Establish State Education Grants
5L 2003-429 (HB 150)

: ¥ Directs the State Education Assistance
Authority (SEAA) to adopt rules to
administer the tuition grants provided for

= inthebill.

= .- ¢ Directs the SEAA to pay the tuition grants
directly to the eligible students and the
amount of the grant will be determined by
the General Assembly.

"« Effective July 1, 2003 and applies to the
- 2003-2004 academic year and each year
" thereafter.

July 2003 Education Team - Research Div. 18

This legislation establishes a different administrative procedure to provide tuition grants to eligible North
Carolina undergraduate students who attend a private nonprofit educational institution that is not owned or
operated by the State, is accredited by the Southern Association of Colleges and Schools, and awards a
postsecondary degree as it is defined in G.S. 116-15. 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 completes the academic year and the
SEAA must receive proper certification from the institution that the student is eligible. The first
disbursement of money is in the second year of this bicnnium (July 2004). The SEAA must document the
number of full-time equivalent students that are enrolled 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 Committee.
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Es’rabllsh S’raTe Educa‘ruon Gmm‘s ‘
_ SL 2003-429 (HB 150)
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- Authority (SEAA) to adopt rulesto
_____ — administer the tuition grants pr'owded for
— ;-; - in the bill. |
— ¢ Directs the SEAA ‘ro pay The ‘ruu‘rlon grants
— directly to the eligible students and the
—  amount of the grant will be de’rer'mmed by
~ the General Assembly. .

= ¥ Effective July 1, 2003 and applles to ’rhe
— . 2003-2004 academic year and each year
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. Budget Highlights
~for the UNC System

"« Enrollment - Provides $46.6 million to fully
fund the UNC System's projected 4.5%
enrollment growth. The projected
enrollment growth is equal fo an additional
6,123 FTE students.

4 Financial Aid - Provides an additional
$10.25 million from the Escheats Fund for
need-based student financial aid. :

~ « Aid to Private Colleges - Fully funds growth

in aid to private colleges at $2.8 million,
" and does not cut their budgets.

July 2003 . Education Team - Research Div. 120
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" Budget Highlights
‘for the UNC Sys‘rem

ﬁ: Enr'ollmen’r Pr'owdes $46.6 mllluon to full *
__ - fund the UNC System's projected 4.5% = - L
—— enrollment growth. The projected -
~ enrollment growth is equal to an 0ddl‘|’l0n0| |
-~ 6,123 FTE students. SO
—— % Financial Aid - Provides an additional -
—— $10.25 million from the Escheats Fund for =
—~— ‘'need-based student financial aid. \

- % Aid to Private Colleges - Fully funds gr'ow’rh |
~ inaid to private colleges at $2.8 million,
— and does not cut their budgeTs

= July 2003 Education Team - Research Div. = -~ - 120 -



'Budget Highlights
for- the UNC Sys‘rem
& Pr‘ovndes an addmonal $1 mllllon for the
President's Strategic Inmcmve. Reserve
for bond oversight. ‘
¥ Gives the small and unique missioned

schools an additional appropriation of
$500,000 each (UNC- Ashewlle and School

of the Arts).

July 2003 Education Team - Research Div. 121
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~ Budget Highlights
“for the UNC System

# Starts a new program to provide full
tuition scholarships for graduates of the
NC School of Science and Math starting
with the graduates in spring 2004.

—— % Gives funds for engineering start-up

“programs to UNC-Asheville, Western
Carolina University and East Carolina
University ($900,000 total).

July 2003 Education Team - Research Div.
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Referrals-to Existing \
_;‘..T._-_Commi_ss:ions,Commiﬁees,Departments,
= Agencies A

% The Joint Legislative Education Oversight
Committee shall study the following issues:

r Whether To Extend Tuition Waivers To Certain Persons
Enrolled In UNC Constituent Institutions And Community
Colleges. S.L.2003-230 (SB 424).

r Effects Of Rapid Growth In Student Population On Local
School Administrative Units. S.L. 2003-284, Sec. 7.29 (HB
397, Sec. 7.29).

+ Recommendations Based On State Board Of Education
Review Of Teacher Certification Process. S.L. 2003-284,
Sec. 7.39 (HB 397, Sec. 7.39).

+ Evaluation Of The Comprehensive Articulation Agreement.
S.L. 2003-284, Sec. 8.12 (HB 397, Sec. 8.12).

