qid

u
I

a

A¡d to Privote Colle
in oid to pnivote c eges ot

es Ful lvf
$2.

nds growth
rnillion,

-

ol
ond do es not'cut their bu dgets.
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'Budget Highlights
"f or the UNC SYstêm

ii, tì 'i:,. t,." j, .j " 
i "

{ Provides qn odditional $l million fór the
President's Strotegi c Initiotive Reserve

for bónd oversighï.
{ 6ives the smoll ond unigue missioned

schools an'qdditioncl oppropriotion of
$5OO,OOO eqch (UNC-Asheville ond School

ãittrá.nrtt). :

Educôf ion Teom - Rcøch Div.2003July

t?l
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Bud gelr, Highlights.

"for the UNC Sysfern

J.l'
{+

g

I 
s on oddítionol $1 míltion fôr ÎheProvide

Presrdent's Strotegic Initiotive Res erve '
a.. t,

f or bond oversight. ¡

Gives the smoll ond unigue missioned
schools on add¡tionql sPpropriatíon of
$500pOO each (UNC- A,shevi ll,. ond Schoql"

'tt,

'' July 2003 Educotioq Teom ' Reseorch Div. i . 121.
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Budgef Highlights
"f or the UNC SYstem

{ Stqrts o new progrom to provide full
tuilion scholorships for groduotes of the
NC School of Science ond Math storting
with the groduotes in sPring ?OO4-

* Gives funds for engineering stort-up
progrûms to UNC-Asheville, Western
boról¡no Universily qnd Eost Cqrolino

University ($9OO,0OO totol)-

Êducot¡on Tæm - Resarch Div. 1222003July
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r Bud get: Highlights
'for the UNC Sysfern

I

fi Storts o new progrom to provide full
tuition scholorships f or groduotes.of the'
NC School of Sciènce ond MoTh storting 

\

w¡th th e groduates in sp ring 2004.
ü-Gives funds f or engineering:stort-uP

progÈgrns to UNC -Ásheville, Western
Carolino University and Eost Csrçl ino .'.

University ($900,000 totol).

{

"r22.,
1
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Studies

In the, spotl ight
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Referrols to Existing
mm iss ionS,Comm it t ees,Ù eportments,

Agencies

+ The Joint Leqislotive Educotion Oversíght
Commifteesñoll study the following issues:
r Whether To Extend Tuition Waivers To Certain Persons

fnroned In UNC Constituent Inst¡tutions And Community

Colleges. S.L' 2003-230 (SB 424).

n Effects Of Rapid Growth In Student-Populatio¡ On Local

a.hool Àd*¡ri¡tttatiue Units. S.L. 2003-284, Sec' 7'29 (HB

397, Sec.7-29).
r Recommendations Based On State Board Of Education

äã"Ëw otreãiher cert¡f¡cat¡on Process' 5.1. 2003-284,

Sec. 7.39 (HB 397i Sec. 7.39)'
r Evaluation Of The Comprehensive Articulati,on Agreement'

S.L. 2003-284, Sec. B'12 (HB 397, Sec' B'12)'

Educotioñ Tam ' Resrch D¡v 124
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o rnm i ssip ns,Corîrn i tt ees, Deportrnents,
Ag esenct

fi Th e troint Legislotive Educotion Oversight ,

" Cornnì ittee sñol l sfudy th e folJowing íss-ùes:
F Whether To Extend Tu'ition Waivers To Certain Persons' "'

Enrolled ,In UNC Constituent Institutions And Community
Colleges. S.L. 2003-230 (SB 424)' n

Effects Of Rapid Growth In Student Pgpgþtio¡, On tosql _
School Administrative Units. S.L. 2003-28+, SeC' 7'.29 (HB

397, Sec.7.29).
Recommendations Basêd On State Board Of Education ;

FiÑidttr Of feacher Cert¡Fication P¡'ocess.' S.L. 2003-284, 
",'

Sec. 7 .39 (HB 397 , Sec. 7 :39).

Evaluation Of The Comprehensive Articulation fgreement.
S.L. 2003-284,.Sec. B.12 (HB'3iit7¡ Sec' 8.12). '

l¡

tî

r
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Referrols to Existing
mm iss io ns,Co mm it t ees,Ù eportments,

Agencies

i--:':.:, + The State Boord of Educotion hos been
directed to study the following issues:
r Policles Thot Encounage Potenliol Dropo-uts To Remoin fn

school And Encouroqã All students Tô Pursue Á Rigorous

Ãcademic covrse Ql study. 5.L. 2oo3-277 (58 ó56).

r: fnitiotives To Assisl High-Priority Schools. '5-L' 2003-
284, 5ec.7.10(c) (HB 397, Sec. 7.10(c)).

r Allotmenl Formulo For Funding Students With Limited
Ènãl¡Jh Prof ic¡ency. 5.L. zooi-za+,sec. 7.15(c) (Hs 397 '
s¿.7.15(c).

r Results Of A Pilot Progrom To Test A Revíled ABCS

Model. 5.L. 2OO3-284, Sec.7.l6(c) (HB 397 ' Sec'
7.16(c)).

Educotion Teon - R¿gorch Dru t252003July
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o fn fn i SSi,o hs', Corn rn i tt ees, Deport menfs,
Agencies

fi The 5t ate Boord of Educotion hqs bte,"fi ,

, di rected to study' the f ol lowi ng issu es: '

r Policies Thot Encourcige Potentiol DrgpogtS To .Rqmoin ln
schãoiend Encouragá, All Students tb Pursqe 4 ilgqrous.
Acsdemic Course Oi Study. 5.L. 2003.?77 (58 656).

a

à.a+, S,ec.l.tO(c) (HB 3PZ ,Sec. Z.tO(c)). !

" 1: Allotm ent Formula For Funding Students With l.iq¡feq,' Enslish Prof iciency. 5.L. 200E-?84, 5þc. 7.15(c) (Hg 39"7,
' .,r5íc.'7.15(c)). ' " !:

r Results Of A Pilot Progrom To Test 4 B"uised ABCs 
.

M o¿eL S.L- 2003 -28{, Sec.7.I6(c) (HB 397.,5ec.
:

¡qly 2003 Educotiorl Teom : Rpsearch Div. 1



g-; Referrols'to Existing

,ffio mm iss io ns,Co mrn ittees, Deportmenfs,

{å Agencies
:l*::
4ì--

fffE The Stote Boord of Educotion (cont'd):
r Exoendilure Of Funds To Assist Local School

Adrninist.ot¡u. Units And fndividual Schools In Meeting-.
Adeouo'leVearlv Progress (AYP) 6ools With The Subgroups

soecif ¡ed tn rne ruo ch¡ld Lefr Behind Act Of 2001' 5'L'
zöoz-zeq , 5¿c.7 .L7 (Hs 397 , sec. 7 .17).

r Whether The Minimum Required Score On The PRAXIS

Exam Þemonsfrotes Acqdemic And Professionol ,
e..pà*tion For Teoching. S.L."æ3-284,Sec' 7'20(d) (HB

39i , sec.7.?O(d)).
r Revisions To The Cunriculum Requirements For Loterol

Enlry Condidotes. 5.L. ZOO3-284' 5ec'7 '20(t) (HB 397 '
5ec.7.zO(f)).

