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	SUBJECT:
	Request for Clearance of the Survey on Dual Enrollment Programs and Courses for High School Students, Postsecondary Education Quick Information System (PEQIS)


Justification

The National Center for Education Statistics (NCES), U.S. Department of Education proposes to use the Postsecondary Education Quick Information System (PEQIS) to conduct a survey on dual enrollment of high school students at postsecondary institutions during the 2002-03 12-month academic year. Dual enrollment, variously called “dual credit,” “concurrent enrollment,” and “joint enrollment,” refers to high school students who earn college credits for courses taken through a postsecondary institution. It has become an increasingly important component of the educational experience of many high school students, and has sparked national interest because it provides high school students with a variety of benefits, including: greater access to a wider range of rigorous academic and technical courses; savings in time and money on a college degree; pathways for students to move seamlessly between K-12 and postsecondary systems; greater collaboration between high school and college faculty and programs; and greater support for students’ college aspirations.  In an effort to prepare high school students for college, local, state, and federal policies have been developed to facilitate more seamless transitions between high schools and postsecondary institutions by way of dual enrollment programs.  However, at present, there is no existing national source of information on dual enrollment programs and courses at postsecondary institutions.  This survey is designed to provide policy makers, researchers, educators, and administrators with baseline information on the prevalence of dual enrollment programs and courses at postsecondary institutions, as well as information on the characteristics of such programs and courses. 

This survey is part of a broader research effort underway at the Office of Vocational and Adult Education (OVAE) to examine transitions between high school and college. Part of this effort is a Fast Response Survey System (FRSS) survey that collects data at the high school level.  While this companion survey (currently in the data collection phase) will focus on aspects of high school students’ early transition to college, it is limited to courses taken by students who earn credit for those courses simultaneously at both the high school and college level (“dual credit”). The PEQIS dual enrollment survey will be able to capture the broader population of high school students who earn college credit for college-level courses taken, but not necessarily high school credit, and will therefore provide a fuller picture of student participation in high school to college transition courses and programs.  In addition, while the FRSS survey collects information from high schools about the courses taken at the college level by high school students, the PEQIS survey concentrates mainly on features of the dual enrollment programs offered by postsecondary institutions around the nation. Thus, the PEQIS survey will shed some light on what such programs look like and how they are used as vehicles for high school student transition to college.  In sum, the PEQIS and FRSS companion surveys will collect complementary data that taken together will provide a more comprehensive view of dual enrollment in the nation during the 2002-03 academic year.   

The survey is authorized under Section 153 (a) of the Education Sciences Reform Act of 2002 (Public Law 107-279), which states that the purpose of NCES is “to collect, report, analyze, and disseminate statistical data related to education in the United States and in other nations.” Clearance for this survey is under 1850-0733, and is requested by January 6, 2004. 

Data collection instruments  

A questionnaire and cover letter (enclosed) will be mailed to each institution in January of 2004.  The cover letter will request the participation of the institution and will introduce the purpose and content of the survey. It will also include instructions on how to complete and return the survey, as well as contact information in case of queries. Included in the mailing will be information about the option to complete a Web version of the survey on the Internet. The cover letter will also instruct the reader (the PEQIS coordinator) to assign the survey to the person(s) most knowledgeable about the institution’s dual enrollment programs and courses during the 2002-03 12-month academic year.  

The questionnaire distinguishes between two types of dual enrollment. The first is dual enrollment that takes place outside of any program, while the second is dual enrollment that occurs within a program. These are both defined on the front of the questionnaire. Respondents are first asked whether their institution hosted high school students who took college-level courses for credit during the 2002-03 12-month academic year (question 1). Question 2 asks whether any students took courses outside of a dual enrollment program, and for those who answer yes, question 3 asks about how many students did so. Question 4 asks whether the institution had a dual enrollment program, and for those who answer yes, question 5 asks how many students participated in the program(s). The remaining questions in the survey all refer to aspects of the institutions’ dual enrollment programs. This includes questions on how credit was received (questions 6, 12), course location (question 7), course instruction (questions 8, 9), course load (questions 10, 11, 23), program eligibility and standards (questions 13, 14, 15, 16), curriculum (questions 17, 22), funding (questions 18, 19), and support services (questions 24, 25). Questions 20-25 refer specifically to programs that are geared towards students who are at risk of educational failure.  

Substantial development work was carried out for this survey.  This included a literature review, four rounds of feasibility calls, and two survey pretests. These layers of instrument testing were aimed at refining the survey definition, organization, and question wording.   

