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Who we are

The essential, indispensable member of
any team addressing education policy.
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What we do

We believe in the power of learning from experience
and we know informed policymakers create better
education policy.
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How we do it
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Clarification of terms

= Dual enrollment: College courses offered
to high school students for (typically)
both high school and college credit,
regardless of course location, instructor
or modality

+ Traditional academic coursework

+ Career/technical education (CTE)
coursework
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Purpose of presentation

Teacher credentialing = access issue

States should be mindful of other
access issues as we proceed through
the day
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Dual enrollment model policy components

Dual Enrollment
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Increasing Student Access and Success in Dual Enrollment Programs:
13 Mudel State-Level Policy Components
By Jennifer Downay 2inth
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buckets
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For each model policy component:

« Whatitis
* How MHEC states fare

* Range of responses in region
* How do different states get to “yes”?
* How do different states get a “partial”?

Interpreting model policy components maps

= Green: State policy fully aligned

. . State policy partially aligned OR
two programs, one is not aligned

= Red: State policy contrary

. . State policy silent

= Black: State policy unclear
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1. All eligible students are able to participate

Either:
= All HS or districts required to offer DE
or

= PS institutions may not deny enrollment
to student who meets admissions,
placement reqts.
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2. Student eligibility requirements are based on

demonstration of ability to access college-level
[ LC]]

Same admissions, placement criteria as
regularly matriculating PS students

Students not excluded due to:
* HS test scores
Grade level
« GPA
Letter of recommendation
Subjective measures (e.qg., “motivation™)
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2. Student eligibility requirements are based on

demonstration of ability to access college-level

* Not in policy, but in Nebraska DE Standards
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3. Caps on the maximum number of courses

students may complete are not overly restrictive

= Restrictive = low bar on # of courses
student may accCcess per:
+ Semester
¢+ Academic year
+ High school career

Low caps in some states 10 years ago
have largely been pulled back.

3. Caps on the maximum number of courses

students may complete are not overly restrictive
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4. Students earn both secondary and postsecondary

credit for successful completion of approved PS

Choosing what type of credit student
receives makes course less than authentic
PS experience

Requiring students to go through a
process to earn both types of credit
disadvantages students lacking ready
access to an adult who can help them.
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4. Students earn both secondary and postsecondary

credit for successful completion of approved PS

* For students participating in PSEO or CE
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5. All students and parents are provided with

program information

= All secondary students and parents

Not:

= Just students

= Just eligible students

= Students and parents who inquire

5. All students and parents are provided with
program information
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6. Counseling/advising is made available to students

and parents before and during program participation

= Pretty much a yes/no question!
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6. Counseling/advising is made available to students

and parents before and during program participation

* Not in policy, but in Nebraska DE Standards
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7. Responsibility for tuition payments does not

fall to parents

Various state models to reduce if not
eliminate tuition costs for students and
their families

7. Responsibility for tuition payments does not

fall to parents

* For students participating in PSEO or CE
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8. Districts and postsecondary institutions are fully

funded or reimbursed for participating students

= Participating students generate same
K-12 and HE state aid as “regular” HS or
PS student (poss. not same tuition
revenue).

= State funding models do not serve as
disincentives for HS/districts or PS
Institutions to offer dual enrollment.

8. Districts and postsecondary institutions are fully
funded or reimbursed for participating students
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9. Courses have the same content and rigor

regardless of where and to whom they are taught

States vary from very local control to very
prescrl ptlve . ECS EDUCATION POLICY ANALYSIS
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DUAL ENROLLMENT COURSE CONTENT
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9. Courses have the same content and rigor

regardless of where and to whom they are taught

* Not in policy, but in Nebraska DE Standards
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10. Instructors meet the same expectations as

instructors of similar traditional PS courses, and receive
appropriate support and evaluation

= States vary on spectrum from very local
control to very prescriptive

= Having this in policy can help make it
“real” for K-12 partners unaware of PS
accreditation requirements.
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10. Instructors meet the same expectations as

instructors of similar traditional PS courses, and receive
appropriate support and evaluation
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11. Districts and institutions publicly report on

student participation and outcomes

= Pretty much a yes/no question!

= Spectrum of what is reported varies
considerably

= Not clear in all instances if reporting
required by law is taking place

11. Districts and institutions publicly report on
student participation and outcomes
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12. Programs undergo evaluation based on
available data

= Pretty much a yes/no question!

= Different evaluation mechanisms
across states

= Not clear in all instances if reporting
required by law is taking place
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12. Programs undergo evaluation based on
available data
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13. Postsecondary institutions accept and apply credit

earned through dual enrollment as standard transfer
credit

Various models ensure DE credits transfer:

Bank of statewide transferable courses
» Statewide course numbering system

* MN: Courses offered by NACEP-
accredited programs must transfer

* Blanket transfer statement

« TN: Dual credit challenge exams
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13. Postsecondary institutions accept and apply credit

earned through dual enrollment as standard transfer
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State gap analyses!

* To be posted to meeting website

« Can emalil to attendees post-meeting

» Please share with colleagues in your
state

More to come!

» 2018 update to MHEC/ECS teacher
credentialing report: June

« STEM dual enrollment model policy
components: 6/19

* 2018 dual/concurrent enrollment 50-
state comparison: 9/25

« 2018 refresh: model policy components:
9/25
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End of presentation

Questions?

Discussion

End of presentation

jzinth@ecs.org
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