July 2OO3
126Fducot¡on T4h - R&rch Þ¡v
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Ref errols to Exisf ing

aa

i ss:i o ns,Corrìrî i tt ees, Deportrîents,
Agencies

fl The Stote Boord of Educotion (cont'd),
Expenditure Of Funds To Assist Locql School "

Administrotive Units And fndividual Schools fn Meeting..'
;Jä Ãt.leorly Progress (AY P) Goals W¡th The Subgroups

Specified fn TLre No-Child Left Behind Act Of 2OOI. 5.L:

2003 -284, Slec.7.17 (HB 3 97 , Sec.7 .17).

r Wh ethen The Minimum Regu ired Sco re On The PRAXIS
Exom Demonsf-rotes Acgdemic And Prof ç.ssionql
Preporation For Teochíng. 5.L. 2003 -284, Sec.7.?O(d) ('HB

' 3gi , Sec.7 .20(d)).
r Revisions To The Curciculum Requirements For Loterol '

Entry Condidstes, 5 :L.2OO3 284, Sec.7.z}(f) (TB 397 ,

s¡ec.7.20(f )).

.l

t26". ¡uly 2003 Education Teom - Rpseorch Div. 
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Referrols.to Existing
mm iss ions,Comm ittees,Deportments,

The Stote Boord of Educqtion (cont'd):
r Adequacy Of Safe|y Rules Adopted By Locol Bo^ords Of

eJ"àiãí' On The Úse Of Activ¡tv Buées. 5.L- 2Oo3-284'
Sec. 7.25(c) (HB 397, Sec - 7 -?5(c)).

r Charocferisfics Of Mentor Teocher Pr:ogroms Thol Are
Mosi Èffe"t¡ue In Retoining Teochers. S.L. 2OO3-?84,
Sec. 7.30(d) (Hs 397,sec' 7.30(d)).

r. Effectiveness Of Locol Menior Teocher'Progr-oms' 5'L'
ãiSOl-zgq, Sec. 7.3o(e) (HB 397, Sec. 7.30(e)).

¡ Rotio Of School Nur3es To Sfudents Needed To Provide

säui."J. lL. zoos-za+ , sec-7.3? (Hg 397 ' Sec.7'32)'
r Imolementotion Of The Pilot Proqroms On Finoncisl

fìiä; s. l. àooz-za+, sec. 7 j35 (He 397, sec - 7 -35)'

t27.€ducdtÞn Tæh - Res@rch ÞiYJuly 2003
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Referro ls to Exisf tng
aa

ornrTl¡ss.l,ons Comrîittees Døportrnenfs, I ,

Ag I

* the Stste Boord of Educotío.n (cont'd):

a

esenc

1-

r

r

Adequocy Of Sof ety Ruleg Adopte{ By Lo.gl.Bo-ql9l gf
Educqtioh On The Use Of Activity Buses. 5.L. 2003 .294,
Sec.7 .25(c) (HB 3 97 ,Sec. 7 .25(c)).
Choracteristics Of Mentor Teoc hen Progroms Th at Are
Moii Eff 

""tive 
fn Retoin ing Teochers. 5.L. '2003 -284,

S,ec.7.30(d) (HB 3 97, iec. 7.30(d)).
Effectiveness Of Locol" Mentor Teo cher Progroms. 5:L.
2003 -284, S,ec.7 .3O(e) (HB 3 97 , 5ec.7 .30(e)) ;

Rotib Of School Nurses To Students'Nçeded Io ProvÍde
Servi ces. 5.L. 2003 -284, Sec.7 .32 (HB 3 97 , Sec.7 .32). '

fmplementoTion Of The Pilot Progroqs_On Finonciol
Litärocy. 5.L. 2OO3 -284, lec.7 .35 (HB 3 97.,59.. 7;35).

t:
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Referrols to Existing
mm iss ions,Comm ittees,Deportments,

Agencies

g The Stqtø Boqrd of Educotion (cont'd):
r Weiahted 6rodes For Hiqh School Students Toking-^

ú';'äËi+";nd Zornmun¡ú collese Courses' s'L' 2003-

284 . Sec:7 36 (HB 397 . Sec- 7 -36).

r Review Of Teacher Certification Proc¿ss' 5'L' 2OO3-

ZA4, Sec. 1.39 (HS 397, Sec. 7'39)'
' r Stotewide Privolizotion Of Stofe-Funded Driver

Éåu.ot¡on Proqroms. s-L.2OO3-?84, Sec' 29'7 (HB 397'

Sec. ?9-7).
¡ Efforls io Assisl Loèol School Administrotive Units And

Ï"åi"¡à*t i.ñools rn Meetirg Adequote- Yeorly?rogress

ny$f.:,î;;Xf [*3",,åðåï11:f rò,¿".lf,b]ffi ,yra

128
2003July Edûcolion Tæm - Re*dch D¡v.
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Ref e?rcrls .to Exisfínq,'J
a-.-,:'

ss:i o hs,Co rrì rî i tt ees, U¿pàrtrîents,mi
Agencies

Th e Stote Boord of Educotion (cont'd): '

rî Weighted G,rades Fon High School Stqdents Toki ng ,

University And Community College Coufses. 5.L. 2Õ03
284, Sec.7 .36 (HB 397 , 1ec.7.36).

t' Review Of Teoch er ,Cert¡f ¡cotion Proc"ss. 5.L. 2003,
284, iec.7.39 (HB 3 97 , 1ec.7.39).

j- Stotewide Privotizqtion Of Stote-Funded Driver
Educotion Progroms. 5.L. 2OO
Sec. ?9.7).

;,

,¡rY'
++

{,-!-r.f4*.- -"?¡1,,n rî Ef f orts To Assist Locol School Administrotive Units'A'nd
fndividuol Schools fn Meeting AdequaleYearly Progress
(AyP) Gools W¡th The Subgroups Specified fn The No "

ChildLeft pehind Ac,t Of 7OOI. s.l-. 2003-4]9i (Hg'797).
.tt:- ,"*: -'. -.,-.1

Jqly 2003 , Educatiorl Teom '- Rpseorch Diy. .



., Referrols to Exisfing
m iss lo ns,f, e ¡¡ r¡ i tt ees,ù epartmenf s,

* The UNC Boord of Governors hqs been
dir¿cted to study the following issue:
'x F¡imïndustri Feaéibility : s.L. ?Öoz-284, Sec.'