Overview of data collection  

The data collection will be accomplished by means of a self-administered survey of approximately 1,600 higher education institutions in the PEQIS panel.  Respondents will have the option of completing the survey with a traditional paper and pencil questionnaire or with a Web version of the questionnaire that will be accessed through the Internet.  The paper version of the questionnaire is limited to three pages of information readily available to respondents and can be completed by most institutions in 30 minutes or less.  These procedures are typical of PEQIS and FRSS surveys, and result in minimal burden on respondents. The Web version will mirror the paper version and should take roughly the same amount of time to complete.

Questionnaires and cover letters will be mailed to institutions in January 2004.  Respondents will have the option of completing the paper version of the survey or completing it online.  Telephone followup for nonresponse will begin about 3 weeks after the questionnaires have been mailed to the institutions.  Experienced telephone interviewers will be trained to conduct the nonresponse followup and will be monitored by Westat supervisory personnel during all interviewing hours.  The response rates for all PEQIS surveys have been greater than 90 percent.

Westat will collect the information for the Early Childhood, International, and Cross-Cutting Studies Division, NCES, U.S. Department of Education, through PEQIS.  The contractor is responsible for the development of the data collection instruments; the conduct of the self-administered paper or Web-based survey; the conduct of telephone followup; the editing, coding, keying, and verifying of the data; and the production of tabulations and the report detailing the results of the survey.

Review by persons outside the agency  

Numerous people have been consulted during the development of the questionnaire, including researchers at the Community College Research Center at Columbia University and the research committee of the National Alliance of Concurrent Enrollment Partnerships (NACEP).  Additional input was received from the respondents at the postsecondary institutions who participated in the feasibility calls and pretests of drafts of the questionnaire.  The questionnaire was also reviewed by OVAE staff.

Survey cost  

The survey is estimated to cost the Federal government about $330,000, including about $300,000 for contractual costs and $30,000 for salaries and expenses.  Based upon costs of past PEQIS sample surveys, contractual costs are divided into the subtask costs shown in Exhibit 1.

Exhibit 1. Estimated contractual costs by subtask

	Subtask
	Cost

	
	

	Survey preparation
	60,000

	Data collection
	125,000

	Data analysis
	40,000

	Report preparation and dissemination
	75,000

	
	

	Total
	300,000


Time schedule  

The questionnaires are scheduled to be mailed in January 2004.  About 3 weeks after mailout, Westat will begin telephone followup for nonresponse.  Data collection is scheduled for completion about 10 weeks after mailing.  See Exhibit 2 for the anticipated time schedule.  

Exhibit 2. Anticipated data collection schedule

	
	Cumulative workdays

	
	From submission to RIMG/OMB
	From RIMG/OMB approval

	
	
	

	Package to OMB
	
0
	
-

	Package approved by OMB
	
30
	
0

	Mail-out of questionnaire
	
40
	
10

	Follow up started
	
55
	
25

	Follow up completed
	
90
	
60


Plan for tabulation and publication  

Most of the analyses of the questionnaire data will be descriptive in nature, providing NCES and other information users with tables, charts, and text.  Survey responses will be weighted to produce national estimates.  Questionnaire items will be crosstabulated with selected classification variables such as institutional type (2-year public, 2-year private, 4-year public, 4-year private) and size of the institution (less than 3,000; 3,000-9,999; 10,000 or more). 

Weighted frequency distributions will be produced for all items.  Crosstabulations by the analysis variables listed above will be produced for all the categorical items, and sums by the analysis variables will be produced for the counts of student enrollments. 

Reviewing statisticians  

Statistician Adam Chu of Westat (301-251-4326) was consulted about the statistical aspects of the design.

Respondent universe  

This survey will be sent to approximately 1,600 higher education institutions in the PEQIS panel.  The PEQIS panel was originally selected and recruited in 1991–92, and is periodically updated to reflect changes in the postsecondary education universe that have occurred since the original panel was selected.  A modified Keyfitz approach is used to maximize overlap between the 1991–92 panel and the periodic updates.  The sampling frame for the PEQIS panel is constructed from the most recent Integrated Postsecondary Education Data System (IPEDS) “Institutional Characteristics” file.  Institutions eligible for the PEQIS frame include 2-year and 4-year (including graduate-level) Title IV-eligible degree-granting institutions located in the 50 states and the District of Columbia.  In 2002, the frame included a total of 4,175 institutions.