July 2003 Education Team - Research Div. 124
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~Referralsto Exus‘rmg |
.;;éommussuons Commuﬁees Deparfmen’rs

& The Joint L‘egisla’rive E'd'uca’r‘ion.O\/’e"rsighf, .
Committee shall study the following issues: -

. r Whether To Extend Tuition Waivers To Certain Persons
= Enrolled In UNC Constituent Institutions And Communlty
= Colleges. S.L. 2003-230 (SB 424). R
—  °  r Effects Of Rapid Growth In Student Population:On Local

- School Adm|n|strat|ve Units. S.L. 2003- 284 Sec. 7.29 (HB |
== 397, Sec. 7.29). - *
—  r Recommendatlons Based On State Board Of Educatlon %
= Review Of Teacher Certification Process. ' S. L 2003- 284
Sec. 7.39 (HB 397, Sec. 7.39). <

——  r Evaluation Of The Comprehensive Articulation Agreement
== - . S.L 2003- 284, Sec. 8.12 (HB-397, Sec. 8. 12)
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= Referrals to Existing ,
f?;i;igommissi,ons,Commi‘r’rees,Depar’rmen.‘rs,
“q Agencies

~— « The State Board of Education has been
: directed to study the following issues:

r Policies That Ercourage Potential Dropouts To Remain In
= School And Encourage All Students To Pursue A Rigorous
s Academic Course Of Study. SL. 2003-277 (SB 656).

S r Initiatives To Assist High-Priority Schools. "S.L. 2003~
= 284, Sec. 7.10(c) (HB 397, Sec. 7.10(c)).
—_— r Allotment Formula For Funding Students With Limited
— English Proficiency. S.L.2003-284, Sec. 7.19(c) (HB 397,
Sec. 7.15(c)).
~ Results OF A Pilot Program To Test A Revised ABCs [

= Model. S.L.2003-284, Sec. 7.16(c) (HB 397, Sec.
=== . 7.16(c)).

July 2003 Education Team - Research Div. 125

125



Agencues

‘ﬁt The State Board of EduCcn‘i‘on has b‘een' |
. directed to study the following issues:

+ Policies That Encourage Potential Dropouts To Remain In q
" School And Encourage All Students To Pursue A ngor'ous .
Academic Course Of Study. S.L.2003-277 (SB656). -

.+ Initiatives To Assist High-Priority Schools. 'SL. 2003-
7 284 Sec 7.10(c) (HB 397, Sec. 710()).

+ Allotment Formula For Funding Students With Limited
— ' English Proficiency. S.L.2003-284, Sec. 715(c) (HB 397, -
== 1 "Sec 7.15(c)). | -
=" r Results Of A Pilot Program To Test A Revised ABCs
= Model. S.L.2003-284, Sec. 716(c) (HB 397, Sec.
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Referrals-to Existing ]
s -é,.l'Commissi,ons,Commiﬁees,Deparfmem‘s,
( ' Agencies

="« The State Board of Education (cont'd):

x r Expenditure Of Funds To Assist Lecal School
Administrative Units And Individual Schools In Meeting"-
e Adeguate Yearly Progress (AYP) Goals With The Subgroups
= Specified In The Ne Child Left Behind Act Of 2001. S.L.

: 2003-284, Sec. 7.17 (HB 397, Sec. 7.17).

= r Whether The Minimum Required Score On The PRAXIS

= Exam Demonstrates Academic And Professional
Preparation For Teaching. SL.2003-2B4, Sec. 7.20(d) (-8B
e 397, Sec. 7.20(d)).

—= * Revisions To The Curriculum Requirements For Lateral

— Entry Candidates. S..2003-284, Sec. 7.20(f) (HB 397,
— Sec. 7.20(f)).

July 2003 Education Team - Research Div. 126 J
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 Referrals fo Existing _
~ Commissions Committees Depar’rmen’rs '
= AgenC|es '

ﬁ The State Board of Education (con‘r d):

— + Expenditure Of Funds To Assist Local School ¢ L
Administrative Units And Individual Schools In Mee’rmg
Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Goals With The Subgr'oups
Specified In The No Child Left Behind Act Of 2001 S L
2003-284, Sec. 7.17 (HB 397, Sec. 7.17). ’

'+ Whether The Minimum Requur'ed Score On The PRAXIS
Exam Demonstrates Academic And Professional | ’—

Preparation For Teachmg S.L. 2003 284, Sec 7 20(d) (HB

== 397, Sec. 7.20(d)). |

—  t Revisions To The Curriculum Requnremen‘rs For' Lateral

=— Entry Candidates. S.L. 2003-284, Sec. 7.20(f) (HB 397
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Referrals.to Existing
Commissions Committees Departments,
S Agencies

# The State Board of Education (cont'd):
r Adequacy Of Suer' Rules Adopted By Local Boards Of
Education On The Use Of Activity Buses. S.L. 2003-284,
Sec. 7.25(c) (HB 397, Sec. 7.25(c)).
_-: r Characteristics Of Mentor Teacher Programs That Are
= Most Effective In Retaining Teachers. S.L. 2003-284,
Sec. 7.30(d) (HB 397, Sec. 7.30(d)). :
- Effectiveness Of Local Mentor Teacher Programs. S.L
= 2003-284, Sec, 7.30(e) (HB 397, Sec. 7.30(e)).

s - Ratio Of School Nurses To Students Needed Ta Provide
= Services. S.L.2003-284, Sec. 7.32 (HB 397, Sec. 7.32).
— r Implementation Of The Pilot Programs On Financial
S Literacy. S.L.2003-284, Sec.7.35 (HB 397, Sec. 7.35).