9.5 (HB 397, Sec.9.5).

es
."; -&lllJ!è{:r.*
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R ef errols to Ex
aa

m i ss:i o ns,Cont rn i tt ees
isf ing I

,Deportm,ents,
Agenicies

-, -!,r,"..-.,"".,.,L---. s:
I

The uNc Boord of Governors hos been
directed to study th e follow ing issu e: a

':..,rr

T- Fílm rndustry Feosíbílíty. s.L. 2oo3-294, sec.'
9.5 (HB 397, Sec.9.5).

L .t.n
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GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF NORTH CAROLINA
SESSION 2OO1

SESSION LA\ry 2001-312
HOUSE BILL 1246

AN ACT TO DIRECT THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF THE LINIVERSITY
OF NORTH CAROLINA, IN COOPERATION V/ITH THE STATE BOARD
OF EDUCATION AND THE STATE BOARD OF COMMLINITY
COLLEGES, TO STUDY THE MEASURES USED FOR ADMISSIONS,
PLACEMENT, AND ADVANCED PLACEMENT DECISIONS BY THE
CONSTITUENT INSTITUTIONS OF THE STATE'S LINIVERSITY
SYSTEM, TO ALLOW INTELLECTUALLY GIFTED YOUTHS TO
ATTEND COMMUNITY COLLEGES, AND TO ALLOW CERTAIN
YOUTHS TO BE EMPLOYED BY INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER
EDUCATION.

The General Assembly of North Carolina enacts:



currently placed on the SAT and ACT Assessment as arL
admissions measure to the State's end-of-course tests or other
available tests as an admissions measure. In its sfudy, the Board
of Governors may consider eliminating, continuing, or changing
the emphasis placed on the SAT and ACT Assessment as an
admissions measure for North Carolina students applying to the
State's constituent institutions. The Board of Governors may also
consider methods for accurately comparing the academic
performance of applicants who do not hãve the benefit of the
State's end-of-course testing program with applicants who do
have the State's testing program.

Recommendations should be made to improve the
consistency and fairness of each measure independently and as
used together for admissions decisions. These recommendations
mav include the use of North Carolina end-of-course tests as an
element in admissions decisions alone or in combination with a
change of the weight of emphasis on the SAT and ACT
Assessment. The recommendations may also include maintaining
the current process.

The Board of Govemors may review with the State Board of
Education recommendations ihat incorporate end-of-course
testing as part of the admissions process. The State Board of
Education may develop recommendations to improve the
alignment of eríd-of-cour'se tests and secondary coursdwork with
the expectations of the constituent institutions and the State
Board of Community Colleges.(2) Placement. - The Board of Governors may consider reviewing
the assessment methods currently used by constituent instifutions
for remediation placement decisions. Recommendations may be
developed to provide greater consistency, reliability, and validity
for remediation decisions. North Carolina end-of-course tests
may be considered for use in these decisions.

(3) Advanced placement testing. - The Board of Governors may
review the use of test scores in granting college-level course
credit bv constituent institutions.

(4) Other rélevant issues. - The Board of Governors. may ¡tqdy. any
other issues relevant to college and university admissions,
placement, and advanced placement measures.

SECTION 1.(c) The Board of Governors may make an interim report
regarding its studies and plans to the Joint Legislative Education Oversight
Committee no later than March 1,2002, and shall submit a final report to that
Committee by December l, 2003. It is recommended that the study continue
beyond the final report date. Interim and final reports of the Committee may
include recornmended legislation.
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The UniYersity of North Carolina
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

POST OFFICE BOX 2688, CHAPEL HILL, NC 2?515_2688

GRETCHEN M. BÀTAILLE, Sezior Více Presíilent for Acodemic Affoírs

Telephone: (919) 9624614. Fax: (9I9) 843-6843 . E-mail: bataille@northcarolina.edu

November L9,2003

The Honorable Walter Dalton, Co-Chair
The Honorable Douglas Yongue, Co-Chair
The Honorable Robert Grady, Co-Chair
Joint Legislative Education Oversight Committee
North Carolina General Assembly
16 West Jones Street
Raleigh, North Carolina 2760L-2808

Dear senator Dalton, Representative Yongue, and Representative Grady:

Transmitted herewith is the Report on Measures Used in Decision Making for
Incoming Freshmen for Admission and Placement. This is in response to North
Carolina Session Laws 2001, House BílL 1246. This law requires the Board of
Governors to submit a report to the Joint Legislative Education oversight
committee by December 1, 2003. House BLll1246 directed the Board of
Governors of the University of North Carolina, in cooperation with the State
Board of Education, and the State Board of Community Colteges to study the
measures used in decision making for incoming freshmen for admission,
placement, and advanced placement. This final report follows the Interim
Report that was submitted on February 25,2002

If we can provide any further information or answer any questions, please do
not hesitate to contact us.

Sincerely

M. Bataille

Attachment

Cc: President Molly Corbett Broad
Senior Vice President J. B; Milliken
Associate Vice President Bobby Kanoy
Associate Vice President Mark Fleming
Fiscal Research Division

Employer





|.eport on Measures [Jsed in Decision Making for
fncoming Freshmen for Admission and placement

FINAL REPORT
FOR

HOUSE BILL T246
GENERAL ASSEMBLY of I\ORTH CAROLINA

SESSION LAWS 2OO1-312

Submitted to
JoÍnt Legislative Education oversight committee

By

Board of Governorb
The University of lr{orth Carolina

December L, 2005
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Executive Summary

House BíIl1246 from the 2001 session of the NC General Assembly directed the

Board of Governors of the University of North Carolina (UNC), in cooperation with the

State Board of Education, and the State Board of Community Colleges to study the

measures used in decision making for incoming freshmen for admission, placement, and

advanced placement. The required study was then conducted by a Study Committee

established by UNC President Molly Broad, NC Community College System p¡esident

Martin Lancaster, and State Superintendent Michael Ward. The committee membership

is provided in Attachment 2.

Data on end-of-course (EOC) exarns were collected from the Department of

Public Instruction and data on university admissions, course placement, and advanced

placement were collected from the sixteen IJNC campuses. A number of statistical

studies were conducted to evaluate the data collected. Additionally, qualitative input on

the use of EOC exams and standardized,test scores for admission, placement, and

advance þlacement was received from UNC Directors of Admission, Secondary School

Counselors, and Community College Transfer Counselors.