The PEQIS sampling frame is stratified by instructional level (4-year, 2-year), control (public, private nonprofit, private for-profit), highest level of offering (doctor’s/first-professional, master’s, bachelor’s, less than bachelor’s), and total enrollment.  Within each of the strata, institutions are sorted by region (Northeast, Southeast, Central, West), and whether the institution has a relatively high minority enrollment.  The sample of institutions is allocated to the strata in proportion to the aggregate square root of total enrollment.  Institutions within a stratum are sampled with equal probabilities of selection.  In 2002, the sample included a total of 1,610 institutions.  The modified Keyfitz approach resulted in 81 percent of the institutions in the 2002 sample overlapping with the 1996 panel.  The final participation rate across the 1,610 institutions that were selected for the 2002 panel was 1,591 participating institutions out of 1,600 eligible institutions.  There were 1,600 eligible institutions because some of the institutions in the sample were determined to be ineligible for various reasons.

Each institution in the PEQIS panel was asked to identify a campus representative to serve as survey coordinator.  The campus representative facilitates data collection by identifying the appropriate respondent for each survey and forwarding the questionnaire to that person.

Statistical methodology  

Nonresponse weight adjustments will be used to correct for unit nonresponse.  Variances will be estimated using the jackknife replication method.  Estimates produced during the PEQIS panel design stage, based on characteristics of the institutions, yielded coefficients of variation (cv’s) in the range of 2 to 4 percent for most national estimates, with estimates for subgroups somewhat higher.  Similar cv’s are expected for this survey.

Attachment 1

Cover Letter and Questionnaire
January 2004

Dear PEQIS Survey Respondent:

On behalf of the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES), I am requesting your participation in the national survey on Dual Enrollment Programs and Courses for High School Students.  Westat is conducting the survey for NCES using the Postsecondary Education Quick Information System (PEQIS). The questionnaire is designed to be completed in 30 minutes or less.  Applicable sections of the questionnaire should be completed regardless of whether or not your institution offers dual enrollment to high school students. 

The purpose of the survey is to provide nationally representative data about dual enrollment at postsecondary institutions. For this survey, dual enrollment refers to high school students who take college-level courses while still in high school. As the first of its kind, this survey is designed to provide important baseline information about the prevalence and characteristics of dual enrollment at colleges nationwide.  

The questionnaire is designed to be completed by the person (or persons) most knowledgeable about dual enrollment at your institution. This might be someone who administers a dual enrollment program, someone in your admissions office, or someone in institutional research, for example. It is critical that the survey reaches the hands of the person who is most familiar with the various characteristics of dual enrollment at your institution. 

The survey may be completed using either the enclosed questionnaire or an online version of the survey available through the Internet.  The online version of the survey is available at [insert URL for survey].  If you choose to complete the online version, the USER ID and PASSWORD for your institution appear on the label at the bottom of this page and on the label affixed to the cover of the questionnaire.  Regardless of whether you choose to use the paper version or the online version, please complete the survey only once.

The Federal Office of Management and Budget (OMB) has approved the survey (OMB No.: 1850-0733). Your participation, while voluntary, is vital to the development of national estimates. Data collected in this survey will be used only for statistical purposes. The data will be published by NCES in aggregate form only, and will not identify individual participants or their institutions. A copy of the survey report will be sent to your institution after this study is completed. 

We ask that the survey be completed within 3 weeks, and that you keep a copy of the completed survey for your files.  The paper version of the questionnaire may be returned to Westat in the enclosed postage-paid envelope.  If you have any questions about this survey, please contact Brian Kleiner, the Westat survey manager, at 800-937-8281, extension 4469 (toll-free) or 301-294-4469, or by e-mail at briankleiner@westat.com.  You may also call Bernie Greene, the NCES Project Officer, at 202-502-7348.  Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

Val Plisko

Associate Commissioner
	U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

NATIONAL CENTER FOR EDUCATION STATISTICS

WASHINGTON, D.C.  20006-5651

DUAL ENROLLMENT PROGRAMS AND COURSES 

FOR HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS

Postsecondary Education Quick Information System
	APPROVED O.M.B. No.: 1850–0733

 EXPIRATION DATE: XX/XXXX

	This survey is authorized by law (P.L. 103-382).  While participation in this survey is voluntary, your cooperation is critical to make the results of this survey comprehensive, accurate, and timely.


Definition of Dual Enrollment

For the purposes of this survey, dual enrollment refers to high school students who earn college credits for courses taken through a postsecondary institution.  Different institutions have different names for dual enrollment, including “dual credit,” “concurrent enrollment,” “joint enrollment,” etc.  Please use the definition provided here when completing the survey, regardless of how your institution refers to high school students taking college-level courses. Please note that:

· Courses may be part of a dual enrollment program, or courses may be taken by students outside of any such program. 