July 2003 Education Team - Research Div. 127
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Referrals to Existing
*~f-f‘“l{j'OmmISSIOnS Commu’rfees Deparfmem‘s

= % The State Board of Education (con’r d):
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== ~ Sec. 7.25(c) (HB 397, Sec. 7.25(c)). |

+ Characteristics Of Mentor Teacher Pr'ogr'ams That Ar'e
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Referrals to Existing
f_—_f-.*Commissi,ons‘,CommiT’rees,Dlepar"rmenTS,
Agencies

 The State Board of Education (cont'd):

r Weighted Grades For High School Students Taki
University And Community €ollege Courses. 5.L. 2003-
284 Sec.7.36 (HB 397, Sec. 7. ).

~ Review Of Teacher Certification Pracess. S.L. 2003-
284, Sec. 7.39 (HB 397, Sec. 7.39).

- Statewide Privatization Of State-Funded Driver
Education Progrems. S.L. 2003-284, Sec. 29.7 (HB 397,
Sec. 29.7).

= Efforts To Assist Local Scheol Administrative Units And
Tndividual Schools In Meeting Adequate Yearly Progress
(AYP) Gocls With The Subgroups Specified In The No
Child Left Behind Act Of 2001, SL. 2003-419, (HB 797).

July 2003 Education Team - Research Div. 128
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" _Referralsto Exushng e
Commussnons LCommittees Depar’rmen’rs -'
( S A ge n C 1es

ﬁ The State Board of Educa’rlon (con‘r d)
r Weighted Grades For High School Students Taking

University And Commum‘ry College Courses.  S. L. 2003-
= - 284, Sec.7.36 (HB 397, Sec. 7.36). .
— r Review Of Teacher Certification Process S.L.2003-

284, Sec. 7.39 (HB 397, Sec. 7.39).

~— .+ Statewide Privatization Of State- Funded Drlver' |
= Education Programs. S.L. 2003-284, Sec 297 (HB 397
Sec. 29.7).
r Efforts To Assist Local School Admmls‘rr'a’nve Units And
Individual Schools In Meeting Adequate Yearly Progress - -
(AYP) Goals With The Subgroups Specified In The No - . -
Child Left Behind Act Of 2001. S.L. 2003-419; (HB-797). -
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.‘Referrals-to Existing.

- Commussnons Committees Depar'rménts

Agencies

# The UNC Board of Governors.has been
directed to study the following issue:
& Film Industry Feasibility: S.L. 2003-284, Sec.
9.5 (HB 397, Sec. 9.5).

July 2003 Education Team - Research Div. 129
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~ directed to study the following issue:

~ r Film Industry Feasibility. S.L. 2003- 284, Sec
© 95(HB397/Sec.95). -
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GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF NORTH CAROLINA
SESSION 2001

SESSION LAW 2001-312
HOUSE BILL 1246

AN ACT TO DIRECT THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF THE UNIVERSITY
OF NORTH CAROLINA, IN COOPERATION WITH THE STATE BOARD
OF EDUCATION AND THE STATE BOARD OF COMMUNITY
COLLEGES, TO STUDY THE MEASURES USED FOR ADMISSIONS,
PLACEMENT, AND ADVANCED PLACEMENT DECISIONS BY THE
CONSTITUENT INSTITUTIONS OF THE STATE'S UNIVERSITY
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:

SECTION 1.(a) The Board of Governors of The University of North
Carolina, in cooperation with the State Board of Education and the State Board of
Community Colleges, shall study the measures used by the constituent institutions
to make admissions, placement, and advanced placement decisions regarding
incoming freshmen am§j shall assess the various uses made of those measures and
the validity of those measures with regard to a student's academic performance and
as predictors of a student's future academic performance. They shall also assess
whether other alternative measures may be equally valid or more accurate as
indicators of a student's academic performance. In the study, particular
consideration should be given to whether or not to eliminate, continue, or change
the emphasis placed on the Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) and ACT Assessment
for North Carolina students as a mandatory university admissions measure. The
study should review incorporating the State's testing program into admissions,
placement, and advanced placement decisions. Based on its findings, the Board of
Governors of The University of North Carolina, in cooperation with the State
Board of Education and the State Board of Community Colleges, may develop
recommendations to improve the measures used to assess a student's academic
performance, to adopt alternative measures, or to use various combinations of both
to determine more accurately a student's academic 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
University System. Included in the factors to be studied are grade
point average, class rank, and the SAT and ACT Assessment.
Each element may be studied for reliability and validity
independently and as used together. The Board of Governors
may also compare the State's end-of-course testing with the SAT
and ACT Assessment, assess how each reflects a student's
academic performance, and consider shifting the emphasis



@

€)

(4)

currently placed on the SAT and ACT Assessment as an
admissions measure to the State's end-of-course tests or other
available tests as an admissions measure. In its study, 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
}éerformance of applicants who do not have 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
may 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 Governors may review with the State Board of
Education recommendations that incorporate end-of-course
testing as part of the admissions process. The State Board of
Education may develop recommendations to improve the
alignment of end-of-course tests and secondary coursework with
the expectations of the constituent institutions and the State
Board of Community Colleges.