Summarv of Findinss

Findings revealed that each UNC campus has taken great care to develop the

admissions requirements and processes appropriate to that institution's mission and level

of admissions selectivity. All sixteen campuses consider a.student;s overall high school

record as the most important admissions factor with other factors, including standardized

test scores, carrying less weight than long term achievement in college preparatory

courses in high school. Further, each campus has faculty from the appropriate discipline

2



involved in the decisions for the academic placement of students and the advanced

placement of accelerated students. Neither high school end-of-course tests nor other

high school based measuies are sufficient at this time to replace campus based

instrurnents or policies used for placement and /or advanced placement.

As a result of this study, The FIB 1246 Study Committee concluded the following:

I admi-sgions decisions are a complex process and involve the use of multiple
variables in assessing a student's probability for.success;

o each of the U.NC campuses have demonstrated'responsible management in the
decision making process and annually review their criteria for adiaission;

o the admissions gffices take great care to insure that the criteria and level of
selectivity for admission is consistent with the mission of the campus;

o the trigh school GPA provides the single greatest predictive vaiue for success incollege and the end of course (Eoc) tãst iesults häve been uppropriut"tuir.i*"¿
into the GPA; and

o although the GPA is-þe single best predictor of success in college, the use of theSAT/ACT wirh rhe GpA enhances tLe overalt predicrion of co[Jgå;;;;;rr.

Given the above points, the study committee recornmends that the campuses continue

current practices including the use of multiple factors in making admissions, placement

and advanced placement decisions. In addition, the study committee recoÍrmends that a

follow-up study be conducted after campuses have had experience with the New sAT,

which will be first administered in March 2005 to see what, if any, impact the test

enhancements have had on predictive validity in the admissions decision making process

Finally, the UNC office of the President should direct the campuses to regularly review

their admissions, placement and advanced placement policies and practices to insure

these policies are dynamic to reflect changes in testing and assessment of prospective

students.
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GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF NORTH CAROLINA

SESSION 2001

HOUSE BILL 1246
RATIFIED BILL

AN ACT TO DIRECT TI{E BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF THE TINIVERSITY
OF NORTH CAROLINA, IN COOPERATION WITH THE STATE BOARD OF
EDUCATION AND TIIE STATE BOARD OF COMMT.INITY COLLEGES, TOsrury rnn MEASURES usED FoR aDvflssloNs, pl¿,cpn¿mir, AND
ADVANCED PLACEMENT DECISIONS gV THE CONSTITUENT
INSTITUTIONS OF TIIE STATE'S TINIVERSITY SYSTEM, TO ^II,I,OWINTELLECTUALLY GIFTED YOUTHS TO ATTEND 

. 
COMMLINITY

COLLEGES' AND To ALLow CERTAIN YOLI'THS To BE EMpLoyED By
INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION.

The General Assembly of North Carolina enacts:

SECTION 1 (a) The Board of Governors of The UniverSity of North Carolina,in cooperation with the State Board of Education and ttte State Board oi
Community Colleges, shall study the measures used by the constituent institutions
to make admissions, placement, and advaneed phôemênt decisions regarding
incoming frèshmên and shall assess the various uses made cif those measures and the
validity of those measures with regard to a student's academic performance and as
predictÒrs of a student's future academic performance. They shall also assess
whether other alternative measures may bã equalty valid or more accurate as
indicatôrs of a student's academic performance.- In the study, particular
consideration should be given to whethõr or not tq eliminat", .o"ti"úå, ä" .frur,gu
the emphasis placed on the Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) and ACT Asslssment for
North Carolina students as a mandatory university admissions measure. The study
should review incorporating the State's iesting prog"un i"to uã-is.ioîr,-pfu.ement,
a¡d advanced placement decisions. Based on its fÏndings, the Board of ióvernors of
The University of North Carolina, in cooperation withîhe State Board of Education
and the State Board of Community Côlleges, may'develop ,".o-*"oãafions to
improve the measures used to assess a stuãent's aõademic lerformance, to adopt
alternative measures, or to use various conibinations of tottr to determine more
âccurately a student's âcâdemic knowledge and performance.

SECTION 1 (b) The study required by subsection 1(a) of this act may address
all of the following:

(1) Admissions. - The Board of Governors may examine the key elements used
for making admissions decisions in the state's univãrsity system.
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rncluded in the factors to be studied are grade point average, class rank, andthe saT and ACT assessment. Each elementïuy uu studied io¡ ,uiiunility andvalidity independently and as used together. The"Board of Governors may alsocompâre the state's end-of'course'testing with the SÀt an¿ aciïrr.rrrent, assesshow each reflects a student's academíc p.aro"-*ce, and consider shifting theemphasis currently ptaced on the saT Änd aci assessment as an admissionsmeasure to the state's end'of-course tests or other available tests as. an admissionsmeasure' In its study, the Board of Ggve¡nors may consider eliminating, contihuing,or changing the emphasis placed on the SAT and lCr assessment as an admissionsmeasure for North Carolina students applying to the State's constituerit institutions.The Board of Governors may also considei metnoãs ¡;.-ä.*ä;iy .o*pu.irrgthe- academic performance of áppiicants who do not have the benefit of the state,send'of-course testing program with appticants *ho ¿o rrao. ttu--si"t.,, testingprogrâm' Recommendatiohs should bã made to impiovã irt.'"*ristency andfairness of each measure independently and as used together for admissionsdecisiohs' These recommendations may include the use of North carolina end-of-course tests as an element in admissions decisions alone or in combination with achange of the weight _of emphasis on the sAT and acT assessment. Therecommendations may also include maintaining the current process. The Board ofGovernors may review with the state Board ãf E¿ucation recommendations thatincorporate end'of-course testing as part of the admissions process. The state Boardof Education may develop .".ottt-ôo¿"tions to-frlove the alignment of end-of-course tests and secondary courserryork with the Ëxpectations of the constituentinstitutions and the State Bäard or co-*oJ6 C^åiI.d. 
-*"'."^'" v¡ !'Ir'|e

(2) Placement' - The Board of Governors may consider reviewing theassessment methods currently used by constituent institutions forremediation placement decisions. Recommendations may be developed toprovide greater consistency, reliability, 
""¿ validity for remediationdecisions' North carolina eird-of-cou"ruiurtrmay be considered for use inthese decisions.

(3) advanced placement testing. - The Board of Governors may review the useof test scores in granfiñg college-level cãurse credit by constituentinstitutions. 
_Þ_ __ . _^ vvsrDv Lf çrrrr. ,rJ

(4) other relevant issues. - The Board of Governors may study any other Íssuesrelevant to co[ege and university adnris.i*r, pru"ement, and advancedplaCement mgAsufes. ---' r¡Evvu¡vr¡!' suu <rr¡v¿

SECTION 1 (c) The Board of Gov-ernors may make an interim report regardingits studies and plans^to the Jojn! Legislativu na,rðuuãr, oversight committee noIater than March 1,2002,and shalliuumit a-nnalîeñ"t to tt ãt Commiitee uyDecembei 1,2003' rt is recommended that the stuiviäiti""e beyond the finalreport date' rnterim and final reports of the co-*iti"e may include recommendedIegislation.
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SECTION 2 Article 1 of Chapter 115D of the General Statutes is amended by
adding a new section to read: "$ 11sD-1.1. Discretion iri admissions.

