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March 31, 2004
Memorandum
To: 

Members, Advisory Committee on Academic Affairs

From:  
Dr. Gail M. Morrison, Director of Academic Affairs and Licensing
Policy and Procedures on Dual Enrollment

Draft Three
Introduction


This agenda item was deferred from the last meeting when we ran out of time.  It has in the interim been reviewed by the Technical College Presidents who “are comfortable with existing language in the draft except to the extent that they wish to reserve the right to review the policy again and to recommend revisions where appropriate” should the proposed Education and Economic Development Act pass.  The material below and draft three are identical to what we mauked to you for our last meeting.
Background

Please find enclosed a third draft of the proposed Policy and Procedures on Dual Enrollment.  Two previous draft documents, initially titled “Dual Credit,” were submitted to the Advisory Committee on Academic Programs on April 2, 2003, and after incorporating suggestions for revision from the Advisory Committee’s members, on July 15, 2003, respectively.

At the request of Mr. Hunter Howard of the SC Chamber, staff suspended work on this policy until the newly formed State Department of Education Committee on Transfer and Articulation might have the opportunity to review the policy and make any recommendations it might deem appropriate.  In the interim, the Board of the State Technical College System passed a Dual Enrollment Policy and Procedure for the 16 technical colleges, which is modeled on the CHE draft policy submitted to the Advisory Committee.

The SC Department of Education’s Committee on Transfer and Articulation had one of its sub-committees devoted to “dual enrollment.”  This sub-committee reviewed relevant SACS language on dual enrollment, policies in other states, the new Technical College System policy, and the Advisory Committee’s Draft 2 policy.  No specific suggestions were offered with respect to revision of the draft policy, but there was consensus that appropriate standards must be in place to ensure the collegiate nature of the experience not only because SACS so mandates but because the intent of dual enrollment is to move students to performance at higher levels earlier in their careers. A different subcommittee did recommend that dual enrollment students have an 85 average on the uniform grading scale.   The minutes attached in support of Agenda 5 show the extensive discussion that took place on a variety of transfer and articulation issues, including dual enrollment.  [These minutes were attached for last meeting and not included here.]



Following the fall meetings of the Committee on Transfer and Articulation, staff  prepared a third draft of the proposed policy on dual enrollment by comparing the approved technical college policy with draft 2 and drawing on the discussions of the Transfer and Articulation Committee.  Where possible, if the language used in the technical college policy conveyed in essence the same meaning as language in the policy we proposed, draft three adopts the language of the technical college policy.  There are still a few substantive differences between the two policies and some differences from Draft 2, which we can discuss. Because we are trying to move toward a state-level policy that communicates effectively to all the stakeholders, I have provided Draft 3 in a format that shows the deletions in the margin and additions/changes in red in the text.
Recommendation 

The staff solicits approval of Draft 3. 
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