Placement. — The Board of Governors may consider reviewing
the assessment methods currently used by constituent institutions
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,

Advanced placement testing. — The Board of Governors may
review the use of test scores in granting college-level course
credit by constituent institutions.

Other relevant issues. — The Board of Governors may study 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 b

December 1, 2003. It is recommended that the study continue

beyond the final report date. Interim and final reports of the Committee may
include recommended legislation.
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The University of North Carolina

OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

POST OFFICE BOX 2688, CHAPEL HILL, NC 27515-2688
GRETCHEN M. BATAILLE, Senior Vice President for Academic Affairs
Telephone: (919) 962-4614 ¢ Fax: (919) 843-6843 ¢ E-mail: bataille@northcarolina.edu

November 19, 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 27601-2808

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 Bill 1246. This law requires the Board of
Governors to submit a report to the Joint Legislative Education Oversight
Committee by December 1, 2003. House Bill 1246 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 Colleges 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,

ﬁ‘;%;ataﬂle

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
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Report on Measures Used in Decision Making for
Incoming Freshmen for Admission and Placement

FINAL REPORT
FOR
HOUSE BILL 1246
GENERAL ASSEMBLY of NORTH CAROLINA
SESSION LAWS 2001-312

Submitted to |
Joint Legislative Education Oversight Committee

By

Board of Governors
The University of North Carolina

December 1, 2003



Executive Summary

House Bill 1246 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 fol'r 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 President
Martin Lancaster, and State Superintendent Michael Ward. The committee membership
is provided in Attachment 2. |

Data on end-of-course (EOC) exams were collected from the Department of
Public Instruction and data on university admissions, course placement, and advanced
placement were collected from the sixteen UNC 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 placement was received from UNC Directors of Admission, Secondary School
Counselors, and Community College Transfer Counselors.

Summary of Findings

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 bollege preparatory

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



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 measutes are sufficient at this time to replace campus based
instruments or policiés used for placement and /or advanced placement.

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

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

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

e 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;

e the high school GPA provides the single greatest predictive value for success in

college and the end of course (EOC) test results have been appropriately factored
into the GPA; and

e although the GPA is the single best predictor of success in college, the use of the
SAT/ACT with the GPA enhances the overall prediction of college success.

Given the above points, the Study Committee recommends that the campuses continue
current practices including the use of multiple factors ir making admissions, placement
and advanced placement decisions. Ip addition, the Study Committee recommends 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 admissioné 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.



GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF NORTH CAROLINA

SESSION 2001

HOUSE BILL 1246
RATIFIED BILL

AN ACT TO DIRECT THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF THE UNIVERSITY
OF NORTH CAROLINA, IN COOPERATION WITH THE STATE BOARD OF
EDUCATION AND THE STATE BOARD OF COMMUNITY COLLEGES, TO
STUDY THE MEASURES USED FOR ADMISSIONS, PLACEMENT, AND
ADVANCED PLACEMENT DECISIONS BY THE CONSTITUENT
INSTITUTIONS OF THE STATE'S UNIVERSITY 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:

SECTION 1 (a) The Board of Governors of The University of North Carolina,
in cooperation with the State Board of Education and the State Board of
Community Colleges, shall study the measures used by the constituent institutions
to make admissions, placement, and advanced placement decisions regarding
incoming freshmen and shall assess the various uses made of those measures and the
validity of those measures with regard to a student's academic performance and as
predictors of a student's future academic performance. They shall also assess
whether other alternative measures may be equally valid or more accurate as
indicators of a student's academic performance. In the study, particular
consideration should be given to whether or not to eliminate, continue, or change
the emphasis placed on the Scholastic A ptitude Test (SAT) and ACT Assessment for
North Carolina students as a mandatory university admissions measure. The study
should review incorporating the State's testing program into admissions, placement,
and advanced placement decisions. Based on its findings, the Board of Governors of
The University of North Carolina, in cooperation with the State Board of Education
and the State Board of Community Colleges, may ‘develop recommendations to
improve the measures used to assess a student's academic performance, to adopt
alternative measures, or to use various combinations of both to determine more
accurately a student's academic 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 University System.