(a) Notwithstanding G.S.115D-1, a student under the age of 16 may enroll in a
community college if the following conditions are met:

(1) The president of the community cotlege or the president's deçignee
finds, based on criteria established by the state Board of
Comtnunity Colleges, that the student is intellectually gifted and
that the student has the maturity to justify admission tõ tne
comniunity college; and

(2) One of the following persons approves the student's enrollment in a
community college:
a. The local board of education, or the board's designee, for

the public school administrative unit in which thõ student Ís
enrolled

b. The admiriústrator, or the administrator's designee, of the

c. äii}ïffffi"äi,*1nï.'iå*Jïiliï*; in rhe
home school in which the student is enrolled.

d. The designee of.the board of directors of the charter school
in which the student is enrolled.

(b) The state Board of community colleges, in consultation with the
Department of Public Instrûction, shall adopt rules to implement this section.
SECTION 3 G.S. 95-25.5 is amended by adding anew sübsection to read:
"(m) Notwithstanding any other provision of this section, youths who are
enrolled at an institution of higher education may be empioyed by the
institution provided the employnient is not hazardous. Ai used in ttris
subsection, "institution of higher education,' means any constituent
institution of rhe university of North carolina, any North carolina
community golþg": or any college or university that awards postsêcondary
degrees." SECTION 4 Secfion ã of this act is õffective whenlt becornes law,
and shall apply to the 2001-20i02 acadernic year. Section 2 of this act expires
September 1r2004. The remainder of this act is effective when it becomes
law. Irt the General Assembly read three times and. ratified this the lgth day
ofJuly,200I.

Beverly E. Perdue
President of the Senate

James B. Black
Speaker of the House of Representatives
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Approved

Michael F. Easley
Governor

this dayof ,200L
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The ChaTee

House Bill 1246 from the 2001 session of the NC General Assembly directed the
Board of Governors of the University of North Carolina (Lr¡{C), in cooperátion with the
State Board of Educâtion, and the State Board of Community Coileães to study the
measures used in decision making for incoming freshmen for admission, placement, and
advanced placement by the constituent institutions of the IJNC system. Fuiher, the study
was to assess the various uses of those measures and the validity of those measures with
regard to academic performance and as predictors of a student's future academic
performance. In accordance with section 1(Ð of IIB 1,246,the IINC Board of Governors
submits this final report to the Joint Legislative Education Oversight Committee. This
final report folloivs the Interim !.eport'that was submitted on February 25, 2002
(Attachment 1).

Initial Steps

An initial meeting was held with representatives tiom UNC, the North Carolina
Community College System, and the Department of Public Instruction (DpÐ on October
10, 2001 to discuss a study that. would assess the measures used for admissions,
placement, and advanced placement decisions by the constituent institutions of .the
University system. There was a general discussion about the bill and the study to be
conducted. Possible data that could be used to address the issues was shared úy each
participating agency. The university and DPI officials agreed to share data sets that could
be used for the study. Also, participants were asked to check with their respective
president or state superintendent on representatives that should serve on the Study
Committee

A second meeting was held with the same representatives on December 1g, 200L.
The Group discussed the following items:

o Status report on sharing data between UNC and DpI;o Data that will be needed from individual LrNC campuses;o Research studies in the fietd to be reviewed;
o Recommendations for representatives tô serve on the Study Committee; ando Tentative timeline for next steps and report dates.

Following the Decernber 1.8, 2001 meeting, the Study Committee was formally
established by President Broad, President Lanðaster, and 

-Superintendent 
Ward. The

committee membership is provided in Attachment 2. The Committee held numerous
meetings between its formation in December 2001 and the UNC Board of Governor,s
Jlvrew and approval of this final report in November 2003. All meetings were held at the
UNC General Administration Building in Chapel Hill.
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The Study Process

A series of steps were undertaken to collect the available data on the measuresthat are used in making decisions for admissions, placement, and advanced placementwithin the LrNC system. Each uNC campus was asked to provide inforrnation in theseareas (Attachment 3). r--'---

In addition, 
!h! spdv committee a¡ked DPI to provide a sunmary of availabledata sets, such as end-of-course or end-of-g¡ade test áata that could be examined aspotential predictors for decision-making in idmissions, course placement and advancedplacement.

while the complete set of data available for analyses was being collected, theStudy committee reviewed the current research in the field and deterlnoined a set ofstudies to be conducted with the available data. n.rult, of these unutyr", *ere used toguide the additional steps in the study.

er, input 
1va¡ 

soyeht from Directors of Admissions, school counselors, andother groups' as needed. pé¡o¿ic study updates *"r" prouided to the [INC, NCcoinmunity college, and state Department of Public Instruction governing boards.

Tirineline i

The study continued over several months with regular meetings of the studycommittee' Report¡ were presented'at least twice,".lrt î.* to the trNc system Directorsof Admission and the chief Academic officers to ask íor trreir feedbackänffi;#rî;each of the three areas under study.

A final study c-ommittee rgport and related recommendations were made to theBoard of Governors at their Novemder 2003 meet**, õ"n"s of the final report were alsoshared with the chief Executive officers of both the NC ðommunity college system andthe State Department of public Instruction.

Data Review and Analvsis

The uNC student Data Files (sDF) contain demographic data on appried,accepted' and enrolled students for each trNC ínstitution. it 
"r" 

files also contain data onstudents' standa¡dized test scores such as the sAT un¿¡á, ACT. In more r."nt years dataare available on other linkable files that contain measures of student ,o.."r, in collegelike remediation, retention, GpAs, and graduation
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From the Department of Public hrstruction, files containing students' grades in
End of Course (EOC) high school exams were obtained for lggg-2000and 2000-01. The
EOC exams were established as a standardized, measure of courss mastery io be
administered at the completion of selected courses. The high school courses for which
EOC exams are administered include:

. English I
o English tI
o Algebra I
o Geometri
'o Algebra II
o Physical Science
o Biology
o Chemistry
o Physics
o ELPS @conomic, Legal, and political Systems)o U.S. History

Data on NC students' EOC exams from 1999-2000 and 2000-0L were obtained
from the DPI in a fashion that permitted their linkage to UNC SDF fites on a srudent-by-
student basis for statistical analysis.

These linkages provided the ability to conduct meaningful statistical analyses to
address the issues raised in the requiring legislation.

Results

Admissions

A survey of each of the adnússions offices within the UNC system indicated both
great consistency in the fundamental measures and factors considered. in the admissions
process and significant differences in the levels of selectivity, driven by admissions
detnand, among the sixteen campuses.