· “Dual enrollment program” is defined here as an organized system with special guidelines that allows high school students             to take college level courses. The guidelines might have to do with entrance or eligibility requirements, funding, limits on course-taking, and so on. 

· High school students who simply enroll in courses through your institution, and are treated as regular college students, should not be considered as participating in a dual enrollment program.

· Credit for courses may be earned at both the high school and college level simultaneously or only at the college level. Credit may be earned immediately or upon enrollment at your institution after high school graduation. 

· Courses may be taught on a college campus, on a high school campus, or at some other location.

The time frame for this survey is the 2002–03 12-month academic year, including courses taken during summer sessions. Do not include information about summer bridge programs for students who had already graduated from high school. 

This survey should be completed by the person(s) most knowledgeable about dual enrollment at your institution. 

IF ABOVE INFORMATION IS INCORRECT, PLEASE MAKE CORRECTIONS DIRECTLY ON LABEL.

Name of person completing form:

Telephone:


Title/position: 
 Email:

Best days and times to reach you (in case of questions):


THANK YOU. PLEASE KEEP A COPY OF THIS SURVEY FOR YOUR RECORDS.

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO:
IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS, CONTACT:



WESTAT

Brian Kleiner



Attention: 7166.30—Kleiner

800–937–8281, ext. 4469



1650 Research Boulevard

Fax: 800–254–0984



Rockville, Maryland 20850

E-mail: BrianKleiner@westat.com

According to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.  The valid OMB control number for this information is 1850–0733.  The time required to complete this information collection is estimated to average 30 minutes per response, including the time to review instructions, search existing data resources, gather the data needed, and complete and review the information collected.  If you have any comments concerning the accuracy of the time estimate(s) or suggestions for improving this form, please write to:  U.S. Department of Education, Washington, D.C.  20202–4651.  If you have comments or concerns regarding the status of your individual submission of this form, write directly to: National Center for Education Statistics, 1990 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20006 

PEQIS Form No. 14, 01/2004

1. During the 2002–03 12-month academic year, did any high school students take courses for college credit through your institution? (This may include students who took courses within a dual enrollment program or on their own, outside of any program—see definition.) 

	Yes
1
	No

2   (Stop. Complete respondent section on front and return questionnaire.)


2. During the 2002–03 12-month academic year, did any high school students take college-level courses through your institution outside of any dual enrollment program? (These are generally high school students who simply enroll in and pay for college courses on their own, and are treated the same as regular college students. See definition.)

	Yes
1
	No

2   (Skip to question 4.)


3. During the 2002–03 12-month academic year, how many high school students took college-level courses through your institution outside of any dual enrollment program? (Please provide unduplicated head counts, i.e., do not count students more than once if they took more than one course.)

____________Number of students  

College-Level Courses Taken by High School Students Through Your Institution’s Dual Enrollment Program(s)

· “Dual enrollment program” is defined here as an organized system with special guidelines that allows high school students to take college level courses. The guidelines might have to do with entrance or eligibility requirements, funding, limits on course-taking, and so on. 

· High school students who simply enroll in courses through your institution, and are treated as regular college students, should not be considered as participating in a dual enrollment program.

4. During the 2002–03 12-month academic year, did any high school students take courses for college credit through your institution that were part of a dual enrollment program? (See definition.)  

	Yes
1
	No

2   (Stop. Complete respondent section on front and return questionnaire.)


5. During the 2002–03 12-month academic year, how many high school students took college-level courses in the dual enrollment program(s) through your institution? (Please provide unduplicated head counts, i.e., do not count students more than once if they took more than one course.) 

____________Number of students  

6. Did the high school students who took courses for college credit in the dual enrollment program(s) also receive credit at the high school level for those courses? 


Yes

1


No

2


It varied

3


Don’t know

4

7. Where were the courses that were taken by high school students in the dual enrollment program(s) taught? (Circle one.)



Your college campus 

1  (Skip to question 10.) 


A high school campus

2

Some courses on your college campus and other courses on a high school campus

3
8. Who were the instructors of the college-level courses in the dual enrollment program(s) that were taught on a high school campus? (Consider a high school instructor as someone primarily employed by a school district, and a college instructor as someone primarily employed by your institution.) (Circle one.)


College instructors only

1  (Skip to question 10.) 


High school instructors only

2 


Both high school and college instructors

3

9. How did the minimum qualifications for high school instructors who taught college-level courses as part of the dual enrollment program(s) compare to those required for college instructors at your institution? (Circle one.)

The same as those required for college instructors

1 


Different than those required for college instructors

2


There was no set policy with respect to minimum qualifications

3


It varied

4

10. Which of the following most closely resembles the typical pattern of high school enrollments in the dual enrollment program(s)? (An academic term could be a semester, quarter, or trimester.) (Circle one.)


