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High School Dual Enroliment:

Widespread and Growing
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What percentage of your college’s enroliment comes from high school dual enrollment?
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students age 17 and younger at community
colleges, divided by total fall enrollments.




— CCRC
20+ Years of Research: Dual Enrolliments Benefits Students
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“Programs of Privilege”
Access to Dual Enroliment Uneven
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Redesigning Dual Enrollment as
a Purposeful Pathway to College
and Career Opportunity
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DEEP Practice Areas

Outreach Alignment Advise Support
Outreach to Underserved Align DE to College Advise Students to Explore Support Students by
Students & Schools Degrees & Careers Interests and Develop Plans  Delivering High-Quality
Instruction
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FUNDING

Tha recommendations in this report are acoomplishad
maora easily through the provision of additional
funding to dual ewnrollment programe for specific
purposas. Funding can provide incentives for
ochanging program practices so that they
align with what tha state wants to sea.

LEGISLATION REGULATION
Legialation can provide the clearast Regulation by state sducation agsnocises
statewide mechanism for craating oan provide state polioymakers with a
consistent program design and practics targstaed tool that can often addrass
with broad legitimacy. In addition, epacific challengas more quickly than a
legislation oreatss an accountability — lagislative solution. Regulation can

machanism through which actors who
ara not abiding by its requiremants
can ba brought into compliancea.

drive statewida changes in practice
and elevats the state’s expectations
for dual enrolimant as a whale,

RESOURCES

State policymalkers can empower
other actors within the state to provide
tachnical assistancs to DE programs.

GUIDANCE

Even if legislation or regulation is not
an option, states can use agency-
izsued guidance documents to

They can work directly with programs to - desoribe the kinds of practices that
assaes thair ourrant practices and rmakse thi state wants toses prioritized in DE
recommeandations for im provemants, offer programming. Guidance can also takethe
tools and resources for programs to uses fiorm of tools or other resources to help
on their own through salf-guided technical practitioners understand and achieve
assistance, or endores a atate or what the state wants prioritized.

national organization with expartise
to provide those services. ENGAGEMENT

Beyond formal guidanos, policymakers
can alss communicats with a variaty of
gstakeholders about their vision and goals for
dual enrollment. Thera is significant powsarin
oconvening DE stakehaoldars promoting collaboration and
communication on key iesuaes. Whether formalized througha
govemanos struotura like a dual enrollmant advisory council or
through a community of practice, these forums allow policymakers
to hear about issues and communicate goals and expeoctations.



m Expanding Access

Supporting the expansion of access to DE requires deliberate efforts by states and systems to
address the state- and system-wide barriers most difficult for individual programs to solve. This
involves establishing a data-informed statewide vision for the role of these programs (which
includes a clear understanding of who is currently participating in DE and who is not), creating
conditions for greater access and participation, and reducing the cost burden for students.

Recommendation 1: Set statewide goals and measure progress.

Recommendation 2: Rethink eligibility requirements.

Recommendation 3: Reduce tuition and non-tuition costs to students and
families through state funding.



m Strengthening On-ramps to Postsecondary Pathways

States and systems can reinforce practitioners’ efforts by encouraging and incentivizing and the
implementation of DE as well-designed, well-aligned on-ramps to postsecondary programs of
study that high school students are interested in. States and systems support DE programs by
ensuring that policies and initiatives enable rather than impede mutually beneficial DE
partnerships across school districts and colleges/universities.

Recommendation 4: Align and promote credit transfer.
Recommendation 5: Prioritize advising and navigational support.

Recommendation 6: Promote FAFSA completion before graduation.

Recommendation 7: Provide support to strengthen the quality of instruction.



m Building and Sustaining Strong Partnerships

Successful DE requires strong partnerships between K-12 and college practitioners. State-level
leaders can help to develop stronger K-12—college networks. While particular colleges and school
districts are focused on their own partnerships, often maintained through bilateral articulation
agreements or memoranda of understanding, states and systems can provide supportive
infrastructure to facilitate and systematize these partnerships.

Recommendation 8: Align college and K-12 incentives to promote dual
enrollment access and success.

Recommendation 9: Diversify, expand, and support further credentialing of
the instructor pool.

Recommendation 10: Maximize K-12—college partnership potential through
relationships and communities of practice.

Recommendation11: Encourage a culture of equity in dual enrollment programming



Questions for State and System Leaders

This reportis accompanied by a State Policymaker Strategy Development Guide to help states and
systems consider what recommendations are most important to them and what new approaches
might be the most effective. It introduces a simple three-step process to (1) review the report’s
recommendations and sample approaches, (2) inventory current state efforts, and (3) plan new
efforts. The following are broad related questions that may facilitate state policy discussion on
strengthening dual enrollment.

What policy and non-policy mechanisms are available to your state or system to support
practitioner efforts to expand equitable DE access? To strengthen DE as an on-ramp to a
postsecondary pathway? To build and sustain strong equity partnerships?

What approaches are your state or system already implementing to advance efforts to expand
equitable DE access? To strengthen DE as an on-ramp to a postsecondary pathway? To build
and sustain strong equity partnerships?

What new approaches might your state or system pursue to expand equitable DE access?
To strengthen DE as an on-ramp to a postsecondary pathway? To build and sustain strong
equity partnerships?

How does your state or system plan to engage with stakeholders and practitioners to
adequately address the questions above?



How States and Systems
Can Support Practitioner Efforts to

Strengthen Dual Enroliment

STATE POLICYMAKER DEVELOPMENT QUIDE

State policymakers have several policy and non-policy mechanisms and associated

approaches available to them that can advance the recommendations outlined in

the accompanying report. Each state’s political, fiscal, and governance constraints

may affect what approaches will work best.

This guide is designed to help state policymakers ) )
Recommendations are organized by how state leaders can support

consider which approaches will be most effective DE improvement afforts in these throe arcas:

for them and develop action steps for supporting 1, expanding acoess to DE,

practitioners in strengthening DE programs. , _ )
2. strengthening DE as an on-ramp to high-opportunity

postsecondary pathways, and

3. building and sustaining DE partnerships between K-12 leaders and
colleges that are grounded in a shared vision emphasizing access,

quality, and success.
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Thank you!

Please stay in touch.

Jessica Steiger, jIs2389@tc.columbia.edu
Alex Perry, alex.perry@flpadvisors.com
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