Included in the factors to be studied are grade point average, class rank, and
the SAT and ACT Assessment. Each element may be studied for reliability and
validity independently and as used together. The Board of Governors may also
compare the State's end-of-course testing with the SAT and ACT Assessment, assess
how each reflects a student's academic performance, and consider shifting the
emphasis currently placed on the SAT and ACT Assessment as an admissions
measure to the State's end-of-course tests or other available tests as.an admissions
measure. In its study, 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 have 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 may include the use of North Carolina end-of-
course tests as an element in admissions decisions alone or in combination with a
charige of the weight of emphasis on the SAT and ACT Assessment. The
recommendations may also include maintaining the current process. The Board of
Governors may review with the State Board of Education recommendations that
incorporate end-of-course testing as part of the admissions process. The State Board
of Education may develop recommendations to improve the alignment of end-of-
course tests and secondary coursework 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 institutions 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 by constituent
institutions.

(4) Other relevant issues. - The Board of Governors may study 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 1, 2003. It is recommended that the study continue beyond the final

report date. Interim and final reports of the Committee may include recommended
legislation.



SECTION 2 Article 1 of Chapter 115D of the General Statutes is amended by
adding a new section to read: "'§ 115D-1.1. Discretion in 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:

4] The president of the community college or the president's designee
finds, based on criteria established by the State Board of
Community Colleges, that the student is intellectually gifted and
that the student has the maturity to justify admission to the
community college; and

) 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 the student is
enrolled. ;

b. The administrator, or the administrator's designee, of the
nonpublic school in which the student is enrolled.

¢. . The person who provides the academic instruction in the

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 Instruction, shall adopt rules to implement this section.
SECTION 3 G.S. 95-25.5 is amended by adding anew subsection to read:
"'(m) Notwithstanding any other provision of this section, youths who are
enrolled at an institution of higher education may be employed by the
institution provided the employmient is not hazardous. As used in this
subsection, "institution of higher education" means any constituent
institution of The University of North Carolina, any North Carolina
community college, or any college or university that awards postsecondary
degrees." SECTION 4 Section 2 of this act is effective when it becomes law,
and shall apply to the 2001-2002 academic year. Section 2 of this act expires
September 1, 2004. The remainder of this act is effective when it becomes

law. In the General Assembly read three times and ratified this the 18th day
of July, 2001. '

Beverly E. Perdue
President of the Senate

James B. Black
Speaker of the House of Representatives



Michael F. Easley
Governor

Approved this day of , 2001




The Charge

House Bill 1246 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 Educition, and the State Board of Community Colleges to study the
measures used in decision making for incoming freshmen for admission, placement, and
advanced placement by the constituent institutions of the UNC system. Further, 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(c) of HB 1246, the UNC Board of Governors
submits this final report to the Joint Legislative Education Oversight Committee. This

final report follows the Interim Report ‘that was submitted on February 25, 2002
(Attachment 1).

Initial Steps

An initial meeting was held with representatives from UNC, the North Carolina
Community College System, and the Department of Public Instruction (DPI) 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 by 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 18, 2001.
The Group discussed the following items:

* Status report on sharing data between UNC and DPI;

* Data that will be needed from individual UNC campuses;

e Research studies in the field to be reviewed;

e Recomimendations for representatives to serve on the Study Committee; and

¢ Tentative timeline for next steps and repot dates.

Following the December 18, 2001 meeting, the Study Committee was formally
established by President Broad, President Lancaster, 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

review and approval of this final report in November 2003. All meetings were held at the
UNC General Administration Building in Chapel Hill.



The Study Process

A series of steps were undertaken to collect the available data on the measures
that are used in making decisions for admissions, placement, and advanced placement
within the UNC system. Each UNC campus was asked to provide information in these
areas (Attachment 3).

In addition, the Study Committee asked DPI to provide a summary of available
data sets, such as end-of-course or end-of-grade test data that could be examined as

potential predictors for decision-making in admissions, course placement and advanced
placement.

While the complete set of data available for analyses was being collected, the
Study Committee reviewed the current research in the field and determined a set of
studies to be conducted with the available data. Results of these analyses were used to
guide the additional steps in the study.

Further, input was sought from Directors of Admissions, school counselors, and
other groups, as needed. Periodic study updates were provided to the UNC, NC
Community College, and State Department of Public Instruction governing boards.

Timeline

The study continued over several months with regular meetings of the Study
Committee. Reports were presented.at least twice each year to the UNC system Directors
of Admission and the Chief Academic Officers to ask for their feedback and insights on
each of the three areas under study.

A final Study Committee report and related recommendations were made to the
Board of Governors at their November 2003 meeting. Copies of the final report were also
shared with the Chief Executive Officers of both the NC Community College System and
the State Department of Public Instruction.

Data Review and Analysis

The UNC Student Data Files (SDF) contain demographic data on applied,
accepted, and enrolled students for each UNC institution. These files also contain data on
students’ standardized test scores such as the SAT and/or ACT. In more recent years data
are available on other linkable files that contain measures of student success in college
like remediation, retention, GPAs, and graduation.