High school students took one college course per academic term

1


High school students took two college courses per academic term

2


High school students took three or more college courses per academic term

3


The number of college courses high school students took varied considerably

4


Some other pattern (specify)
5

11. What was the maximum number of courses per academic term (e.g., semester, quarter) that a high school student was allowed to take as part of the dual enrollment program(s)? (A course is equivalent to 3 or 4 credits.) (Circle one.)


One course per academic term

1


Two courses per academic term

2


Three or more courses per academic term

3


No maximum number per academic term

4

12. When were high school students generally awarded college credit for courses taken through the dual enrollment program(s)? (Circle one.)

Immediately upon completion of courses

1


Upon enrolling at your institution after high school graduation

2


Other (specify)

3

13. Were the academic requirements for high school students to be eligible to participate in your institution's dual enrollment program(s) the same or different than your institution's admissions standards for regular college students?


The same

1


Different

2

14. What were the academic eligibility requirements for high school students to participate in your institution's dual enrollment program(s)? (Circle all that apply.)


No academic eligibility requirements (open enrollment)

1

Minimum high school grade point average

2


Minimum score on a standardized test, such as the SAT

3




Minimum high school class rank

4


Passing a college placement test given by your institution

5

Other (specify)

6


15. What was the minimum high school GPA (on a 4-point scale) required by your institution for high school students to take courses in the dual enrollment program(s)? (Circle one.)


Between 1.75 and 2.24

1 


Between 2.25 and 2.74

2


Between 2.75 and 3.24

3 


Between 3.25 and 3.74

4 


3.75 or above

5


It varied

6 


No minimum GPA required

7

16. Which grade levels of high school students were eligible to take college-level courses as part of the dual enrollment program(s)? (If your institution had more than one program, include eligible grade levels across all programs.) (Circle all that apply.)


9th grade

1


10th grade

2


11th grade

3


12th grade

4


Other (specify)

5

17. Was the curriculum (i.e., syllabus, books, exams, course length) for the college-level courses taken by high school students as part of the dual enrollment program(s) specially designed for high school students, or was it the same as for regular college students?


Specially designed for high school students

1


The same as for regular college students

2


It varied

3

18. Which sources paid tuition for the college-level courses taken by high school students in the dual enrollment program(s)? (Circle all that apply.)


Your institution (including both your institution’s contributions and/or tuition waivers)

1


The state

2


High schools/public school districts

3


Parents/students

4


Other (specify)

5

19. What did high school students (and their parents) generally pay out-of-pocket for college-level courses taken in the dual enrollment program(s)? (Circle one.)


Full tuition

1 


Partial tuition

2


Books and/or fees only

3


Nothing—tuition, books, and fees were paid in full by other sources

4


It varied

5

20. During the 2002–03 12-month academic year, did your institution have a formal dual enrollment program geared specifically towards high school students who were at risk of educational failure? (This program may have been included in dual enrollment programs already covered above. Only include programs in which at-risk high school students could earn college credit for courses taken.) 
	Yes
1
	No

2   (Stop. Complete respondent section on front and return questionnaire.)
	


21. During the 2002–03 12-month academic year, how many at-risk high school students were enrolled in that dual enrollment program? 

____________Number of students

22. What was the primary focus of the dual enrollment program for at-risk high school students? (Circle one.)


Academic (e.g., mathematics, English, social studies, foreign languages)

1


Career/technical (e.g., computer systems networking, culinary arts, metallurgy)

2


Equally academic and career/technical

3


Other (specify)

4

23. Which of the following most closely resembles the typical pattern of high school enrollments in the dual enrollment program for at-risk high school students? (An academic term could be a semester, quarter, or trimester.) (Circle one.)


High school students took one college course per academic term

1


High school students took two college courses per academic term

2


High school students took three or more college courses per academic term

3


The number of college courses high school students took varied considerably

4

24. Did your institution provide extra support services specifically for the at-risk high school students in the dual enrollment program (e.g., tutoring, academic advising, study skills workshops, precollege counseling)? (Only include support services above and beyond those usually provided to students taking courses through your institution.)

	Yes
1
	No

2   (Stop. Complete respondent section on front and return questionnaire.)


25. What extra support services were specifically offered to the at-risk high school students in the dual enrollment program? (Only include support services above and beyond those usually provided to students taking courses through your institution.) (Circle all that apply.)


Tutoring

1


Academic advising

2


Study skills workshops

3 


College application/selection counseling

4 


Financial aid counseling

5


Other (specify)

6

2