- All IJNC system campuses cohsider a student's high school academic record as
the most important measure in their admissions decision irutiog process. Specifically,
emphasis is placed both on a studentls high school course selectioiinruting thät t¡" UNCMinimum Course Reqtiirements MCn¡ have been met aad overall academic
performance as measured by grade point average and class rank. The more selective
campuses also carefully consider the rigor of iourses taken by a student given the
availability of advanced level courses at a particular high school, i.e. did the student takefulI advantage of the advanced course opportuniti", ã hir/her school. Thc point was
specifically made by the cdmpuses thit students were not dísadvantaged, íf theirparticular high school did not offer the advanced course opportunities ffired at other
schools.
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Both national studies and our own intemal research confirmed and supported thata student's high school record is the very best predictor of success in collegeïut that thehigh school record considered in conjunction with standardized test rrorJ"provides aneven better measure o{ nrgdicted performance than the record on its own. There is asignificant correlation (p<.05) betileen ¿ student's high school record unJf.rtor*un."on standardized tests with students having the best röords generally r;;ff; higher onthe tests' The more selective trNC campuses adnit the students with ihe bestîigh schoolrecords which explains why those schoôh utto tr** t igtt"r rrtun average standardized testscores.

Standardized test scores, either the SAT or the ACT, are used by alt sixteencampuses in conjunction with the student's high school record. The admissions offices on

Placement

the Profiles publication. All
and are widely distributed in

IINC campuses were clear that all placement and/or creditpolicies were academic decisions made by faculty in

Surveys completed by each of the sixteen campuses in the trNC system indicatedthat there is no consistent measure or approach to a freshman's placement in coursesacross the sixteen campuses. Several .a-purm do not use placement instruments at all,other campüses use a.variety of placemenitools jncluding campus-based placement tests,nationa! placement instrumentJ such as the Nelson ó"nny Test, the MathematicalAssociation of America placement instrument, the sAT tr achievement test results,Intemational Baccalaureate (IB) test results, ACT sub-scores, and SAT - math and verbalscoÍes. campuses use rhese tesr resurts ro derermin. if ,.*"dfi;; i,ä;ä'äi;advanced placement is warranted. In short, IINC .r*d;"r use the placement tools andprocesses they have determined best work for them und th"i, students.

In conjuncrion with. this srudy ly"ly: tINc campuses have begun exproring thecreation of a commoq math pracemánt t"st to be used à.ror, ,"ulJ-or ti, 
"u_prr"r.Although the sAT II Math Exam is required.uv Ñô-ðiI and Nc Srate for placemenrdecisions, a common placement test witf providé a toot ror assessment of math skills thatcan be appligd consistentry across the othår participating-.urrrpo."r.

Advanced Placement

campus.

11
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Piompted by the IlB t246 study, the UNC Office of the President directed the
chief acâdemic officers on each campus to perfonn a faculty review of their AP and IB
crgdi! and placement policies to ensure that each campus had current and appropriate
policies in place. It is significant to note that IB placement and credit policies have now
been developed on each UNC campus following state and national Association of IB
Programs guidelines. This reflects the rapid growth of this relatively new ad.vanced study
opportunity in North Carolina high schools and acloss the country.

Use of the SAT and/or ACT

The Study Committee examined closely each campus's use of SAT and/or ACT
scores in their admissions decision making process and determined that those
standardized test scores were being used appropriately. Each campus indicated a clear
campus-based statistical foundation as to test score validity as an admissions factor.
Further the Committee determined that SAT and/or ACT scores were significantly less
important in each campus's admissions decision process than a studentis overali high
school record. The Study Committee's research findings mirrored the College Board-'s
national findings that the best single predictor of coltege success is a student's high
school record including grade point average and class rank as well as rigor and depth ãf
courses taken. However, that prediction of success is enhanced and is more statistìcally
valid, when SAT or ACT test scores are also considered. Note that when ACT scores are
received, IINC campuses convert those scores to SAT equivalents following a nationally
recognized and recommended score conversion concordance table.

Beginning in March 2005, the College Board will implement the New SAT to
reflect several imþortant changes in this widely used standardized college admissions
test. Specifically, the New SAT will have, for the first time, a separate witing section
that will include a student produced essay along with a multipie choice section on
standard written English. Additionally, the old SAT verbal sectiõn will be changed to
Critical Reading under the New SAT to reflect a new emphasis on that critical cã[ege
suocess skill and the New SAT math will be expanded to include elements of algebra iI,
again to reflect the importance of this fundamental college success skill. Recognizing the
importance of these New SAT changes, especially the fõcus on writing, ttre tiVC Board
9f lo-yernors has passed a policy.requiringìhat beginning in March Z00S writlng must be
inciuded as part of any standardized test rèsults soUmitt"ã with an adrirission application.
This policy is in response to the optional writing component of the ACT;'the other
standædized admissions test used byUNC applicaits. lVriting is not an option for SAT
test takers and now will not be optional for ACT test takers applying to a UNC campus
elmer.

Because of these very significant changes in 1he standardized tests used. in
admissions, the Study Committee recommends the I-INC campuses re-examine their
policies and practices in 2007, after the campuses have had some experience with the
new tests, to ensure their continued appropriate use in the admissionJ decision making
pfocess.
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Many IJNC campuses indicated that factors in addition to the quantifiable
academic factors of-grade point average, class rank, and standardize¿ test scoies (SAT orACT) may be used in their admissions decision making process. These other factors,
often referied to as "non-cognitive" variables include: str-ength of curriculum relative toopportunities; extra or co-curricular involvement including part{ime work; demonstrated
leadership; first gene¡1tion college student; ou.r.orìring a significant hardship;
exceptionai talelt or abilities; community service; recommendationi; underrepresented
students; and essays. The professional judgment of experienced admissions staff wascited by several campuses as important in frigtrty selective adnrissions decisions.

The committee members spent a good deal of time reviewing and discussing Endof course Testing in North carolina to_ bã certain they uì¿erstoo¿ nirrv trr"liate,s end ofcourse testing program. The state's Eoc policy can te found on the *o¡¿_*iã":;;;i
. rt shoutd b. not; ffi;;ä;icourse tests are not administered for all of the courses included in the I.rNC systemrninimum course requ!rym9nts (MCR). Also, it is important to note that the state Board

o.f Education requires that EoC test results constitutË a minimum of 25vo of a student,sfinal grade in courses for which Eoc tests are administered. enatysis ln¿i.ur"d, u,expected, a very high conelation between high school grades in a course and the EoCtest results. since Eoc test scores are alread! incorpora:ted in high schooi grades, usingEoc test results as a separate predictor.-does not impr^oveor enhanãe a studeñt,s predictedchance for success at-the unÌversity. There are no äther known school felated state-widetests administered in North carolina that would enhance admissions decision making forUNC campuses.