From the Department of Public Instruction, files containing students’ grades in
End of Course (EOC) high school exams were obtained for 1999-2000 and 2000-01. The
EOC exams were established as a standardized measure of course mastery to be
administered at the completion of selected courses. The high school courses for which
EOC exams are administered include: :

e English I

English II

Algebral

Geometry

Algebra II

Physical Science

Biology

Chemistry

Physics

ELPS (Economic, Legal, and Political Systems)
U.S. History '

Data on NC students’ EOC exams from 1999-2000 and 2000-01 were obtained
from the DPI in a fashion that permitted their linkage to UNC SDF files on a student-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.

Reésults
Admissions

A survey of each of the admissions 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
demand, among thc sixteen campuses.

All UNC systern campuses consider a student’s high school academic record as
the most important measure in their admissions decision making process. Specifically,
emphasis is placed both on a student’s high school course selection insuring that the UNC
Minimum Course Requirements (MCR) have been met and overall academic
performance as measured by grade point average and class rank. The more selective
campuses also carefully consider the rigor of courses taken by a student given the
availability of advanced level courses at a particular high school, i.e. did the student take
full advantage of the advanced course opportunities at histher school. The point was
specifically made by the campuses that students were not disadvantaged if their

particular high school did not offer the advanced course opportunities offered at other
schools. . _ :

10



Standardized test scores, either the SAT or the ACT, are used by all sixteen
campuses in conjunction with the student’s high school record. The admissions offices on
all sixteen campuses were clear that the overall high school record was the most
important academic factor considered while standardized test scores were less important,

Both national studies and our own internal research confirmed and supported that
a student’s high school record is the very best predictor of success in college but that the
high school record considered in conjunction with standardized test scores provides an
even better measure of predicted performance than the record on its own. There is a
significant correlation (p<.05) between a student’s high school record and performance
on standardized tests with students having the best records generally scoring higher on
the tests. The more selective UNC campuses admit the students with the best high school
records which explains why those schools also have higher than average standardized test
scores.

Placement

Surveys completed by each of the sixteen campuses in the UNC system indicated
that there is no consistent measure or approach to a freshman’s placement in courses
across the sixteen campuses. Several campuses do not use placement instruments at all,
other campuses use a variety of placement tools including campus-based placement tests,
national placement instruments such as the Nelson Denny Test, the Mathematical
Association of America placement instrument, the SAT II achievement test results,
International Baccalaureate (IB) test results, ACT sub-scores, and SAT — math and verbal
scores. Campuses use these test results to determine if remediation is required or if
advanced placement is warranted. In short, UNC campuses use the placement tools and
processes they have determined best work for them and their students.

In conjunction with this study twelve UNC campuses have begun exploring the
creation of a common math placement test to be used across several of the campuses.
Although the SAT II Math Exam is required by UNC-CH and NC State for placement
decisions, a common placement test will provide a tool for assessment of math skills that
can be applied consistently across the other participating campuses.

Advanced Placement

Each UNC campus has clearly articulated and published placement and/or credit
policies for the College Board Advanced Placement examinations and the International
Baccalaureate (IB) program examinations. All UNC credit and placement policies are
available on the web as a part of the “Institutional Profiles, University of North
Carolina 2002-2003 Edition publication (Attachment 3) at
www.northcarolina.edu/pres/publications/publications.cfm and are widely distributed in
the Profiles publication. All UNC campuses were clear that all placement and/or credit

policies were academic decisions made by faculty in each respective discipline on each
campus.
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Prompted by the HB 1246 study, the UNC Office of the President directed the
chief academic officers on each campus to perform a faculty review of their AP and IB
credit 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 advanced study
opportunity in North Carolina high schools and across 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 décision 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 student’s overall high
school record. The Study Committee’s research findings mirrored the College Board’s
national findings that the best single predictor of college success is a student’s high
school record including grade point average and class rank as well as rigor and depth of
courses taken. However, that prediction of success is enhanced and is more statistically
valid, when SAT or ACT test scores are also considered. Note that when ACT scores are
received, UNC 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 important changes in this widely used standardized college admissions
test. Specifically, the New SAT will have, for the first time, a separate writing section
that will include a student produced essay along with a multiple choice section on
standard written English. Additionally, the old SAT verbal section will be changed to
Critical Reading under the New SAT to reflect a new emphasis on that critical college
success 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 focus on writing, the UNC Board
of Governors has passed a policy. requiring that beginning in March 2005 writing must be
included as part of any standardized test results submitted with an adrmission application.
This policy is in response to the optional writing component of the ACT, the other
standardized admissions test used by UNC applicants. Writing is not an option for SAT

test takers and now will not be optional for ACT test takers applying to a UNC campus
either.

Because of these very significant changes in the standardized tests used in
admissions, the Study Committee recommends the UNC 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 admissions decision making
process.
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Use of Other Factors in Admissions Decisions

Many UNC campuses indicated that factors in addition to the quantifiable
academic factors of grade point average, class rank, and standardized test scores (SAT or
ACT) may be used in their admissions decision making process. These other factors,
often referied to as “non-cognitive” variables include: strength of curriculum relative to
opportunities; extra or co-curricular involvement including part-time work; demonstrated
leadership; first generation college student; overcoming a significant’ hardship;
exceptional talent or abilities; community service; recommendations; underrepresented
students; and essays. The professional judgment of experienced admissions staff was
cited by several campuses as important in hi ghly selective admissions decisions.

Use of End-of-Course (EQC) Tests or Other Available Tests as an Admissions Measure

The committee members spent a good deal of time reviewing and discussing End
of Course Testing in North Carolina to be certain they understood fully the state’s end of
course testing program. The state’s EOC policy can be found on the world-wide-web at-
www.ncpublicschools.org/parents/whatistestedhs.html . Tt should be noted that end of
course tests are not administered for all of the courses included in the UNC system
minimum course requirements (MCR). Also, it is important to note that the State Board
of Education requires that EOC test results constitute a minimum of 25% of a student’s
final grade in courses for which EOC tests are administered. Analysis indicated, as
expected, a very high correlation between high school grades in a course and the EOC
test results. Since EOC test scores are already incorporated in high school grades, using
EOC test results as a separate predictor does not improve or enhance a student’s predicted
chance for success at the University. There are no other known school related state-wide
tests administered in North Carolina that would enhance admissions decision making for
UNC campuses.

Summary

. The HB 1246 Study Committee learned a great deal about the admissions
practices across the UNC system and was particularly impressed with how professional
all of the Admissions Offices are and with the obvious care and attention with which they
make their admissions decisions. The Commnittee was also impressed to learn how very
similar the various offices were in the factors considered for admission with the

differences in freshiman class quality driven by the great demand for admission on some
campuses compared to others. '
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Although a number of policy reviews were underway the timing of the HB 1246
study reaffirmed and contributed a positive impact on the following initiatives:

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

e The alignment of the college tech program with the high school graduation
requirements for the college tech prep course of study.

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

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

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

As a result of this study, The HB 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 UNC 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 tést results are already factored into the GPA; and

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

Recommendations

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

(1) the campuses continue cuirent practices including the use of multiple factors
in making admissions, placement and advanced placement decisions, appropriate to that
institution’s mission and level of admissions selectivity;

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

(3) 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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The University of North Carolina
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
POST OFFICE BOX 2688, CHAPEL HILL, NC 27513-2658

MOLLY CORBETT BROAD, President

Telephone: (919) 962-1000  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 Carolina General Assembly

16 West Jones Street

Raleigh, North Carolina 27601-2808

RE: Session Laws 2001-—312 (HB 1246)

Dear Chaitmen:

The Board of Governors Interim Report is transmitted herewith in responsc to the 2001
General Assembly, Session Laws 2001- 312 (HB 1246) AN ACT TO DIRECT THE
BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF NORTH CAROLINA; IN
COOPERATION WITH THE STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION AND THE STATE
BOARD OF COMMUNITY COLLEGES, TO STUDY THE MEASURES USED FOR
ADMISSIONS, PLACEMENT, AND. ADVANCED PLACEMENT DECISIONS BY THE
CONSTITUENT INSTITUTIONS OF THE STATE’S UNIVERSITY SYSTEM, TO -
ALLOW INTELLECTUALLY GIFTED YOUTHS TO ATTEND COMMUNITY

COLLEGES AND TO ALLOW CERTAIN YOUTHS TO BE EMLOYED BY
INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION.

In accordance with Section 1(c) of HB 1246, the Board of Governors will submit a final

- report to the Joint Legislative Education Oversight Cornmittée on December 1, 2003.

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

Smcerely,

Molly Corbett Broad
Attachment

cc: The Honorable Michael Ward, Superintendent of Public Instruction
Mr. H. Martin Lancaster, President, N.C. Community College System
Dr. Gretchen M. Bataille, Senior Vice President for Academic Affairs
Mr. J. B. Milliken, Vice President for Public Affairs
& University Advancement
v/Dr. Robert C. Kanoy, III, Associate Vice President for Academic Affairs
Dr. Shirley Iorio, Research Division, N.C. General Assembly



Attachment 1

Interim Report
For
House Bill 1246

Initial Steps

An initial meeting was held with representatives from UNC, the North Carolina
Community College System, and the Department of Public Instruction on October 10,
2001. 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 by each participating
agency. The university and DPI officials agreed to share data sets that might be used for
the study by the next meeting. 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 18, 2001. The
Group discussed the following items:

* Status report on sharing data between UNC and DPI;

e Data that will be needed from individual UNC campuses;

® Research studies in the field to be reviewed;

* Recommendations for representatives to serve on the Study Committee; and

* 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. The
Committee is scheduled to meet March 14, 2002 from 9:00 a.m. to 12:00 noon at the
UNC General Administration Building in Chapel Hill.