Summary

. The HB 1246 study committee rearned a great deal about the acrmissionsprâctices across rhe IJNC system and was 
.narricu]arry"impressed with t o* plJä;ä;ìall of the Admissions offices are and with the obvious care and attention with which theymake their admissions decisions. The committee was also impressed to learn how verysimilar the various offices were in the factor. ,onrid"r"d for admission with thedifferences in freshman class quality driven by the gt uiã.-und for admission on somecampuSes compared to others.
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Although a number of policy reviews were underway the timing of the Iß t246
study reaffirmed and contributed a positive impact on the following initiatives:

' The alignment of the new UNC Minimum Course Requirements with high school
graduation requirements for the college/university prep course of study.o The alignment of the college tech program with the high schooi graduation
requirements for the college tech prep course of study.

o Each campus conducted a faculty review of AP and IB credit awarded and
updated their policies as appropriate.

o Twelve campuses have undertaken an initiative to develop a common math
placement test.

o { new BOG policy has been passed requiring students to submit the New SAT
with writing or the ACT wirh writing beginning in 2005.

As a result of this study, The Iß 1246 Study Committee concluded the following:

a) admissions decisions are a complex process and involve the use of multiple
variables in assessing a student's probability for success;

b) each of the llNC campuses have demonstrated responsible management in the
decision making process and annually review their criteria for admission;

c) the admissions offices take great care to insure that the criteria and level of
selectivity for admission is consistent with the mission of the campus;

d) the high school GPA provides the single greatest predictive value for success in
college and the end of course test resultJ arJakeady iactored into the GpA; and

e) even though the GPA is the single best predictor of success in college, the use of the
SATiACT with the GPA enhances the overall prediction of cotlege success

Recorirmendations

As a result of this study, the Study Committee recommends:

(1) the campuses continue current practices including the use of multiple factors
in making admissions, placement and advànced placement ãecisions, appropriate to that
institution's mission and level of admissions seleótivity;

(2) a follow-up study be conducted after campuses have had experience with the
New SAT to see w!at, if any, impact the test eohancements have hì¿ on predictive
validity in the admissions decision making process; and

(3) the llNC Office of the President should direct the campuses to regularly
review their admissions, placement and advanced placement policies and practices to
insure these policies are dynamic to reflect changes in testing and asJessment of
prospective students.
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MOLLY CORBETT B ß.Or,,D, Prc.tident

Telephone: (919) 969-1000 Fax: (919) 845-9695
E-mail: mbroad@ga.unc.edu

February 25,2002

The Honorable Walter H. Dalton,Co-Chair
The Honorable R. Eugene Rogers, Co-Chair
Joint Legislative Education Oversight Committee
North Carolinâ General Assembly
16 West Jones Street
Raleigh, North Carolina 2i,6OL280B

RE: SessionLaws 2001-312(Iß LZ46)

Dear Chaii"lnen:
ì

The Board of Governors Interim Report is transmitted herewith in response to the 2001

_General Assembly, session Laws 2001- 312 (IIB 1246) AN ACT TObTRECT THE
BOARD oF covERNoRS oF TIIE tlNwERSrrY oF NORTH CAROLINA; iN
COOPERATION WMH TIIE STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION AND THE ¡TETB
BOARD OF COMMU\TTY COLLEGES, TO STUDY THE MEASUNBS USED FOR
ADMISSIONS, PLACE}VTENT' AND ADVANCED PLACEMENT DECISIONS BY TIIE
CONSTiTUENT INSTITUTIONS OF TITE STATE'S L]NrVERSMY SYSTEM, TO
ALLO]il INTELLECTUALLY GIFTED YOUTHS TO ATTEND COMMLÏNITY
COLLEGES AND TO ALLOTV CERTAIN YOIIIHS TO BE EMLOYED BY
INSTITUTIONS OF HIGITER EDUCATION.

In accordance with Section 1(c) of HB 1246, the Board of Governors will.submit a final
report to !þe Joint Legislative Education Oversight Committée on December 1, 2003.

If wetan provide any further information or ans\ryer any questions, please do not hesitate to
contact us.

Sincerely,

Molly Corbett Broad

Attachment

The Honorable Michael ward, superintendent of public rnstruction
lvfr. H. Martin Lancaster, President, N,c. community college system
Dr. GretchenM. Bataille, Senio¡ vice presidênt for Academic Affairs
ivfr. J. B. Miliiken, Vice President for public Affairs

& University Advancement
,,/Dr. Robert c. Kanoy, III, Associate vice p¡esident for Academic affairs

Dr. Shirley lorio, Research Division, N.C. General Assembly
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Attachment L

Interim Report
. For
House Bilt 1246

Initial Stêps

An initial meeting was held with representatives from UNC, the North Carolina
c-o_mmunity college system, and the Department of Public Instruction on october 10,200L. There was a general discussion ábout the bill and the study to be conducted.
Possible data that could be used to address the issues was shared by each participating
agency. The university and DPI officials agreed to share data sets tnát migtri be used for
the study by the next meeting. Also, participants were asked to chãck with their
respective president or state superintendent on representatives that should serve on the
Study Committee.

A second hreeting was held with the same representatives on December Lg, 200L. The
Group discussed the following items:

o Status report on sharing data between UNC and DpI;o 'Data that will be needed from individuar uNC campuses;i Research studies in the field to be reviewed;
o Recommendations for representatives to serve on the Study Committee; ando Tentative timeline for next steps and report dates.

The Study Committee has now been established by President Broad, president Lancaster,
and Superintendent Ward. The committee membership is provided in Attachment 1. Thecommittee is scheduled to meet March L4,2a02 nóm q:oo a.m. to 12:00 noon at the
LINC General Adminisrration Building in Chapel Hill.

Next Stebs

The.next series pf steps will be to collect the available data that is currently used in
Saking decisions for admissions, pl4cement, and advanced placement. Each campus has
been asked to provide an initial sef of information in rhese *"u, 1r." Ãtt;Ã;*;j. " "*

In addition, the Study Committee has asked DPI to provide a summary of available datasets, such as end-of-course or end-of-grade data tirat could be exarnined as potentialpredictors for decision-making.

once the complete set of data that is available for analyses is known, the StudyCommittee will review the current resêarch in the field and determine a set of sfudies tobe conducted with the available data. Results of these preliminary analyses will be usedto guide future steps in the study.



In addition, input will be sought frsm Directors of Admissions, school counselors, and
other groups, as needed. Periodic updates will be provided to the three governing boards.

Timeline

The study will continue over the next several months with regular meetings of the Study
Comrnittee. Reports will be presented at least twice each year to the Directors of
Admissions and the Chief Academic Officers to ask for their feedback and insights on
each of the three areas under study.

A final report and any related recomrnendations will be made to the Board of Governors
in the fall of 2003 so that a final report can be given to the Joint Legislative Ed.ucation
Oversight Committee by December 1,2003.
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HB 1246 Study Committee Roster

Bobby Kanoy, chair
Associate Vice President for Academic
Affairs
UNC Office of the Pt'esident
PO Box 2688
Chapel Hill, NC 27515-2688
(919) 962-4907, Fax: (919) 962-7139
kanov@ northcarolina.edu

June Atkinson.
Director of lhstructional Services
North Carolina Oepártment of Public
lnstruction
301 Nodh Wilmington Street
Raleigh, NC 27601-2825 .

(919) 807-3815, Fax: (919) 807-3899
iatkinsb @ dpi.slate.nc.us

Troy Barksdale
Associate Vice President for Program
Assessment
UNC Office of the President
PO Box 2688
Chapel Hill; NC 27515-2688
(919) 962-4554, Fax: (919) 962-4316
tbarks @ northcarolina.edu

Keith Brown
Associate Viie President for planning &
Research
North Carolina Comniunity College System
5008 Mail Service Center
Raleigh, NC 27699-5008
(919) 733-7051, Fax: (919) 799-0680
brownlf@ ncccs.cc.nc.us

George Dixon
Vice Provost for Enrollment Management &
Services
North Carolina State University
112 Peele Hall-Campus Box 7103
Raleigh, NC 27695-7104
(919) 515-2434, Fax: (919) S15-5009
qéorqe dixon @ ncsu.edu

Lou Fabrizio
Director of Accountability Services
North Çarolina Department of Public
lnstruction
301 North Wilmington Street
Raleigh, NG 27601-2825
(919) 807-3770, Fax: (919) BO7-gTZz
lf abrizi @ dpi.sta'te.nc. us

Larry Mayes
Assistant Vice President for progiam
Assessment '

UNC Office of the President
PO Bpx 2688
Chapel Hifl, NC 27515-Z6Ba
(919) 962-3881, Fax: (919) 962;3591%
Ken Whitehurst
Director, Student Development Services
North Carolina Community College System
5019 Mail Servíce Center'
Raleigh, NC 27699-5019
(919) 733-7051, Fax: (919) 793-0680
whitehurstk @ ncccs.cc. nc. us

Harry Williams
Director of Admissions
North Carolina A&T State Univ.
Office of .Admissions - BC Weþb Hall
Greensboro, Norlh Carolina 27411
(336) 334-7946, Fax:
willhl@ncat.edu
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The llniversity of North Carolina
OFFICE OF TIIE PRESiDENT

POST OFFICE BOX ¿688, CHAPEL ÊIILL, NC 2?515-2688

ROBERT C. I(ANOY, ¿l.ssot.íru f c V i c p P re si¡le nt fo r.,1 t: r ule mit: ;lJ,'fr ù rs

'lì'lt'phone: (9l9J ró2-1000 . Fax: (919) 962-7r:\,g. lì-nrui[: kanoy@northcaiori¡ra.ecl¡

MEMORANDI.]'A{

To: Directors of Adrnissions

From: Robert C. Kanoy fuV
Date: January 14,2002

Re: Data needed for tIB 1246 Study

As you know, Íß l246requires the Board of Governors, in cooperâtion v/ith the
State Board of Education and the State Board of Community Coiieges, to conduct a
study on the measures used for admissions; placement, gnd â¿uurr"ã¿ placement
decisions.

In preparation of thestudy, George"Dixon and Haffy'Williams have been meeting
with a stud.y group. The official Stuay Committee *itl U. appoinred in the coming.
weeks (and I expect George and Hany will both serve on theìommittee).

At this time, I need to ask your help with two pieces oflduta. Attached are two fonns
to insert information on how admissions and. placement decisions are made. please
feel free to include any additional information you feel the cornmittee should. review.

Please return both forms and any additional materials to me by Friday. February L,
2002. Thank you for your help ând as soon as rhe committ". has b!ããffiäy
appointed, I will send along a copy of the roster. . .

Please let me know if you have any questions.

RCIüjam

cc: Senior Vice President Bataille

\ton-SaIeur
/ Uni.,er.sity

lunl I!;,1¡"il¡|t¡l!/
rr¡lir¡ \r'li¡¡¡¡
¡.1 l'Í
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Part I - Admissions

Please briefly describe your campus' process for making admissions
decisions. If a formula is used, please describe the variábles used and
weights given to these factors. Feel free to attach any additional
materials you think the study committee should review.



Part II - Placement

Please indicate for each subject areatf a freshman placement teslinstrumen! is used (specify the test) and briefly
describe how it is used in.making the freshman placement decision

Subject

1) English

2)Math

3) Second Language

4) Science

5) Other:



Executive Summary to the Joint Legislative Education Oversight Committee
From the North Carolina Community College System

Weighted Credit Issue
January 14,2004

The issue of weighted credit for community colleges has been discussed for years. The major concem for
students who take community college courses while still in high school is the inequities created in the

quantitative measures of Grade Point Average (GPA) and class rank. Not giving college courses the same

consideration as Advanced Placement (AP) and honors courses is a negative incentive for students to take

community college courses. The immediate impact of a lower GPA and the resulting lower class rank
might be the deciding factor that a student no longer qualifies for valedictorian/salutatorian, or other

academic honors at the high school. While even a 0.10 difference in overall GPA might not seem

significant when considered independently, it could lower class rank enough that a student falls below a
minimal percentage for admission and/or scholarship consideration. The impact increases as the size of
the class decreases.

In the fall of 1999, Superintendent Mike Ward appointed a focus group to review the current State

Board of Education policies about weighted quality points. As a result, on April 12,2000 the State

Board of Education and the State Board of Community Colleges submitted a final report to the

Legislative Oversight Committee, and Legislative Fiscal Research Division. This report identified
barriers and made "recommendations for achieving the goal of the General Assernbly to increase the

number of qualified high school students participating in cooperative high school programs that are

provided by local community colleges". To remove the barrier, the State Board recommended that

"students...will receive the same weighted credit on a high school transcript as a student who is
enrolled in a high school AP course."

The greatest barrier cited by parents and students from correspondences and at a public hearing was

weighted credit. The students who take these courses are typically the best in their high school

classes and are concerned about class ranking and overall grade point average. The lack ofwêighted
credit forces students to make costly choices because it will influence their class rank.

a

o A panel from the Education Liaison Committee reviewed the issue and recommended that college-
level courses taken by high school students receive the same weight as Advanced Placement (AP)

courses since AP courses are given extra weight because their "content, rigor, and pace are considered

to be at the college level" (from a 1994 document, Standards for Calculating the Weighted Grade

Point Average and Class Rank on North Carolina Public High School Transcripts).