Next Steps

The next series of steps will be to collect the available data that is currently used in
making decisions for admissions, placement, and advanced placement. Each campus has
been asked to provide an initial set of information in these areas (see Attachment 2).

In addition, the Study Committee has asked DPI to provide a summary of available data
sets, such as end-of-course or end-of-grade data that could be examined as potential
predictors for decision-making.

Once the complete set of data that is available for analyses is known, the Study
Committee will review the current research in the field and determine a set of studies to
be conducted with the available data. Results of these preliminary analyses will be used
to guide future steps in the study.



In addition, input will be sought from Directors of Admiissions, 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
Committee. 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 recommendations 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 Education
Oversight Committee by December 1, 2003.



Attachment 2

Study Committée Roster



HB 1246 Study Committee Roster

Bobby Kanoy, chair

Associate Vice President for Academic
Affairs

UNC Office of the President

PO Box 2688

Chapel Hill, NC 27515-2688

(918) 962-4907, Fax: (919) 962-7139
kanoy@ northcarolina.edu

June Atkinson

Director of Instructional Services
North Carolina Department of Public
Instruction

301 North Wilmington Street
Raleigh, NC 27601-2825

(919) 807-3815, Fax: (919) 807-3899
jatkinso @dpi.state.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 Vice PreS|dent for Planning &
Research

North Carolina Commiunity College System
5008 Mail Service Center

Raleigh, NC 27699-5008

(919) 733-7051, Fax: (919) 733- 0680
brownk @ncccs.cc.nc us

George Dixon

Vice Provost for Enroliment Management &
Services

North Carolina State University

112 Peele Hall-Campus Box 7103

Raleigh, NC 27695-7103 .
(918) 515-2434, Fax: (919) 515-5039
george dixon @nesu.edu

Lou Fabrizio

Director of Accountability Services
North Carolina Department of Public
Instruction

301 North Wilmington Street
Raleigh, NG 27801-2825 ,
(919) 807-8770, Fax: (919) 807-3772
lfabrizi @ dpi.state.nc.us

Larry Mayes

Assistant Vice President for Program
Assessment '

UNC Office of the PreS|dent

PO Box 2688

Chapel Hill, NC 27515~ 2688

(919) 962-3881, Fax: (919) 962: 3591
Imayes @ northcarohna edu

" Ken Whitehurst

Director, Student Deévelopment Services
North Carolina Community College System
5019 Mail Service Center’

Raleigh, NC 27699-5019

(919) 733-7051, Fax: (919) 733-0680
whitehurstk @ ncces.ce.nc.us

Harry Williams

Director of Admissions

North Carolina A&T State Univ.
Office of Admissions — BC Webb Hall
Greensboro, North Carolina 27411

(336) 334-7946, Fax:
willhl@ncat.edu
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The University of North Carolina

OFFICE OF TIIE PRESIDENT

POST OFFICE BOX 2688, CHAPEL HILL, NC 27515-2688

ROBERT C. KANOY, Associnte Vice President for-dcademic Affuirs
Telephone: (2195 962-1000 » Fax: (919) 962-7139 * B-mail: kanoy@northcarolina.edn

 MEMORANDUM
To: Directors of Admissions
From: Robert C. Kanoy W
Date: January 14, 2002
Re: Daté needed forlI-IB 1246 Study

As you know, HB 1246 requires the Board of Governors, in cooperation with the
State Board of Education and the State Board of Community Colleges, to conduct a

study on the measures used for admissions; placement, and advanced placement
decisions. . ' ' :

In preparation of the study, George Dixon and-Harry, Williams have been meeting
with a study group. The official Study Committee will be appointed in the coming .
weeks (and I'expect George and Harry will both serve on the committee). '

At this time, I need to ask your help with two pieces of data. Attached are two forms
to insert information on how admissions and placement decisions are made. Please

feel free to include any -additional information you feel the committee should review.

Please return both forms and any additional materials to me by Friday, February 1,

2002. Thank you for your help and as soon as the committee has been officially
appointed, I will send along a copy of the roster. ' ‘

Please let me know if you have any questions.
RCK/jam

cc: Senior Vice President Bataﬂle



Part I ~ Admissions

Please briefly describe your campus’ process for making admissions

- decisions. If a formula is used, please describe the variables used and
weights given to these factors. Feel free to attach any additional
materials you think the Study Committee should review. -



Part 1T — Placement

Please indicate for each subject area if a freshman placement test/instrument is used (specify the test) and briefly
describe how it is used in.making the freshman placement decision.

Subject - ' Instrument used For Placement - Comments/Explanations

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 concern 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 Assembly 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 of weighted
credit forces students to make costly choices because it will influence their class rank.

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).






